
R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



R
ea

se
d u

nd
er 

the
 O

ffic
i l In

for
mati

on
 Act 

19
82



 Case 202300293 – NZ Forestry Partnership LP – Kainga Farm – 6 of 45 

C. Background and proposed transaction 

Land 
19. The Land is currently a 256ha medium to steep hill country sheep and beef farm 

located in the Wairarapa.  
20. The Land includes 11ha of existing pre-1990 forest and 39ha of exotic and 

indigenous trees (around 20% of the Land). 
21. Over the last three years, the farm has run an average of 1,347 sheep stock units and 

319 cattle stock units. 
22. The Land is comprised in Record of Title WN40A/962 and is outlined in purple in the 

photo below: 

 
23. The Land does not include residential land, and there are no qualifying fresh or 

seawater areas. Two small streams run through the land, but neither has an average 
width over 3m.  

24. There is a dwelling on the Land which the Applicant intends to subdivide off, along 
with some other farm structures and a small area of land (7ha).  

25. The Land classification is a mixture of: 

• LUC 6 (158ha), and  

• LUC 7 (97ha).  
26. Around 2/3rd of the Land is Moderate Erosion risk, with the other 1/3rd being High 

Erosion risk. Maps of the LUC and erosion classes are attached as Attachment 6. 
27. There is some commercial forestry in the area, however, the Land appears to be 

surrounded by farm land. 
28. The roads leading to the Land are sealed, in good condition and are suitable for 

heavy vehicles, and the forest manager is not aware that logging trucks that have 
used the roads previously during harvest of nearby forests have caused damage to 
the roads. 

29. A wider location map and a map of nearby forests can be found in Attachment 4.  
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 Case 202300293 – NZ Forestry Partnership LP – Kainga Farm – 7 of 45 

Transaction and Vendor 
30. The Land is currently owned by the RH and Y Alloway Trust (Vendor), which is a 

family trust beneficially owned by New Zealanders.  
31. The Vendor is selling the Land for personal reasons.   

D. Application of the Act 

32. The Land is sensitive because it is non-urban land over 5ha in size,3 so consent is 
required.4  The following criteria for an investment in sensitive land apply to this 
application:5 

• The investor test must be met.6 

• The benefit to New Zealand test must be met.7   

• Where the land is farm land it must have been offered for sale on the open 
market,8 unless exempt.9 

• You must also note whether the investment is a transaction of national interest 
and, if so, whether the Minister of Finance has decided that the investment is 
contrary to New Zealand’s national interest.10 

33. In order to satisfy the benefit to New Zealand test, the decision-maker must determine 
that the overseas investment will, or is likely to, benefit New Zealand.11   

34. LINZ assesses the investor test in Part E, the Investment Plan and benefit to New 
Zealand test in Part F, the farm land advertising requirements in Part G, and 
discusses national interest matters in Part H.  

E. Applicant and investor test 

35. This section describes the Applicant and assesses whether the investor test is met. 
36. The Applicant is an overseas person under the Act as it is solely owned by overseas 

individuals.  

Ownership 
37. NZ Forestry Partnership LP (Applicant) is a New Zealand limited partnership12.  
38. Its general partner is New Zealand company NZ Forestry GP Limited (GP)13. Given 

the control which it will exert (as further detailed below), LINZ considers the GP to be 
part of the ROP. 

39. The sole limited partner is Lesing NZ Forestry Limited, a Guernsey registered 
company.  

40. Both the limited partner and the GP are owned by Lesing Nineteen Limited 
(Guernsey) which in turn is owned by Dawson PTC Limited (Dawson - Guernsey).  

 
3 Table 1, Part 1, Schedule 1 of the Act. 
4 Under sections 10(1)(a) and 12(a)(i) of the Act. 
5 Set out in section 16(1) of the Act. 
6 Section 18A / 16(1)(a) of the Act. 
7 Sections 16(1)(c)(ii), 16A(1), 16A(1A) and 16A(2). 
8 Section 16(1)(f) of the Act. 
9 Section 20(1)(a) or (b) of the Act. 
10 Section 16(1)(g) of the Act. 
11 Section 16A(1)(a) and 16A(2) of the Act. 
12 Registered in October 2022 under the Limited Partnerships Act 2008. 
13 Also registered in October 2022. 
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 Case 202300293 – NZ Forestry Partnership LP – Kainga Farm – 11 of 45 

69. Existing areas of exotic and indigenous plantation developed by the Vendor primarily 
for erosion control will be retained as follows: 

• 11ha of pre-1990 forest area comprising willow and kanuka planting (which the 
Vendor will retain in terms of carbon NZUs);  

• 39ha of poplar planting and small areas of native planting.  
70. The proposed planting plan is shown in Attachment 8.  
Harvesting 

71. The Applicant intends to harvest the Forest at year 27. The Applicant expects to 
export most of the timber through CentrePort which is located 94 kilometres from the 
Land.   

