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With regard to Air NZ — Shane Jones public spat regarding regional air services - the State Owned
Enterprises (SOE) Chapter 17 of CPTPP, highlights the government must ensure that Air NZ
operates on a purely commercial basis when delivering domestic services unless it has issued a

public mandate for it to do otherwise. It's great that regional Mavors are proactive on behalf of

their regions and provincial cities. Parliament is displaying bipartisan support for Jones' stance.
There's no way the NZ Government has anticipated every angle before locking NZ into CPTPP.

The attached paper also deals with the unfolding Facebook Cambridge Analytics election hacking
scandal which demonstrates the dilemma of losing control of one's personal data — the CPTPP E-
Commerce Chapter guarantees that the NZ Government will be powerless to prevent misuse of
data as NZ will not have any legal right to demand that data is retained in NZ.

CPTPP imposes many constraints on NZ governance, entrenches corporation rights (ISDS) and
leaves NZ exposed to whatever amendments are negotiated upon the return of the US which
appears likely given statements from their corporate sector.

LGNZ Conference this year is in Christchurch from 15-17 July 2018.
The 2018 conference theme is;

We are firmly focused on the future: Future-proofing for a prosperous and vibrant New
Zealand. There will be a strong focus on leadership and addressing the big challenges and
opportunities facing New Zealand and its communities.

Question to LGNZ - How does TPP/CPTPP future proof NZ?
We wish you well in your deliberations.

Please consider the attached evidence paper and recommendations for your 2018 Annual Plan and
Long Term Planning processes.

We offer four specific recommendations (detail in the attached paper);
Recommendation #1 (page 13 attachment)

We suggest that the Council considers formally supporting the 23 principles offered by Alfred de
Zayas in his paper to the UNHRC (A/HRC/37/63) in which he "highlights the urgent need to apply
human rights principles systematically and uniformly to all entities and endeavours."

De Zayas states “What we see is a financial system rigged in favour of powerful individuals and
corporations, unequal participation in governments and international organisations, and
communities suffering from a reduction of social services, imposed austerity, privatization of public
utilities, the misplaced priorities of political leaders and a general absence of genuine
representation,” - UN Human Rights High Commission press release
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Recommendation #2 (page 20 attachment)

Given that de Zayas states “Especially in matters of trade, it is imperative to give all stakeholders
the opportunity to weigh in the negotiations so as to ensure transparency and accountability,” we
urge Council to endorse the model trade and investment treaty process offered in the

www.dontdoit.nz petition

The petition takes the government at it's word where it said to the NZ Parliament in the Speech
From The Throne 9 November 2017 that it will exclude investor state dispute mechanisms (from

TPP) and avoid their inclusion in all future agreements. The petition acknowledges the Labour
Party 2017 Trade election manifesto where it offers “Greater engagement with civil society over
trade talks” suggesting a democractic process toward a standing general mandate for New
Zealand’s future negotiations to guide NZ's trade negotiators.

Recommendation #3 (page 21 attachment)

We urge the council to support the Local Government (Four Well-beings) Amendment Bill which

amends the Local Government Act (LGA) 2002 to reinstate references to social, economic,
environmental, and cultural well-being that were removed by the National government in 2012.

The “four well-beings” were a cornerstone of the LGA 2002 when it was introduced. The “four
well-beings” provide the modern focus of local government on serving and being accountable to
the communities they serve. It highlights the constitutional role that local governments play in
community development and nation building.

Recommendation #4 (page 23 attachment)

We urge you to read and consider Kate Raworth's “Doughnut Economics” as a framework for

thinking about economics in the 21st century given that the challenges we are facing this century
are global in scale but local in solution and we need a different mindset from the economics of the
past if we are to viably approach these challenges.

https://www.kateraworth.com/doughnut

Attached paper:

NZ on the cusp of greatness - we make the case for action to ensure ethical governance in New
Zealand — Evidence paper to NZ Regional Councils and Territorial Authorities March 2018

Many thanks for your consideration.

Greg Rzesniowiecki (on behalf of many in civil society)
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e Limit the ability of Local Government to make decisions for the wellbeing of their
constituency

e Trade treaties confer new monopoly rights over the use and distribution of
knowledge and the digital domain or commons.

The duty of government

GENEVA (15 March 2018) — Alfred de Zayas the UN’s first Independent Expert on the promotion of
a democratic and equitable international order, shared his seventh and final thematic report to the
Human Rights Council at an event on the margins of the Council’s 37th session.

We suggest that the Council considers formally supporting the 23 principles offered by Alfred de
Zayas in his paper to the UNHRC (A/HRC/37/63) in which he "highlights the urgent need to apply
human rights principles systematically and uniformly to all entities and endeavours.”

