
 

TAAF response to report on poisoning of Norfolk pines (Aug 31, 2014) 
 

The Toxic Agrichemical Advisory Forum (TAAF) is an advisory group established by Tauranga City 
Council (TCC) to advise them and provide community input into the use of agrichemicals (“sprays”) 
in the city. It operates under the mandate of the TCC policy Use of Toxic Agrichemicals for 
Vegetation Management. 

The policy was recently reviewed and was re-confirmed by council, with direction given by council 
to ensure more effective implementation.  

TAAF acknowledges Paul Kenny and Gerald Collett for compiling this valuable report on the 
deterioration of Norfolk Pines on the Mt Maunganui waterfront. The authors note that the TCC's 
public database of agrichemical use, established under the above policy, was an important 
resource in their investigation.  

The Norfolk Pine result is clearly an example of unanticipated consequences of toxic agrichemical 
use. TAAF has consistently argued that the principle of “prudent avoidance”, embedded in the 
policy, needed stronger implementation by TCC. Clearly, this is an opportunity for lessons to be 
learned in relation to policy implementation.  

TAAF has repeatedly emphasized that the policy allows, and indeed stipulates, that the city rely less 
heavily on chemicals to control weeds. We believe this aspect of the policy could be implemented 
more rigorously through integrated pest management using non-chemical or cultural techniques. 
The policy states: 

·  Council’s preference is to use non-chemical methods of vegetation control whenever practical.  

· Council will proactively seek to reduce the use of toxic agrichemicals on Council-maintained land.  

TAAF has consistently advised TCC and staff that many of the chemicals currently approved for use 
are not as safe as their manufacturers claim and, indeed, may be highly toxic.  

The difficulty of researching all possible adverse effects and interactions of different agrichemicals 
mean that no chemical can be regarded as safe. Substituting one chemical for another, as 
suggested, merely creates different risks, substituting one set of toxic effects and possible 
unintended consequences for another. 

This report documents a clear case of unintended damage to environmental health. Any event like 
this, where the important policy goal of “protection of the wider environment from undue harm” 
has not been achieved, must be taken seriously. Clearly, TCC is doing so, and TAAF commends the 
council for its proactive and open stance under difficult circumstances. 

This research offers an opportunity to scrutinise our vegetation control methods and TCC's culture 
of weed control so that implementation of policy more closely fits the policy goals and objectives, 
as recommended by council earlier this year.  

TAAF will continue to collaborate with TCC staff on advocating for better harmonisation of 



 

agrichemical labelling and improved safety warnings, an issue also identified by the authors of this 
report.  

In Berescourt Reserve, a pilot project using agrichemical-free weed control has been successfully 
operating for several years. TAAF commends TCC on this project, and recommends that it is time to 
extend the lessons learned there to other reserves.  
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