Subdivision 

72. The Applicant intends to subdivide off approximately 7.5ha of the Land shown on the 
following aerial photo: 

 
73. This subdivided land includes a 4-bedroom house, sheds, woolshed and yards and 

associated farm buildings.  
74. It is anticipated that the subdivision will be completed and sold by 2025.  
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BENEFITS 
Farm land benefit test does not apply 
75. This investment involves the acquisition of farm land exceeding 5ha to which the 

modified farm land benefit test would normally apply. In this case, the Applicant relies 
on section 16A(2) of the Act which states the modified farmland benefit test does not 
apply if the relevant Ministers are satisfied that: 

• the farm land will, or is likely to, be used exclusively, or nearly exclusively, for 
forestry activities; and 

• whenever a crop of trees is harvested on the farm land, a new crop will be, or is 
likely to be, established on the farm land to replace the crop that is harvested; and 

• the non-occupation outcome will, or is likely to, occur in relation to the farm land.18 
76. LINZ considers that all three of these requirements are met in this case. 

Introduction to Benefits  
77. In applying the benefit to New Zealand criteria, you are required to consider each of 

the benefit factors, decide which of them are relevant and determine the relative 
importance of those relevant factors.  

78. The weight and relative importance to be given to each factor is a matter to be 
determined by you as the decision-maker. This report sets out LINZ’s assessment to 
guide your consideration, however it is not determinative. 

79. LINZ consulted with DOC and its feedback is discussed below. LINZ deals with the 
proposed conditions and their rationale after discussing the benefit claims.  

80. Factors that LINZ considered were either not relevant to the investment, or the benefit 
to New Zealand was not sufficient to be relied on, are noted in Attachment 3. In this 
case, the factors were the Historic Heritage, New Zealand participation factor and the 
Consequential benefit factor  

Economic Benefits 
81. The major economic benefit resulting from the changed land use from farming to 

forestry is the likely increase in both jobs and revenue earned off the Land.  
82. However, in terms of monetary calculations in particular, LINZ considers that these 

are estimations which are subject to uncertainty, given forestry revenue from timber 
will not be generated until harvest in around 30 years. In addition, both forestry and 
farming primary commodity prices can be subject to significant change year by year.  

Employment 
83. The pay scales for jobs required for the Forest reflect the skilled nature of the jobs 

that are prevalent in the forestry sector, and likely to exceed average farm labouring 
jobs. By analysing average earnings and incomes for the Masterton district against 
the market pay for forestry jobs, the Applicant submits that the quality and skill of the 
jobs produced and supported by the forestry sector is higher19.  

84. The Applicant has also submitted data from Informetric20 that demonstrates that the 
Masterton district has lower than average wages in comparison to the rest of New 

 
18 Where that outcome in clause 17(3) to (5) of Schedule 2 applies with necessary modifications as if the reference to residential 
land were a reference to the farm land. 
19 The Forme Report sets out a detailed breakdown of pay rates for each job. For example, planters can earn up to $60 per hour 
and most management roles (forest and harvest) earn up to $70 per hour on a fulltime equivalent basis.  
20 https://ecoprofile.infometrics.co.nz/Masterton%20District/StandardOfLiving/Earnings 
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Zealand. The Applicant submits that to grow real wages, industries that offer higher 
skilled or specialised jobs with higher wages need to be encouraged and supported. 

85. The Applicant has also provided a letter in support from Mount Heslington Contracting 
Limited (MHCL). MHCL is a Masterton based harvesting contractor directly employing 
up to 23 FTEs and supporting other downstream businesses that service and support 
MHCL. MHCL notes that it provides jobs for skilled workers operating large scale 
harvest machinery, and that the continued growth of the forestry industry in the 
Wairarapa region is vital to supporting the skilled services that have developed to 
support this industry. 

