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SUBMISSION FORM

For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:
Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

APP203667
Kathryn Joan McIntyre

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

!2
Submission Form

I oppose the application

Introduction of the the root-feeding moth plant beetle Freudeita cf cupripennis to
control the nasty moth vine weed is not a good idea. No one can be certain that if
this beetle is allowed into the country it won't affect our swan plants or other
milkweed. Swan plants and milkweed are essential to sustaining our population
of Monarch butterflies. We must not risk our beautiful Monarchs to this beetle.
The moth vine can be controlled by pulling it up by its roots and burning it.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:

Deny permission to import this beetle to New Zealand.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127445

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Amanda McMullin

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):

Heritage Landscapes

Postal address:

27 Cromwell St, Mt Eden. Auckland 1024

Telephone number:

0273642877

Email:

mandymc@xtra.co.nz

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I acknowledge that moth plant Araujia hortorum is a serious pest. However before the moth plant beetle Freudeita
cupripennis is considered for introduction as a biocontrol agent, I believe that more research is required into the effects of the
beetle on non target species, in particular Tweedia and Swan plant. Tweedia is a valued and reliable plant for dry
landscapes and gardens - a favorite for bees and other insects, as are swan plants.
Monarchs are an important and much loved part of our environment in New Zealand, they are already threatened by wasps
and habitat degradation.
Monarch Butterfies are uniquely dependent on Swan plants - they have no other hosts. If Swan plants were adversely
affected by the moth plant beetle, it would be distastrous for the monarch buttlerfly population in NZ.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
TO turn down the application until further research is underaken to ensure there is no detrimental effect on non target
species.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127446

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Sandi Notredame

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

66 Beauvoir Ave
Whangaparaoa 0930
Auckland

Telephone number:

0213706980

Email:

info@amazingnz.com

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
The introduction of ANY foreign biocontrol agent has proven time and time again to be disatrous to our fragile environment.
Although the Freudeita Curipennis Beetle may eat the moth plant (Araujia Hortorum), it may also attack the common swan
plant, the only source of food in New Zealand for the endangered Monarch Butterfly. As the two grow in close proximity of
each other in suburban areas. The Swan Plant is a high earner for local plant nurseries who constantly run out of supplies.
There are thousands of Monarch Butterfly lovers throughout New Zealand doing their bit to raise them by hand in order to
save the species, and potentially the Waikato Regional Council could ruin it for us all, as not enough research has been done
to see what OTHER plants the beetle may also eat. No-one can be certain that if the beetle is allowed into the country it won't
affect our swan plants and other milkweek or Tweedia, the risk is totally UNACCEPTABLE

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
To turn down the application to introduce the Freudeita Cupripennis Beetle

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127447

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Janice Swanwick

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I am concerned the effect of this organism on swan plants has not been studied enough. These are vital host plants for
Monarch butterflies which are struggling now because of predation by at least 3 wasps. If these beetles also turn out to like
swan plants that would be another blow.
Also there does not appear to be any comment on how effective these beetles are against moth plants in their home habitat.
Apologies if I have missed it. I am still waiting to see any effect from the tradescantia beetle at a trial site
. Not to mention the beautiful but ineffective cinnabar moth and ragwort.
New Zealand's ecosystems have been devastated by the introduction - deliberate or otherwise - of exotic organisms large
and small. I am concerned that at best this could be a failure and at worst a problem, while acknowledging that the moth plant
is an awful pest. Therefore I would like to see more comprehensive trials.
All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Reject the application, with the proviso of applying again after more extensive trials on swan plants.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127448

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Jennifer Goldsack

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I don’t think the trials are comprehensive enough to confirm that the moth plant beetle will or will not
a) take a liking to other plants
b) only eat the moth plant
I do not think that a beetle eating a plant is an effective control or disposal method.
I don't think enough trials have taken place to ensure that the moth plant beetle will dispose of or reduce the invasion of moth
plants to any great degree unless several million are to be released.
To release moth plant beetles now is too premature and prior to discussion of this control method or any other control
methods.
New Zealand has a sorry history of suiting introduced species to plague proportions and not acihieving their purported goal.
At this time we have several newly intoruduced insects and no results have been published regarding their success - so from
that can we deduce failure?
With moth plant one of the better methods of removal is manual with a weed killer injected into the remaining trunk as these
plants when established become very strong trunked and a bit of chewing will be like pruning - an encouragement to further
growth.
All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
1. A wider trial than 2 trials. A trial that contains the Moth Plant beetle to completely protect New Zealand until their worth is
proven beyond a shadow of doubt.
a) A trial that proves that the entire moth plant is destroyed along with the seed pods and does not re-grow.
b) A trial that proves that the moth plant beetle does not detroy any other plant, commercial or otherwise

2. A trial of alternative methods
a) A trial of physical removal and plant poisonong.
b) An assessment whether an infestation in remote locations can best be sprayed with weed killer - as the plants they are
strangling will die anyway and this will take out the killer first with the possible chance of survival of the non directly hit plant.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190
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Submission Form

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127449

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

The Waikato Regional Council has applied to us to release an organism new to
New Zealand - the root-feeding moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis, as a
biocontrol agent for moth plant, Araujia hortorum.

