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Statement of Evidence of Jeff Jones, Chief Exécutive,
Environment Bay of Plenty for Waitangi Tribunal — CNI

Inquiry

Statement of Evidence of Jeff Jones

1 My name is Jeffrey Alexander Jones. | am the Chief Executive of Environment Bay of -
Plenty.
2 | have a Bachelor of Science from Victoria University and a Bachelor in Civil Engineering

with Honours from the University of Canterbury. | am a Fellow of the Institution of
Professional Engineers and a Justice of the Peace. | have held the position of Chief
Executive since the inception of the Bay of Plenty Regional Council (Environment Bay of
Plenty) on 1 November 1989. Prior to that | was the Deputy Chief Engineer of the Bay of
Plenty Catchment Commission from January tb December 1983, and from December
1983 until April 1987 | was Chief Engineer of that Commission. From April 1987 until
October 1989 | was the General Manager (chief executive) of that Catchment

(

Commission (the Catchment Commission was one of the local authorities taken over by
the new Regional Council).

3 I commenced employment with the Bay of Plenty Catchment Commission on 10 January
1983. Part of my role was to ensure that the Kaituna Catchment Control Scheme was
completed. At that stage, design work had been completed for contracts at the lower
end of the river, and tenders had been called for works in the vicinity of what was known
as “Broads Bend” for about one kilometre upstream, works having already been
completed in the lower section of the river from “Broads Bend” to the mouth.

4 When | arrived, tenders had been received. | analysed the tenders and recommended
to the Commission the tendets that should be accepted. Once they had decided to
accept the tender, | got on with the job of organising the contractors and getting the work
done. | was assisted by a Site Engineer and Graduate Engineers working within the
Commission.

5 At the same time, | was overseeing the detailed design on the next section of the river,
upstream to the Waitangi Bridge on State Highway 2. The hydrological and hydraulic
design-had largely been completed, and the detailed design involved the establishment
of the desired alignment and cross-sectional shape of the river, including stopbanks was
in progress.
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Once that detailed design had been completed and the new alignment of the river and its
general shape, including the position of the stopbanks was known, it was necessary to

10

11

commence negotiations with the registered landowners either side of the river
particularly if land was needed to be taken or even occupied to permit the construction of
the Scheme. | personally attended to those matters contacting the owners and
negotiating with them entry to do the works making it clear to them that compensation
was payable etc.

Adjacent to this particular section of the river was a significant amount of multiply-owned
Maori land. The procedure | adopted was to find out whether trustees had been
appointed, and if trustees were appointed, | immediately commenced negotiations with
them.on behalf of the owners. In all cases, those negotiations were successful and the
alternative of using the then Section 131 and /or Section 137 processes of the Soil
Conservation and Rivers Control Act which could result in a compulsory acquiring
process, with or without Court intervention, if the owner of the land vor the owner’s agents
disagreed, was avoided.

In some cases | distinctly recall there were no trustees appointed for some of the blocks
of land and in these circumstances, | had to apply to the Maori Land Court and have
trustees appointed. Once that was done and that sometimes took some time, the

process of negotiation commenced.

In all cases, for both multiply-owned Maori land and European titted land and indeed on
occasions with the lessees of land who also needed to be part of the process, that
negotiation was successful and we were able to proceed with the construction of the
Scheme.

| do recall one meeting with trustees and indeed some of the owners of the landwas
held on a marae in the vicinity of the river. The name of this marae escapes me and,
given that it was some 22 years ago, that is not surpriSing. | have not retained my

diaries from so far back in my career.

Naturally on all occasions, there would have been some documented evidence that we
had received the approval and | have no doubt that this information could possibly be
discovered by a search of the archived files of the Bay of Plenty Catchment Commission
if that was important. We do hold some files from the Bay of Plenty Catchment

Commission. Others have been archived with the Whakatane Museum.
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12 Given the current commitments that my staff and | have particularly in dealing with
issues relating to the recovery from the Matata Disaster, it would be at least two to four
weeks before we could locate and search these files, if they still exist. That search may
reveal names, dates and addresses if all the records are still there.