Expected revenue – timber sales and carbon receipts 
86. Subject to domestic demand processing capacity in the Wairarapa region (which is 

currently constrained though may change by the time the Forest is ready for harvest) 
and market conditions at the time, the Applicant may sell a portion of logs to the 
domestic market. At this time though, the Applicant is unable to commit to supplying a 
domestic processor.  

Projected timber export receipts  

87. The Applicant has therefore calculated estimated revenue in terms of likely export 
timber receipts. Gross revenue (excluding carbon NZU sales) is estimated at $17.6m 
over the life of the Forest.21 If averaged out over 30 years, this equates to 
approximately $586k per year. 

88. RDL’s assessment is that most of the timber wi l be exported through CentrePort 
(located 94km away) with likely markets based on current forecast future demand 
being China, India, and South Korea.  

Additional carbon revenue 

89. In addition, expected revenue received from NZU carbon sales is estimated at this 
time as $6.8m22 though LINZ considers that the potential carbon price is highly 
speculative over the longer term.  

Total expected revenue 

90. The combined revenue received from timber and NZU sales provides a gross 
estimated revenue produced from the Forest of $24.4m – averaging approximately 
$813k per annum over 30 years. 

Development and operating expenditure 
91. Total development investment and operating expenditure over the life of the Forest 

(which includes replanting costs) is expected to be $13.9m - averaging $463k per 
annum.  

92. The Applicant submits that this expenditure is substantial and will provide a tangible 
economic benefit to the Wairarapa region.  

93. By way of comparison, Compass applies an industry average of annual expenditure 
for East Coast hard hill country farms of $87 per stock unit to the farm, resulting in an 
estimate of $133k per annum in farm expenses. Extrapolating these expenses over 
the 30-year period of the Applicant’s forecast expenditure gives a total farm 
expenditure from 188ha of around $4m for the same period.  

 
21 The export revenue figure is based upon an independent assessment of the forecast recoverable log volumes in the PF Olsen 
Report and applying a 5% assumed attrition rate, which forecasts a total recovered volume of 114,966 tonnes at year 27. 
22 derived using PF Olsen independent analysis of carbon under carbon averaging on 98% of plantable area (= 185 hectares) @ 
$70 per tonne, together with NZU sales for existing 39ha of hardwood and indigenous of $858,221 
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Carbon sequestration  
94. Carbon sequestration will grow over the life of the Forest, and PF Olsen has 

calculated the amount of carbon sequestration over 185ha of new plantings. Overall, 
by year 27, the forest is expected to store over 167,000 tonnes of carbon. 

95. It is unclear to LINZ how significant carbon sequestration is in the context of the 
Government’s climate change objectives and obligations, and LINZ considers these 
questions call for Ministerial judgment. LINZ notes that there is uncertainty whether 
the investment will result in net reduction of CO2 in NZ. Given the Applicant plans to 
register the land in the ETS, the carbon reductions may be on-sold to other emitters, 
meaning the total net carbon emissions in NZ may not decrease.  

96. The Applicant also submits that the removal of stock from the Land will result in a 
reduction of greenhouse gases from the Land. Compass has assessed total farm 
emissions for the Land (using the  Beef + Lamb Greenhouse Gas Calculator) at 631 
tonnes per annum. This is an approximate figure which does not offset the existing 
sequestration provided by the Vendor’s small exotic and indigenous plantations. LINZ 
notes that there is a possibility that the current stock could be grazed elsewhere. 

Environment Benefits 
Erosion management 
97. The planting of trees is likely to help better manage erosion, given the Land is either 

high or moderate erosion susceptibility classification.  
98. The Applicant has also claimed that the retention of the existing small areas of native 

bush and erosion control poplars will provide a benefit – but LINZ considers that 
these areas will likely remain if the proposed investment does not proceed and 
therefore this doesn’t represent a true benefit for the purposes of this benefit factor. 

Slash damage control 
99. Given there are no significant waterways located in or near the Land, LINZ considers 

the risk of slash mobilisation into waterways is negligible in this case. 
100. A resource consent will be required for the harvest of the Forest and the Applicant 

has stated it will comply with the conditions of that consent as well as the rules under 
the National Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry. Specifically, the key to 
prevention of slash mobilisation is to ensure slash is stored safely on landings/pads.   

101. A consent condition will also require the Applicant to consult with the local authority 
regarding its recommended slash control measures.  

Pest control 
102. The Applicant will fund ongoing pest control on the Land (goat, deer and possum), 

estimated to cost $33,750 during the life of the forest. A condition of consent will 
require the pest control programme to be approved by DOC. 