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Mandy Weaver

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
1

The reasons for making my submission are : (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I am one of the many who raise monarch butterflies to try and protect them as their numbers continue to fall worldwide.
I am very concerned that the introduction of the beetle will negatively impact them as the beetle is also linked to eating one
of the monarch's food sources ( tweedia). I understand that there is a possibility that the beetle may also destroy swan plants
and other member's of the milkweed family which would be catastrophic to the Monarch population.
Waikato Regional Council should be encouraged to employ more staff to do manual control of these plants. We need to limit
the number of pests in NZ and not bring in more to control other pests;I am involved with the Pohutakawa Trust which is
battling introduced pests on Kawau Island. The unintended consequences of introducing foreign pests cannot always be
forseen and needs to be actively managed.
I am a Waikato ratepayer as well as an Auckland one and would willingly pay a few more dollars for a more natural and
sustainable approach to enable control of the moth plant than the introduction of a new pest.
All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
NOT to allow The Waikato Regional Council to release an organism new to New Zealand - the root-feeding moth plant beetle
Freudeita cupripennis, as a biocontrol agent for moth plant, Araujia hortorum.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127450

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Ruth Swale

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

5 Gouds Rd, Timaru 7910

Telephone number:

021 134 0307

Email:

ruthie4socialjustice@gmail.com

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I do not believe, on the basis of the evidence given so far, that sufficient research has been undertaken on what the possible
flow-on effects could be if Freudeita cf cupripennis were introduced into New Zealand. While I fully understand the risks
posed by the moth vine to native flora and fauna, this must be carefully weighed up against any future risks to the Monarch
butterfly population in NZ if its larval food source were to be adversely affected by an introduced species.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
To conduct more in-depth trials into the potential effects on the swan plant and other milkweed species before proceeding
with the proposal to introduce the moth plant beetle. The Monarch butterfly is already facing enough challenges with
pesticides, wasps, and other threats to its wellbeing without subjecting it to further risks.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127451

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

Freudeita cf cupripennis bettle to control moth plant

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Linda McNair

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I am concerned that this bettle would also eat our swan plants. I have noticed that if we did not help Monarchs survive we
would soon have none at all with all the introduced pests coming into NZ such as the Australian preying Mantis, wasps
becoming plague like etc. They really are struggling to survive and are in danger of becoming extinct in many parts of NZ.
Already we rarely see the Admiral, copper and blue butterflies.and before long all we will have is the white cabbage butterfly
left. Monarchs are a special treat in nature and would be a great loss. No more nails in the coffin please.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Not to introduce this bettle to control moth plant

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127452

SUBMISSION 127453

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

the beetlethe beetleAPP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Dr Lyn Barnes

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):

On the Bright Side Charitable Trust

Postal address:

6 Bright St Eden Terrace

Telephone number:

021 407 820

Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
The concernt that the moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis may also kill sawn plants, which are vital for the monarch
butterfly. The plants are closely related and this a genuine concern.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
NOT to introduce the beetle.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.

July 2016 EPA0190

SUBMISSION 127454

SUBMISSION FORM

For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:
Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Victor Huia Ashby Jones

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2
Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
Release of Moth Vine Beetle may impact adversely upon the survival of Monarch Buttlerflies by affecting their feeding
capability as it may cross over and effect swan plants (which Monarchs are dependent upon for their surviva) .

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
For more research to be undertaken before any such release and assurances given that no harm will come to our beautiful
Monarch population

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Kate Millington

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz
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Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I am alarmed when our insect population is declining that a source of food for our butterflies and moths would be threatened.
I cannot comprehend how as a nation we do not seem to understand that extinction of species is happening at an alarming
rate and yet we continue to consider the introdction of further threats, So a HUGE NO THANKS.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Do not introduce the moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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SUBMISSION 127459
15 March 2019
Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Group
Environmental Protection Authority
Private Bag 63002
Waterloo Quay
WELLINGTON 6140
Email: submissions@epa.govt.nz
Dear Sir/Madam
Bay of Plenty Regional Council’s submission to APP203667 – Moth Plant Biocontrol
Agent (Beetle)
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the Local Government funding and
financial enquiry. The Bay of Plenty Regional Council wishes to be heard on this matter.
For matters relating to this submission, please
stephen.lamb@boprc.govt.nz or 0800 884 881 ext. 9327.

contact

Stephen

Lamb

at

Our Organisation
The Bay of Plenty Regional Council is responsible for the sustainable management of resources
within the Bay of Plenty region. Our role is determined by Central Government through statutes
such as the Local Government Act and the Resource Management Act, and is different from
that of territorial authorities (district and city councils). Some of our key roles are:












Regional planning for land, water quality and air quality;
Setting environmental management policies for the region;
Allocation of natural resources;
Flood control;
Natural hazard response;
Soil conservation;
Pest control / biosecurity;
Public transport;
Strategic transport planning;
Regional economic development; and
Strategic integration of land use and infrastructure.