13 For the record, once the approval had been gained from the owners and, if necessary,
lessees, the works proceedad but were constructed under contract. When the works
were completed and any land disturbancé reinstated to the satisfaction of the
owner(s)/lessee(s), the services of the Property Services Division of the then Ministry of
Works were used to assess compensation payable, undertake negotiation with owners
and reach agreement as to that compensation, both for temporary loss of use of land, in
cases where the contractors had occupied land to facilitate the construction of the new
channel and stopbanks, and also for total loss of land. (On some occasions, land ended
up on the other side of the river and was therefore lost from the title forever.)
Agreements as to the extent of compensation for both that temporary and ,permanent( "
loss of land were, in all cases achieved, and subsequently paid out.

14 Again, there would be documentary evidence of all this if it was considered important,
but once again the files would have to be located some of which are possibly in the
Whakatane Museum, if it was necessary to prove the point.

15 At this stage, it is probably worth referring to the fact that, in terms of the Scheme as a
whole, the concept of providing flood protection to the Kaituna swamp area was, |
understand, one of the reasons that the then Eastern Bay of Plenty Catchment
Commission, which had been established in 1962, had its boundary moved westward to
include the then districts of Tauranga County and Tauranga City and MountMaunganui
Borough. This step was taken specifically to permit the problem of flooding in this ( \
swamp area to be addressed. There was pressure from landowners in the areato doso ™
and, as a result, a Scheme of Works was prepared known as the LowerKaituna River
Major Scheme. This scheme was then taken to Government for funding assistance. At
the same time, work was going on in the Upper Catchment to address the issues
surrounding the Rotorua Lakes, including the disposal of sewerage from the Rotorua
District Council sewerage treatment plant. This resulted in the production of an “Upper
Kaituna Catchment Control Scheme”. ’

16 Government required that the two Schemes be brought together and that a
whole-of-catchment scheme be considered by them, hence the genesis of the Kaituna

Catchment Control Scheme. In the end, the Government approved the scheme of works
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in general terms and agreed among other things to a 3:1 grant with half the local share

17 In terms of the Specific requests for further information made by Counsel forTapuika, .I
believe | have outlined above answers to (a), (b) and (c).

18 In specific answer to (d), | was aware that some of the owners were initially unhappy that
they should have to lose some land, but wheh it was made clear that they would be
reimbursed at full market rates for any land which they lost and indeed for any loss of
use of land while the works were being constructed, their concerns were alleviated.

19 | also recollect that in the meéting that we had on the marae, one person raised the
issue of a taniwha at a certain bend in the river. This was not taken any further by either
the group on the marae or any of the landowners adjacent to that stretch of the river.

20 | certainly recall that during the whole time of construction of the Scheme, which took
place over about four to five years continuously and then somewhat sporadically to finish
off the last pieces, there were no protests by any peoplé or groups of people in an effort
to stop the Scheme. |

21 | do recall that one final section of the Scheme, thestopbank construction on the eastern
or right bank between the road and rail bridge, was a concern to a resident from the
Waitangi Village and for some years, until we were able to negotiate an agreement, we
were prevented from constructing this final piece of stopbank. Agreement was
subsequently reached. The stopbank was constructed thereby closing the loop and a
risk, which up until that date had existed, that water could flood out of the river, flow
down through a culvert under the railway and get in behind stopbanks further down the
river flooding both multiply-owned Maori land and European titled land further

P

downstream.

22 | record all of these recollections to the best of my knowledge and ability as someone
who was directly involved in negotiations on behalf of the Bay of Plenty Catchment
Commission with the owners and sometimes lessees of land in the vicinity of theKaituna

River on both banks of the river between Bell Road and what is generally known as
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Caanan’s Landing on the western or left bank and between the wetland adjacent to
Pa Road and State Highway 2 on the right or left bank of the river.

Jeff Jones
Chief Executive
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