Fertilizer and stock effluent 
103. Most recently, the Vendor applied 30 tonnes of super phosphate on the Land two 

years ago23. LINZ considers that the cessation of farm fertilizing will likely reduce the 
future risk of nitrogen leaching etc. The removal of stock from the Land will also 
eliminate the risk of future animal effluent issues.  

 
23 The vendor has confirmed that they have applied 30 tonnes of super phosphate to the Land in 2012 and then in 2018, 2020 
and 2021 
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Consultation with DOC 
104. LINZ consulted with DOC which recommended that, amongst other things: 

• the Applicant engage a qualified consultant to undertake an ecological appraisal 
of the Land (and in particular of Southern Bell frogs which inhabit nearby land); 

• the Applicant consider formally protecting the small areas of native bush and 
create setbacks from the bush and poplars on the Land, and keep these free of 
debris; 

• with regard to two small streams running through the Land, the Applicant 
consider riparian plantings, setbacks, ensure that the National Environmental 
Standards for Freshwater Regulations 2020 be adhered to, and work with local 
community group to protect the streams; 

• the Applicant consider a public access recreational permit system.  
105. The Applicant has agreed to all of these proposals, and consent conditions will 

require their implementation.  
Public Access 
106. There is currently no public access on the Land. The Applicant consulted with 

Herenga ā Nuku/Walking Access Commission which confirmed that it had no 
recommendations with regard to new access. 

107. However, DOC signalled that it supported a public access permit system, and the 
Applicant subsequently agreed to put a standard permit system in place. 

Significant Government Policy 
108. The Applicant has submitted that the proposed conversion will give effect to or 

advance a number of significant Government policies, which are set out in the 
Benefits Table below. 
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• require the Applicant to comply with the National Environmental Standards for 
Plantation Forestry, giving LINZ the ability to take action against the Applicant for 
breaches of legislated minimum forest practice standards; 

• prohibit registering the crop of trees as permanent forestry under the ETS (whilst 
allowing native forestry, such as riparian margins, to be registered as permanent 
forestry if they qualify); 

• require implementation of various ecological recommendations from DOC, 
including the engagement of an ecological consultant to undertake an ecological 
assessment of the Land, and a DOC approved pest control programme; 

• require the Applicant to consult with the local authority as to its recommended 
slash control measures; 

• require new access to the Land for members of the public through a new permit 
system. 

Conclusion – benefit to NZ test 
115. The benefit to New Zealand test is met if the overseas investment will, or is likely to, 

benefit New Zealand (or any part of it or group of New Zealanders) having regard for 
the factors in s 17. 

116. The Act requires you to consider all the factors in s 17(1) to determine which factor or 
factors are relevant to the overseas investment and whether the benefit to New 
Zealand test is met having regard to those relevant factors. Finally you must 
determine the relative importance to be given to each relevant factor or particular 
benefit arising under a factor. 'Importance’ is essentially your assessment of the 
importance of that benefit factor while the weight you give the benefit is likely to 
depend on its scale, importance and certainty.  

Proportionality 

117. The Act requires a proportionate approach to whether the benefit test is met, by 
taking into account whether the benefit that is likely to occur is proportionate to: 

• the sensitivity of the land (for example, the importance to New Zealand of the 
purpose for which the land is used, the size and value of the land, any sensitive 
features associated with the land, and the level of interest that the public have 
in the land);  

• the nature of the overseas investment transaction (for example, the estate or 
interest being acquired, whether the estate or interest is temporary or 
permanent, and the degree of overseas ownership or control of the land or of 
the estate or interest in land).  

118. Matters relevant to the sensitivity of the Land are likely to include: 

• matters indicating diminished sensitivity: 
- the relatively small size of the Land;  
- the Land is entirely LUC 6 and 7; 
- approximately 20% of the Land is already planted in forest; 
- the Land is sensitive only because it is non-urban land larger than 5ha. 

• matters indicating increased sensitivity: 
- the Land is farm land;   
- public interest in the use and conversion of farm land. 
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119. Matters relevant to the nature of the overseas investment transaction include: 

• the Applicant is acquiring a freehold interest;  

• the Applicant is entirely overseas owned (though LINZ notes that the underlying 
owners hold New Zealand permanent resident visas);  

• the Land will be converted to an alternative (non-farming) use.  
120. LINZ considers that the Land is at the lower end of the spectrum of “sensitivity” for 

farm land and is likely to have limited public interest for the following reasons: 

• as a farm, the Land is unlikely to have strong economic viability due to the 
limitations presented by its size, topography, and LUC class.  