Summary
Please find our detailed comments attached. We trust you find them constructive.
Yours sincerely

pp Stephen Lamb
Environmental Strategy Manager

Objective ID:

2

On behalf of:
Namouta Poutasi
General Manager Strategy & Science

Submission of the Bay of Plenty Regional Council
APP203667 – Moth Plant Biocontrol Agent (Beetle)

Nature of Submission:
Moth plant (Araujia hortorum) is a serious and widespread invasive weed of native forests,
horticulture blocks, urban areas, waste land, and lifestyle blocks in the Bay of Plenty Region.
Unfortunately it is too widespread for eradication or containment by conventional chemical and
physical control means to be realistically achieved.
BoPRC supports the use of biological control agents as a long term, non-chemical control
option as this will provide support to landowners that are struggling to manage this invasive
weed on their land in the Bay of Plenty Region.
Bay of Plenty Regional Council seeks the following decisions:
That this biological control agent be approved for release in New Zealand.

SUBMISSION 127460

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications
Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:
Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:
Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

APP203667
Erin-lee Gonzales

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2
Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
The beetle may attack swanplant which Monarch Butterflies need

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Do not introduce the root-feeding moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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SUBMISSION 127461

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Janet Wade

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):

N/A

Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz

2

Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
Unless it can be 100% guaranteed that swan plant or any other related milkweed such as frangiapani will not be affected by
the moth plant beetle (Freudeita cupripennis) I feel it should not be released.
Monarch butterflies, which are considered native to NZ because they were self introduced, are NZ's largest and brightest
butterfly and have become an icon of the NZ summer.
Butterflies, including the monarch, are under threat worldwide and anything that could further jeapodise their numbers should
be avoided - they need more of our our help, not our hinderance. I feel that environmental groups should be working together
- not one group doing something that will invalidate another's work, in this case that of the Monarch Butterfly Trust.
There would be few New Zealanders, particularly children, who would not feel delight when seeing monarchs tumbling
together in the sky during summer or going through their fascinating lifecycle on swan plant. To deprive all New Zealanders of
such pleasure, as well as the educational value, just so that Waikato Council can save a buck I feel is unacceptable.
Furthermore, insects are not designed to suicide by completely destroying their food source and since moth plant seeds so
freely it wouldn't need a lot of plants to survive to still be a problem. The seeds also remain viable for at least five years, so
introducing the biological control would go no where near eradicating the moth plant, only its less vigorous relatives such as
tweedia.
It succumbs to drought because of its shallow root system, so may be impacted in future by the increasingly hot dry,
summers in our region due to global warming, and since its range is limited by intolerance to cold, I don't think something that
has the potential to affect all NZders for something that is a local issue is giving us a fair deal.
It also mainly colonises disturbed ground rather than being a threat to established native forest.
There are many other weed species waiting in the wings to fill the gap left by another - spaces left by moth plant may well be
taken over by the even harder to eradicate nut sedges, wild ginger, elephant ear and the like.
Many other nuisance weeds (as in the examples above) invade revegetation sites and need to be controlled, so just reducing
moth plant would not, I feel, lead to the major reduction in the cost of controlling nuisance weeds that the introduction of moth
plant beetle promises.
Moth plant is very prevalent in private gardens around where I live in Auckland. There is a high immigrant population and
some of my neighbours don't realise what it is and cultivate it as an ornamental. It is indeed an attractive looking plant when
misguidedly kept trim and well tended! I would like to see a proactive campaign by the Auckland council/DoC to enable
people to better identify moth plant and other nuisance weeds and encourage their removal as well as provide assistance to
the elderly and others who have large plants, but are unable to tackle the removal.
Increasing the Auckland Council budget for control of nuisance weeds in public places would help as well - instead of the
reductions in the budget for parks that our council has made. Although you are Waikato Council, Auckland's weeds spread to
become Waikato's weeds.
All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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Submission Form

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Unless it can be 100% guaranteed that swan plant or any other related milkweed such as frangiapani will not be affected by
the moth plant beetle (Freudeita cupripennis) it should not be released it in New Zealand.
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SUBMISSION 127462

SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Jacqui Knight

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):

Moths and Butterflies of New Zealand Trust

Postal address:

PO Box 44100
Pt Chevalier
AUCKLAND 1246

Telephone number:

027 481 4811

Email:

jacqui@monarch.org.nz

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz
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Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
See attached.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Decline the application.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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This is a submission from the Moths and Butterflies of New Zealand Trust to the EPA on the application
from Waikato Regional Council to release the moth plant beetle Freudeita cf cupripennis, as a biocontrol
agent for moth plant, Araujia hortorum.
HISTORY OF OUR ORGANISATION
1.

The Moths and Butterflies of New Zealand Trust was formerly the Monarch Butterfly New Zealand
Trust. The name change was approved by members at our Annual General Meeting in April 2013.

2.

Our organisation is based in Auckland. Current officeholders are trustees Glenn Johnstone
(Auckland, Chair), Jacqui Knight (Auckland, Secretary), Mark Bateman (Auckland), Joan Fairhall
(Westland), Kathryn McIntyre (Northland), Maurice Mehlhopt (Auckland) and Hugh Smith (Bay of
Plenty), as well as Carol Stensness, the treasurer (Northland).

3.

