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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1

Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu supported the original (2010) application to register the new
vertebrate toxin para-aminopropiophenone (PAPP). The compound offered an alternative to
1080 for the control of stoats and feral cats which severely damage the health of taonga
ecosystems and, particularly, bird and bat species within those forested ecosystems. We have
regretted the fact that the PAPP-containing commercial product, PredaSTOP has not been
adopted for the control of feral cats because of an unduly restrictive notification requirement
aimed at safeguarding domestic cats. We accept the applicant’s proposed modification of this
control and support the application.

2

TE RŪNANGA O NGĀI TAHU

2.1

This response is made on behalf of Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu (Te Rūnanga). Te Rūnanga is
statutorily recognised as the representative tribal body of Ngāi Tahu Whānui and was
established as a body corporate on 24th April 1996 under section 6 of Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu
Act 1996 (the Act). We note the following relevant provisions of our constitutional
documents:
a) Section 3 of the Act States:
This Act binds the Crown and every person (including any body politic or corporate) whose
rights are affected by any provisions of this Act.
b) Section 15(1) of the Act states:
Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu shall be recognised for all purposes as the representative of Ngāi
Tahu Whānui.
c) The Charter of Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu (1993, as amended) constitutes Te Rūnanga as the
kaitiaki of the tribal interest.

2.2

Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu constitutes 18 Rūnanga representing geographical areas, generally
based around traditional settlements.

2.3

Ngāi Tahu Values which dictate its approach to all issues are as follows:
a) Whanaungatanga (family)
Respect, foster and maintain important relationships within the organisation, within the
iwi and within the community.
b) Manaakitanga (looking after our people)
Respect each other, iwi members and all others in accordance with our tikanga (customs).
c) Tohungatanga (expertise)
Pursue knowledge and ideas that will strengthen and grow Ngāi Tahu and our community.
d) Kaitiakitanga (stewardship)
Work actively to protect the people, environment, knowledge, culture, language and
resources important to Ngāi Tahu for future generations.
e) Tikanga (appropriate action)
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Strive to ensure that Ngāi Tahu tikanga of is actioned and acknowledged in all of our
outcomes.
f) Rangatiratanga (leadership)
Strive to maintain a high degree of personal integrity and ethical behaviour in all actions
and decisions we undertake.
2.4

Te Rūnanga respectfully requests that this response is accorded the status and weight due to
the mana whenua status of the tribal collective, Ngāi Tahu Whānui.

3

TE RŪNANGA STATEMENT OF POSITION ON APP202879

3.1

Background
In early 2010, in a submission on an application to approve the import and release of paraaminopropiophenone (PAPP) in paste and bait form, we welcomed the appearance of this new
vertebrate toxin. It was specific to cats and mustelids (stoats, ferrets and weasels) and at a
time when 1080 was being used to kill these pests, PAPP offered a more acceptable control
toxin. Our submission to the Environmental Risk Management Authority (ERMA) at the time
stated: ‘TRoNT believes that PAPP has the potential to provide effective [vertebrate] pest
control while maintaining environmental safety and minimising non-target risks. We also see
the potential advantages in the use of PAPP for pest control over other toxicants such as 1080’.
We supported the application, as did all 13 other submitters.
The decision was in favour of the application, but because of the sensitivities regarding risk to
domestic cats, the ERMA imposed a strict control regarding the use of the toxin against feral
cats. In particular, users were required to notify any landowner within 3 km of a feral cat
control operation when using the toxin.
PAPP, as paste or bait is marketed by Connovation as PredaSTOP. As applicant for this
Modified Re-assessment, Connovation argues that ‘Extensive dialogue with the Department
of Conservation, Regional Councils and pest control contractors has highlighted that the
current notifications for PredaSTOP for feral cats has effectively made the product unusable’.
The purpose of this application is to reduce the current 3 km notification control to one that
requires users to notify any landowner or occupier within 500 m of a bait station.

3.2

The Present Application

The original notification control of 3 km was set to enable pet cat owners in that area
to keep their pets safe and to reduce the risk of them entering the bait control area.
However, in some cases this would mean the notification of hundreds of households.
This is, the applicant argues, is neither practicable nor possible. The applicant goes on
to demonstrate from a series of peer-reviewed publications that while feral cats must
range widely to obtain food (home ranges 122 ha to 2486 ha), domestic cats range
over much smaller areas, generally less than 300 m (home ranges less than 5 ha). The
applicant concludes that from this data ‘it would be more reasonable to have to notify
any landowner or occupier with a boundary that is 500 m or less from a bait station
when feral cat control is being carried out using PredaSTOP’. Further advice to
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domestic cat owners would be to keep their cats inside overnight when a control
operation is being carried out.
Benefits: feral cats are significant predators of many species of native birds, including
some of New Zealand’s most iconic species (kiwi, kakapo, dotterel). They also prey on
reptiles, bats and insects. Current control centres on the use of labour-intensive
trapping or relies on secondary poisoning of feral cats that scavenge rats that have
been killed with baits containing 1080 or brodifacoum. Neither option is welcome,
from economic or environmental standpoints.
Risks, costs and benefits to Māori: The applicant notes that ‘The development of
PredaSTOP for feral cats and stoats , as well as the ongoing research into the extension
of its use in a resettable toxin delivery device called the Spitfire, has had extensive
input from the Māori advisory group Ngā Matapopore . The group has encouraged the
development of vertebrate pest control based on PAPP as well as supporting the
present reassessment application.
Ngāi Tahu has had a longstanding position on vertebrate pest control. When ERMA
reassessed the approved use of 1080, we supported its continued use because we
recognised that in forest and other ecosystems valued by Ngāi Tahu serious harm was
being done to taonga species by a range of vertebrate pests – possums, rats, stoats
and cats in particular. Cost-effective control options at the time were very limited. But
having adopted this position, at the same time we called for increased research on
more specific alternatives. PAPP was one such alternative, hence our original support
for its registration. Our position on that has not changed.
3.2

Conclusion

The present application will remove a major impediment to the deployment of PAPP,
without imposing any likely risk to non-target animals, particularly domestic cats. We
therefore support the present application.
4

RECOMMENDATION ON APP202879
Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu supports the application.
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