• there are no special features of the Land such as significant waterways, historic 
heritage or places, indigenous forest or wāhi tapu areas; 

• the dwelling will remain available for community members to inhabit;  

• there are already large forestry estates in the Hinakura district (though LINZ 
notes that these are more out towards the coast – the Land is surrounded by 
farm land for quite some distance in all directions).  

121. The Applicant submits that, given the limitations with the Land as a farm,  forestry is 
the only other feasible land use that can produce benefits to New Zealand. 

Conclusion 

122. Ministerial judgement is required to determine the importance and weighting that 
should be given to the benefits likely to occur as a result of this investment and 
whether they are proportionate to the land being acquired. 

123. However, LINZ notes that the Land is a relatively small area of mostly hill country (of 
which 20% is already planted in trees) which has no distinguishing features of public 
interest. LINZ also considers that it is likely that the conversion to forestry will result in 
greater economic returns from the Land, along with environmental and access 
benefits as well.  

G. Farm land advertising  

124. Because the Land is farm land,32 LINZ notes that it was advertised for sale by tender 
on the open market with the required information for a period of at least 30 working 
days as follows: 

• Internet – Realestate.co.nz, You Tube, Facebook and Trade Me websites33. 

• Print – “Wairarapa Times Age”34. 
125. Three road signs were also installed on the Land.  
126. Advertising commenced on 7 February with the tender period ending on 16 March – 

however, advertising continued for an additional week, ending 23 March.  
127. The original parties entered into the purchase agreement on 15 August 2022 -  many 

months after the tender date passed.  
128. A copy of one of the Adverts is included as Attachment 3.  
129. LINZ is therefore satisfied the regulations requiring the farm land to be offered for 

acquisition on the open market have been complied with.35  
 

32 Currently being used as a traditional sheep and beef breeding farm (see the definition of farm land in s 6 of the Act). 
33 From 7 February 2022 to 23 March 2022 being a total of 32 working days.. 
34 For the first time on 9 February 2022 and then on 16 and 23 February and 2 March, 
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H. Not a transaction of national interest 

130. The investment does not involve a transaction of national interest under the 
mandatory criteria of the Act.36 This is because the investment does not involve a 
non-NZ government investor, or an investment in a strategically important business 
(as defined in the Act). 

131. LINZ has not referred this transaction to the Minister of Finance for him to call it in for 
a national interest assessment on a discretionary basis.37  He has therefore not 
declined consent to the transaction. 

132. LINZ is directed38 that the starting point is the assumption that overseas investment is 
in New Zealand’s national interest and that LINZ should only seek the Minister of 
Finance to exercise his discretion for a national interest assessment if the proposed 
investment: 

• could pose risks to New Zealand’s national security or public order;  

• would grant an investor significant market power within an industry or result in 
vertical integration of a supply chain;  

• has foreign government or associated involvement that was below the 10% 
threshold for automatic application of the national interest test, but granted that 
government (and/or its associates) disproportionate levels of access to or control 
of sensitive New Zealand assets; 

• would have outcomes that were significantly inconsistent with or would hinder the 
delivery of other Government objectives; 

• raises significant Treaty of Waitangi issues; 

• relates to a site of national significance (e.g. significant historic heritage). 
133. LINZ does not consider that this investment engages any of these risk factors.  

I. Conclusion 

134. After considering the application, LINZ’s view is that: 

• the investor test has been met; and 

• the farm land offer test has been met;  

• the transaction is not considered to be a transaction of national interest; and 

• whether the benefit to New Zealand test is met is a matter requiring Ministerial 
judgement. 

135. The nature of the Applicant’s claims require the decision makers to exercise 
discretion and balance the importance of significant government policies against each 
other. Consequently, LINZ leaves the decision to grant or decline consent to the 
decision makers. 

 
35 Overseas Investment Regulations 2005, regulations 5 to 10. 
36 Under s 20A of the Act. 
37 Section 20B of the Act 
38 Ministerial Directive Letter (24 November 2021). 
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136. If you agree to grant consent, LINZ refers you to Attachment 1 to review the 
Proposed Decision (including consent conditions), and from page 3 of this 
Assessment Report to record your decision. 