The trust was established to protect and enhance the overwintering site and habitat of the monarch
butterfly (Danaus plexippus) (kahuku) at Butterfly Bay in the Far North of NZ, and in so doing raise
public awareness of NZ’s endemic butterflies and of the need to appreciate our biodiversity and
conservation measures. It was initially intended that the organisation would be a local action group
but so great was the interest from people all over NZ about the apparent decline in numbers of
butterflies that the members elected to change the objects in the deed of trust. This change came
into effect in the middle of 2007.

4.

Membership numbers have grown since the group’s inception so that there are now some 700+
members and followers all over the country, as well as several overseas. Receivers of our email
bulletins number nearly 8,000. Many of our members are keen lepidopterists, raising butterflies
and moths in their backyard as a hobby. While the most commonly raised butterfly is the monarch,
some of our members have a very wide knowledge and practical experience in raising other species
of NZ butterflies and moths.

5.

We publish four magazines each year to help and educate members and others with an interest in
Lepidoptera. We work with entomologists and organisations such as DOC, Forest & Bird, and local
government to ensure the latest information is available on the natural world both here in NZ and
overseas. We encourage environmental educators by publishing resources for schools/ teachers
and fulfilling public speaking requests, displays and exhibitions. Our website has grown hugely and
is recognised as an excellent resource in this regard, as is our social media presence.

OUR OBJECTIVES
6.

The objects of the trust are:
a.

to raise public awareness and increase biodiversity within NZ for the benefit of present and
future New Zealanders;

b.

to maintain, protect and increase biodiversity within NZ, so that the natural habitat of
Lepidoptera species are protected and enhanced;

c.

to increase opportunities for members of communities and visitors to NZ to enjoy and
experience Lepidoptera species as part of the natural environment;

d.

to enable research groups and individuals to carry out research and education projects
relevant to the Trust’s objects;

Submission to the EPA on the application (APP203667) to release the moth plant beetle
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e.

to liaise with groups with similar objectives;

f.

to seek funding support for any of the objectives of the Trust.
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WHY ARE BUTTERFLIES (AND MOTHS) IMPORTANT?
7.

Butterflies are a part of the great outdoors: butterflies basking in the morning sun, fluttering
brightly over a stream in the bush or probing garden flowers for nectar. Butterflies offer a colourful
and exciting way to share some of the intricacies of nature with children. With their large, bright
wings and lazy flight they are easy to see, exhibiting interesting behaviours and activity on warm
and sunny days.

8.

Butterflies, especially the monarch, are indicators of the health of our environment. While we may
not observe a lack of dragonflies, bees or spiders in our garden Lepidoptera species, with their
large, often colourful wings – or the lack of them – are noticeable. When MBNZT engages with the
public at exhibitions and displays we frequently hear comments as to how people remember
butterflies from their childhood that they are not experiencing today, such as the red admiral and
the blue butterflies.

9.

Like everything in the natural world, insects are part of the food chain and a very important source
of protein for our birdlife. By encouraging butterflies into our gardens and habitats we are
providing more food for our bird species.

10.

Lepidoptera and other insects are frequently overlooked in gardening and planning wild spaces
today. Butterflies, for example, don’t just need host plants but need shelter and nectar plants for
their survival. The most successful of flowering plants are often seen as ‘weeds’ because of their
very success. While it is accepted that these plants can become problems for government, landcare
groups and the like, while encouraging their removal we should replace them with similar plants
that offer nectar for our insects and birds.

APPLICATION
11.

Moth plant is indeed a pest plant in much of the North Island. It has been a pest of urban areas for at
least 70 years. The writer used to use it when her swan plants were overloaded with monarch
caterpillars, by taking surplus larvae along railway tracks until she found a moth vine, leaving the
caterpillars there. Today, I am more likely to be found removing moth plant where I find it in
gardens or wasteland in Blockhouse Bay, where tenants and householders decline to remove it or
are oblivious to what is growing around them.

12.

NZ is changing with the many people from overseas settling here. Many of our new immigrants
come from densely populated urban areas such as Hong Kong, Manila and Mumbai. As well as the
difficulty of communication in many cases, they do not have the understanding of NZ’s unique biota
and how it needs to be protected. More education about noxious weeds and how important it is to
remove them needs to be undertaken by the unitary authorities.

13.

Swan plant and having monarch butterflies in NZ gardens is one of the rites of passage of being a
Kiwi. It's part of being a New Zealander. The main habitat of the monarch is urban and
suburban gardens and it’s our largest and most common butterfly. The monarch is very humanfriendly. People welcome monarchs into their gardens with the simple act of planting
their larval food – milkweed species such as swan plants – and then enjoy watching their amazing
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journey through metamorphosis. While they are not native to NZ the swan plant (Gomphocarpus
spp.) and its American relatives, Asclepias spp, need to be protected at all costs. It would be a
travesty if through a human error and inadequate testing these plants were affected by a biological
control introduced to ‘solve another problem’.
14.

Many of the scientists that we deal with remember their days at primary school and how important
the ‘Nature table’ was in their classroom. Indeed, many of the people who have an affection for or
career based on NZ’s natural world can remember their interest and curiosity was first piqued by
the beautiful monarch butterfly and its relationship with the milkweed family. People, whatever
their age, learn about biodiversity and ecology, metamorphosis and insects, empathy and
compassion just from planting a swan plant. The swan plant and the monarch can be the inspiration
for many school lessons: reading, writing, science, IT, language, art, drama… the list goes on.

15.

We have no evidence that moth plant affects the health of forest margins ‘as well as vulnerable
habitats with smaller shrubs and herbs’. Nor have we seen it to be a threat to the integrity of
reserve land managed by DOC and/or local authorities. It is often found on the edge of reserves but
there is not enough sunlight within the reserve for the plant to grow.

16.

We have never heard of the moth plant causing poisoning of humans in NZ.

BIOLOGICAL CONTROL FAILURES
17.

The parasitic wasps Apanteles glomeratus (now Cotesia glomerata) and Pteromalus puparum were
both introduced into NZ to reduce the numbers of cabbage white butterfly (Pieris rapae). They
have, however, had a decimating effect on our native butterflies, many of which are quite unique. It
is essential that any new biological control is absolutely safe and we do not believe that adequate
testing has been done to check that the moth plant beetle will be safe to introduce.

COMMENTS FROM OUR MEMBERS
18.

Members are generally concerned that the beetle would be devastating to our swan plants if it takes
hold. We do not feel that adequate testing has been carried out. They are concerned at the potential
impact any introduced organism would have on swan plants and the other species of milkweed
used to support the monarch population.

19.

One member warns that ‘...over the years MAF was responsible for the introduction of dozens of
insect species to control this and that ‘problem’ organism. Thus we have a dozen or so introduced
organisms which supposedly ‘eradicate’ gorse, Tradescantia, Clematis vitalba, etc. etc., but all these
problem plants still flourish...The fact is that an organism rarely eradicates its host - except for us
humans. We are exceptionally good at rendering other biota extinct.’ Another member reminds us
of the introduction of the stoat into NZ to control rabbits and hares despite extensive warnings
from ornithologists in both Britain and NZ. It only took six years for drastic declines in our bird
populations to be noticed.

20.

Another member commented: “Given that the plant spreads by wind distribution of the seeds if the
seeds pods are removed when they form and the vine cut off at ground level and a dab of Vigilant
gel applied, the plant’s life is over. This is much easier and less labour-intensive. While the beetle is
eating the roots the plant may still be dispersing seeds before it finally dies.”
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21.

Clinton Care asks that you consider importing the butterfly Danaus erippus (southern monarch).
“when these 60mm mature caterpillars in 5th instars eat the moth plants they eat like goats and
they eat up the moth plants much faster the tiny 4mm moth plant beetles”.

22.

Kathryn McIntyre, who lives in Matapouri, Northland, with her neighbour is vigilant in killing the
moth plant when she sees it but is adamantly opposed to introducing any new organism into the
country. “Think possums that were supposed to create a fur trade, stoats that were supposed to
control rabbits...the list goes on of introduced species we now have to try to eradicate to save our
native plants and birds. I know swan plants are introduced but they are not a pest.”

RECOMMENDATIONS
23.

The application refers to biological control as being ‘the only sustainable option if the damage
caused by this weed is to be contained’. We believe that more work needs to be done by unitary
councils in education as well as controlling this weed. Much of the work to encourage people to
remove moth plant is being done by volunteers – such as the Facebook group, ‘Society Totally
Against Moth Plant (STAMP) and landcare and conservation groups, mainly voluntary. Their work
should be encouraged and supported with better resources from unitary authorities.

24.

We do not feel sufficient testing of the moth plant beetle has been carried out to date. Due to the
huge risk that the proposed introduction of the beetle would have to our swan plants and other
milkweed we ask that the application be declined and that in the interim further testing under
quarantine conditions be carried out. At the same time, more support could be given by the
applicant council to voluntary groups and ratepayers in the Waikato Region (and other areas) as to
the reduction of this weed.

25.

We thank you for accepting our submission and trust that it is helpful in your deliberations.

Jacqui Knight, Secretary
13 March 2019

5

SUBMISSION 127463

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Anna Horne

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

44 Robinson Rd, Whitianga, 3510

Telephone number:

021 0222 1389

Email:

annahorne@slingshot.co.nz

I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.
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Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I am told that this beetle which is proposed to be released to attack the Moth Plant, a plant I know to be a real weed problem,
might also attack Swan Plants. In our neighbourhood we have a flourishing Monarch butterfly population and regularly share
swan plants to help feed the prolific monarch caterpillers.
My concern is that, while the Moth Plant may be contained by the release of the moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis, it
might also attack secondary plants which aren't in the target group.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
I seek assurance that the likelihood of Swan Plants also being eliminated by the moth plant beetle Freudeita cupripennis
has been researched . If indeed it is likely, then I would ask, is there an alternative beetle to control the Moth Plant.?

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Leslie Dolphin

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.

www.epa.govt.nz
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Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
I understand why it might be desirable to import an organism that will destroy the mothplant. I appreciate some testing has
been done and the outcomes of that testing has been encouraging. But the testing has been of relatively short duration and
could not take into account adaptability of the insect if the target food source was reduced sufficiently. If it has some tolerance
for the hoya could it not slowly evolve genetically to have tolerance for other milkweeds including the swan plant? Clearly
there is sufficient concern about genetic makeup to limit import from one population only.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
Please retest the beetles extensively on a range of plants including all the common milkweeds before and after importation.
Please seek information on the adaptability over time to migrate to another food source once the preferred food source is
depleted.