 
Anneke Turton 
Manager, Applications 
Overseas Investment - LINZ 
Date: 5 September 2023 
 

J. List of Attachments  

1. Proposed Decision 
2. Intended ownership structure 
3. Other benefit factors 
4. Location & nearby forests map 
5. Advertisement example 
6. LUC Map 
7. Current and Proposed Use Table 
8. Planting Map  
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Details Required date 

In particular, this assessment should assess whether there are 
Southern Bell frogs on the Land and whether these or their habitat 
could be better protected. 

Contact the local Wainuioru Community River Care Group to 
discuss ways to protect and enhance the streams on the Land 
which feed into the Wainuioru River. 

By 31 August 2024 

You must implement any reasonable recommendations within the 
Ecological Plan (and as confirmed by DOC) which are not already 
achieved through compliance with the NES-PF (noting that a 
recommendation will not be reasonable if it cannot be reasonably 
accommodated by the Applicant in complying with other special 
conditions). 

By 31 August 2026 

If recommended by the Ecological Consultant, you must: 

• if Southern Bell frogs (Ranoide raniformis) are identified on 
the Land, implement any reasonably recommended 
protection or mitigation measures for the preservation or 
relocation provided that such recommendations can be 
reasonably accommodated by the Applicant when 
complying with the other special conditions.; 

• avoid planting or disturbing any areas of existing native 
bush or the approximate 39 hectares of existing poplars 
(Protected Areas); 

• if the land is eligible under the ETS, register the Protected 
Areas under the ETS scheme; 

• consult with the QE II Trust or local authority with regard to 
registering a suitable protective instrument (such as a QE II 
Covenant) for sensitive ecological areas including the native 
bush areas identified in the Investment Plan; 

• plant riparian margins (being no less than 3 metres from the 
banks) with native flaxes, grasses and larger trees and 
create setbacks from internal and adjoining waterways; 

• keep all setbacks clear of forestry debris; 

• collaborate with the Ecological Consultant to identify any 
research projects which could be implemented on the Land. 
You must implement any joint initiatives where these can be 
reasonably accommodated in the management of a 
production forest. 

By 31 August 2026 

You must establish/create a pest and weed management plan, to 
be reviewed (and approved) by DOC (that may include the control 
of wilding pines), spending at least $33,000 on pest control on the 

To be approved by 30 
June 2024 and 
implemented by 31 
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registered proprietor); and 
2. that the purchaser is not your associate. 

 

Reporting conditions 

We need information from you about how your investment plan is tracking so we can monitor 
your progress against the Conditions.  
In addition to Settlement reporting (as set out in Standard Condition 2), you must provide 
LINZ with reports detailing the progress of the investment. The reports must: 
1. be submitted via our Webform by these dates: 

(a) 30 September 2024; and 
(b) 30 September 2026.  

1. contain information about: 
a. your progress in implementing the special conditions (which can include 

photographs, maps or aerial imagery as evidence of compliance with relevant 
conditions),  

b. the subdivision of the Other Land, and 
c. your most current forecast or schedule for harvesting and replanting of various 

areas of the Land (including maps indicating the particular areas and likely 
schedules).   

2. follow the format of the template annual report published on our website.  
3. If requested in writing by LINZ, the Consent Holder(s) must provide a written report within 

20 working days (or such other timeframe as specified) on any matter relating to its 
compliance with: 

a. the representations and plans made or submitted in support of the application and 
notified by the regulator as having been taken into account when the Consent was 
granted, or 

b. the conditions of this Consent. 
 
Power to vary reporting date 
The dates on which reports are due to be provided may be changed by agreement between 
the regulator and the consent holder, provided that this power may not be used to give a time 
extension for an individual report. 
 
Power to narrow scope of reports 
The regulator may temporarily or permanently waive the requirement to report on a particular 
matter. 
 
Power not to require further reporting  
The regulator may waive the requirement to submit a report and may waive the requirement 
for future reporting. 
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Appendix A 
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ATTACHMENT 4 – LOCATION & NEARBY FORESTS MAP 

Location map – 14km east of Martinborough, Wairarapa 

 
 
Nearby existing forestry map 
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ATTACHMENT 5 -  ADVERTISING EXAMPLE  
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ATTACHMENT 6 – LUC & EROSION MAPS 
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ATTACHMENT 7 – CURRENT AND PROPOSED USE TABLE 
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ATTACHMENT 8 – PLANTING PLAN 
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