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu may wish to appear to speak to this submission.
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1. Executive summary
Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu holds long-standing concerns over the introduction of new
biocontrols unless the risks are properly assessed, as opposed to any perceived benefits.
Whilst the benefits supporting the introduction of new biocontrol agents are often selfevident they must be clearly and explicitly spelt out, as well as being persuasive. At the
same time, the risks must be fully documented and measures to mitigate their impact fully
argued. Moth Plant appears only to be prevalent north of the Ngāi Tahu takiwā, although
examples of the plant have been found in Christchurch. The moth plant beetle biocontrol
agent has now been sourced from Uruguay and more closely identified as Freudeita cf
cupripennis rather than Colaspis argentinensis for which approval was granted by EPA in
December 2011, However we recommend a monitoring programme of the spread of the
beetle be added as a control measure, as later eradication will no be possible.

Our submission generally supports the Application subject to some minor concerns
mentioned later. We do not necessarily wish to be heard in support of our submission,
particularly if we are the only submitter.
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.
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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 respectfully requests that this response is accorded the status and
weight due to the tribal collective, Ngāi Tahu Whānui, currently comprising over
54,000 members registered in accordance with section 8 of the Act. Ngāi Tahu
currently has mana whenua status for 90 percent of Te Wai Pounamu – the South
Island or 40 percent of Aotearoa.
3. Te Rūnanga statements of position on APP203776
3.1.

General position on biological control

3.1.1. Over the years, Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu (TRoNT) has consistently advocated
for methods of pest and weed control that have the least negative impacts on
the environment. We are thus generally supportive any proposal which might
decrease the burden of pesticide residues and look favourably on more benign
options including biological controls.
A key consideration regarding the introduction of a new exotic organism to
control an already present exotic pest/weed, as is proposed in this application,
is the risk posed by the new introduction. TRoNT has in the past supported the
introduction of biological control agents for the weed Tradescantia, Japanese
Honeysuckle and wooly nightshade, where the biological control agents posed
insignificant risk. However TRoNT has also strongly opposed the introduction
of a new insect for the control of tomato white fly in greenhouses on the
grounds of the risk of it establishing externally.
Generally speaking, TRoNT encourages the development of a ‘soft’ approach to
pest and weed management, although we recognise that sometimes – for
example possums and stoats – such an approach is not yet feasible.
3.2. Māori Reference Group
A Māori Reference Group (MRG) formed in 2014 was specifically to consider
biocontrol applications. The aims of biological control – which are fully
supported by the MRG and by Ngāi Tahu – are to reduce risk and reverse harm
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from damaging organisms, as one of the tools for pest management. The MRG
developed some core principles which are relevant to the application and our
submission. They are as follows:
Kaitiakitanga
There is a well-recognised kaitiakitanga responsibility for Māori to manage the
natural resources within and beyond their hapū and iwi boundaries for the
benefit of future generations.
Manaakitanga
Biocontrol agents pose the potential to both positively impact by aiding in the
restoration of balance, and negatively impact by disturbing it further. Good
decision-making is thus crucial. If appropriate, regional councils and the
Department of Conservation should work with iwi and hapū in their areas on
strategies that include monitoring impacts in terms of manaakitanga.
Broad biophysical considerations
Māori are concerned to know the anticipated and unanticipated potential
impact of the introduction of biocontrol agents across the breadth of trophic
and ecosystem levels.
Specific impacts on culturally valued species
The Māori reference group recognised that standard host range testing and
taxonomical analysis has provided data that gives some assurance that any
direct adverse effect from the non-target feeding and hybridisation of native
species is likely to be minimal.
However the research methodology and results do little to address indirect
impacts to culturally valued species. In particular, the MRG noted examples of
pest weed species that now fill potentially beneficial niches for native species
arising from the decline or displacement of native habitats. It is also important
to continue to monitor potential effects of biocontrol species on a range of
closely related native species. It is thus important to address this in any
application, as we note has been done in this case.
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Selected recommendations
·

Applicants should map the existence and extent of each pest weed species
in applications so that Māori are able to consider impacts at their specific
rohe level. This has been done in this Application at the macro level.

·

Applicants should provide comment on or model the potentially broader
trophic impacts of introducing a biological control agent.

·

Applicants should provide information about the potential beneficial role a
pest weed species may have for local populations of native species.

·

Applicants should provide comment on any relevant native habitat
restoration plans that would manage the depletion or removal of weed
species providing beneficial effects to native species.

·

Applicants should ensure recognition and assessment of impacts (both
positive and negative) against appropriate national and regional Treaty
principles and provisions.

This present application appears generally to have met these
recommendations.
3.3. Moth Plant as a weed
3.3.1. The seriousness of the presence of Moth plant – Araujia hortorum – as an
environmental weed in New Zealand has been argued persuasively in previous
applications. Moth plant is a tough, perennial climber from South America and is
an emerging weed in several regions of the world. Successful biological control
has not yet been developed anywhere else.
3.3.2.

A collective comprising 14 regional and unitary councils and DOC has
determined that biological control is the only means of achieving widespread
environmentally acceptable and cost-effective control in New Zealand. Manaaki
Whenua – Landcare Research (MWLR) staff have provided the research
described in the application. Richard Hill & Associates prepared the application
and managed the application process.

3.3.3. So far a rust fungus that infects the leaves of moth plant, Puccinia araujiae, was
approved for release in 2015 (APP202529) which we supported, but it has not
yet been distributed. Similarly the introduction of the moth plant beetle in 2011
(APP201039) under the name Colaspis argentinensis did not proceed due to
challenges with export permits from Argentina, and has now lapsed. The
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question of the name and genus of the moth plant beetle was re-litigated by a
Dr Leschen who found that beetles collected from sites near Buenos Aires and
La Plata were identified in Argentina incorrectly. He subsequently examined a
limited number of specimens from this population and states that these are
actually F. cf. cupripennis and not C. argentinensis although he suggests that
without a full taxonomic revision or genetic study it is difficult to determine if the
cupripennis complex represents a group of related species or a widespread,
panmictic and highly variable species.

3.3.4. A new approval is now sought to import and release the beetles which will now
be sourced from Uruguay. The 2011 and 2018 collection sites are
approximately 250 kilometres apart and separated by the Rio de la Platte.
However, moth plant is common on the river bank in both countries, and it is
unlikely that the two beetle populations are geographically isolated. Beetles
from both populations have a similar host range.

3.3.5. Due to on-going difficulties in getting permission to collect and remove moth
beetles from Argentina, beetles were then collected in 2018 from the Melilla
area, northwest of Montevideo, Uruguay and shipped to New Zealand and
tested in containment at the Landcare Research facility at Tamaki, Auckland. If
the release of moth plant beetle is approved, the Melilla area will be the sole
source of founding beetles. This is also the population used in the host-range
tests reported in section 3.1.4. If this application is approved, these will be the
parents of any moth plant beetles that will be released.

3.3.6. If approval is given to the newly renamed beetle it is expected to work together
with the already approved rust fungus to suppress moth plant growth and
spread. This is the population imported into containment in New Zealand and
used in the host-range tests reported in section 3.1.4. If this application is
approved, these will be the parents of any moth plant beetles released.

3.4. Assessment of risks costs and benefits
3.4.1. The risk to non-target species (native species and three garden species –
tweedia, swan plant and tropical milkweed) are as previously under
APP202529 claimed to be low.
3.4.2. The Māori Reference Group principles listed earlier have been addressed to
some extent. However the need to monitor the effects on susceptible native
plants of the same or similar genus such as Parsonsia would seem to be a
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necessary condition to impose on this Application. A regime for testing with
regard to which are the sensitive areas and frequencies and method of
monitoring should be proposed by the Applicant before the Application is
approved.
3.4.3. In terms of benefits, the Applicant says that “although locally significant at
infested sites, the overall benefit to the wider environment of reduced herbicide
use is probably limited because herbicides are currently applied to only a small
proportion of the area currently infested with moth plant.” (our emphasis).

3.4.4. The applicant says that Moth plant “was the second most frequent cause of
weed-related enquiries to Waikato Regional Council in 2010, and regional field
officers of Environment Bay of Plenty receive about 200 enquiries per year
about this plant. Disposal of the weed takes time and effort.” The cost of this
nationally was not quantified, but “in 2011 Auckland Council estimated that
over $1 million was invested in direct control and in supporting community
initiatives.”
3.4.5. In terms of host range testing the applicant says “As there is only one genus of
native plants in the same family as moth plant it was not necessary to test
natives outside this genus. Parsonsia heterophylla and P. capsularis were
selected to represent the three native species.” The risk posed by the moth
plant beetle to this, the closest native species is negligible
3.4.6. To the question as to whether the new organism could be eradicated the
applicant says “It is very unlikely that the agent could be successfully eradicated
once established, so release into the New Zealand environment should be
considered irreversible.”

4. Conclusions
4.1. We aware that Landcare Research and Richard Hill are very experienced in
research in this area and have previously been involved with earlier applications
regarding moth plant control and with consultations with Ngāi Tahu.
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4.2. Although Ngāi Tahu would raise its concerns, as it has done in past Applications
when insufficient information has been provided to submitters for informed
comment we believe this Application has sought to remedy this to a major extent
4.3. Ngāi Tahu will support the Application and would hope our concerns about
monitoring of any unintended spread of the moth plant beetle will be addressed
by monitoring.
4.4. Otherwise Ngāi Tahu supports the Application but reserves its right to be heard if
a hearing is convened for other submitters.

5. Recommendation
5.1. Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu generally supports the applicant’s proposal to introduce
the moth plant beetle F. cf. cupripennis as a biocontrol for the weed Moth Plant
Araujia hortorum in Aotearoa and believes our concerns about monitoring need
to be addressed.

Gerry Te Kapa Coates MNZM
Member, Ngā Tahu HSNO Committee
Email: Gerry@whai-wanaka.nz Mobile: 021 355099
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SUBMISSION FORM
For Hazardous Substance and New Organism Applications

Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa.govt.nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept
confidential, but your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:

APP203667

Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:

Emma Edney Browne,

Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):

Auckland Council

Postal address:

L2, Bledisloe House,
24 Wellesley st,
Auckland Central,
1010

Telephone number:
Email:
I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa.govt.nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.
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Submission Form

I support the application
I oppose the application
I neither support or oppose the application
The reasons for making my submission are1: (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
Ka mihi ake ai ki ngā maunga here kōrero,
ki ngā pari whakarongo tai,
ki ngā awa tuku kiri o ōna manawhenua,
ōna mana ā-iwi taketake mai, tauiwi atu.
Tāmaki – makau a te rau, murau a te tini, wenerau a te mano.
Kāhore tō rite i te ao.

I greet the mountains, repository of all that has been said of this place,
there I greet the cliffs that have heard the ebb and flow of the tides of time,
and the rivers that cleansed the forebears of all who came those born of this land and the newcomers among us all.
Auckland – beloved of hundreds, famed among the multitude, envy of thousands.
You are unique in the world.

This is an officer only submission. The officer supports the application to introduce the beetle (Freudeita cf cupripennis) as a
biological control agent for moth plant (Araujia hortorum).

Moth plant is widely recognised as one of the most problematic and prevalent pest plant species in the Auckland-Tāmaki
Makaurau region. This plant is also the most frequent cause of pest-plant enquiries to Auckland Council. The ecological,
social nuisance and human health impacts, have been pervasive in both ecologically vulnerable habitats and urban areas
throughout the region. Due to its widespread naturalisation, it is considered unfeasible to eradicate moth plant at a regional
scale and instead management efforts, namely chemical control, have been reprioritised by Auckland Council towards
protecting sites of high ecological value.

The use of the beetle as a biological control agent is welcomed as another tool in the long term management of moth plant.
If successful will particularly complement the outstanding control efforts of local community groups, such as S.T.A.M.P, Pest
Free Kaipatiki and groups in the Hauraki Gulf Islands to reduce its impact throughout the region. Equally, the use of a
biocontrol agent is welcomed as a means to reduce herbicide use in the management of moth plant and the adverse impacts
of non-target spray damage to underlying vegetation. It is also hoped that it will be also be a valuable mechanism in reducing
localised populations of moth in inaccessible areas, such as steep cliff faces, that can be the source of constant reinvasion to
nearby sites.

The officer is satisfied that host testing has been sufficient to determine that there will be no non-target damage to the social

1

Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats – Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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Submission Form

and economically valuable species, the swan plant (Gomphocarpus fruticosus and G. physocarpus) and scarlet milk weed
(Asclepias curassavica); the sole true hosts for Monarch butterflies. Further, the officer is satisfied that the benefits
associated with controlling moth plant far outweigh the impacts associated with the potential damage to the ornamental
tweedia (Oxypealum caeruleu)m Tweedia is not a particularly common ornamental plant in the Auckland-Tāmaki Makaurau
region and there are a variety of other more abundant plants that butterflies, including Monarchs, are more likely to forage on.

If the biological agent is successful in the long term management of moth plant, the ecological, social and human health
benefits will be far reaching in the Auckland-Tāmaki Makaurau region.

All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
The officer recommends the Environmental Protection Authority approves the application and looks forward to working with
Manaaki Whenua Landcare Research and other regional councils to more effectively manage moth plant on a national scale.
Relief sought:
It is of huge importance that there is a focus on outcome monitoring when the monitoring framework is being developed for
the moth plant beetle, with particular reference to measuring the reduction in its biomass and associated biodiversity
outcomes. This will better enable regional councils to inform the public of the long term ecological benefits of biocontrol as a
tool to manage moth plant.
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Once you have completed this form
Send by post to: Environmental Protection Authority, Private Bag 63002, Wellington 6140
OR email to: submissions@epa. govt. nz

Once your submission has been received the submission becomes a public document and may be made
publicly available to anyone who requests it. You may request that your contact details be kept

confidential, but .your name, organisation and your submission itself will become a public document.
Submission on application
number:
Name of submitter or contact for
joint submission:
Organisation name
(if on behalf of an organisation):
Postal address:
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❑ I wish to keep my contact details confidential
The EPA will deal with any personal information you supply in your submission in accordance with the Privacy Act
1993. We will use your contact details for the purposes of processing the application that it relates to (or in
exceptional situations for other reasons permitted under the Privacy Act 1993). Where your submission is made
publicly available, your contact details will be removed only if you have indicated this as your preference in the tick
box above. We may also use your contact details for the purpose of requesting your participation in customer
surveys.
The EPA is likely to post your submission on its website at www.epa. govt. nz. We also may make your submission
available in response to a request under the Official Information Act 1982.
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❑ I support the application
❑ I oppose the application
EYI neither support or oppose the application

The reasons for making my submission are': (further information can be appended to your submission, see
footnote).
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All submissions are taken into account by the decision makers. In addition, please indicate whether or not you also
wish to speak at a hearing if one is held.
❑ I wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you can speak at the hearing)
`g I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission (this means that you cannot speak at the hearing)
If neither box is ticked, it will be assumed you do not wish to appear at a hearing.

I wish for the EPA to make the following decision:
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' Further information can be appended to your submission, if you are sending this submission electronically and attaching a file we accept the
following formats — Microsoft Word, Text, PDF, ZIP, JPEG and JPG. The file must be not more than 8Mb.
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