De Zayas states “What we see is a financial system rigged in favour of powerful individuals and
corporations, unequal participation in governments and international organisations, and
communities suffering from a reduction of social services, imposed austerity, privatization of public
utilities, the misplaced priorities of political leaders and a general absence of genuine
representation,” - UN Human Rights High Commission press release. Image of front matter;

ocuments-dds-ny.un.or

United Nations Arenres

é”@g‘% General Assembly Distr.: General
A

g ;\} 25 January 2018
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Original: English

Human Rights Council

Thirty-seventh session

26 February-23 March 2018

Agenda item 3

Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil,
political, economic, social and cultural rights,
including the right to development

Report of the Independent Expert on the promotion of a
democratic and equitable international order*

Note by the Secretariat
The Secretariat has the honour to transmit to the Human Rights Council the thematic

report of the Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable
international order, Alfred de Zayas, pursuant to Council resolution 36/4.
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From the media release;

In his full report* — based on six years of work on the mandate — the Independent Expert
identifies 23 principles of international order which should guide all individuals and
institutions to achieve a more just and inclusive world. Among them, he highlights the
supremacy of the UN Charter over all other treaties, the validity of the human rights treaty
regime over commercial and other interests, and the inviolability of State sovereignty.
“Moreover, any and all exercise of power, especially economic power, must be subject to

some democratic controls,” said de Zayas.
On the nature of the global order and how it is directed

Alfred de Zayas' purpose promoting a democratic and equitable international order is undermined
by the actions of those who would hack elections for sectarian ends. Global news media are
reporting the Facebook Cambridge Analytics scandal through late March 2018.

Some investigative journalists highlighted the concern late last year, notably Dr. Nafeez Ahmed

who offered this prophetic advice in December 2017;

What do NATO, private military contractors, aerospace firms, wine merchants, the NSA,
Trump, British property tycoons, Russian oligarchs, and Big Oil have in common? The

world’s largest social network.

Imagine a world in which everybody gave away their freedom, willingly, in return for
belonging to a toxic network which, rather than enriching their lives, profited from eroding

civil discourse, polarizing communities, and manipulating their minds.
Wouldn’t you wonder what was wrong with these people? You would.
And yet that is the world you are about to inhabit, right now.

Unless you do something about it.

Many individuals and organisations use facebook for it's benefit as a connector, however, where
we connect with community building, commerce, social enterprise, family, causes and movement
in the democracy, Facebook will be mining our data for end user utility and profit. In the case of

Cambridge Analytica through unethical and likely unlawful means.

It is only through exposure of the Cambridge Analytica scandal that Facebook CEO Mark
Zuckerberg has announced that he will be reviewing the way his operation does business. Itis
notable that when Facebook commenced operation Zuckerberg committed to the principle that
people who joined would control their data. Here it is demonstated that trust is built on a track

record, not on blind faith that a person will honour their word.
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The CPTPP E-Commerce chapter becomes crucial to the question, “who directs and benefits from

one's data?”

The owners of the data and large E-Commerce corporations are excited about CPTPP's E-
Commerce Chapter and seeks to spread it to NAFTA and around the World. What is good for them

is not necessarily good for democracy and ordinary people's interests.

Nz's Privacy Commission offers advice in respect to the CPTPP privacy concerns which gained a

comment from Eugene Alfred Morgan-Coakle capture on the quality of trust;

Excellent summary. The 2 base rules on privacy:

1 Put nothing on the net that you would not show your mother;
2 There is no ultimate privacy on the net, for no rules can stop
the determined, what a person can create another person can
undo.

Therefore, the real value of your "privacy"” increases with the
Trust vou have in your current government,

Trust? In God we Trust.

Posted by eugene alfred morgan-coakle,
20/12/2017 6:04am (3 months ago)

< Reply

In the meantime democracy and human rights to privacy is under threat in a new piece of
legislation passed by the US Congress and signed by President Trump Friday 23 March 2018 called

the Cloud Act. It passed through both houses attached to a spending bill. Electronic Frontier
Foundation (EFF) makes the following observations about the Cloud Act's implications.

There’s a new, proposed backdoor to our data, which would bypass our Fourth Amendment
protections to communications privacy. It is built into a dangerous bill called the CLOUD Act,
which would allow police at home and abroad to seize cross-border data without following

the privacy rules where the data is stored.

This backdoor is an insidious method for accessing our emails, our chat logs, our online
videos and photos, and our private moments shared online between one another. This
backdoor would deny us meaningful judicial review and the privacy protections embedded

in our Constitution.

This new backdoor for cross-border data mirrors another backdoor under Section 702 of the

4
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FISA Amendments Act, an invasive NSA surveillance authority for foreign intelligence
gathering. That law, recently reauthorized and expanded by Congress for another six years,
gives U.S. intelligence agencies, including the NSA, FBI, and CIA, the ability to search, read,

and share our private electronic messages without first obtaining a warrant.

The new backdoor in the CLOUD Act operates much in the same way. U.S. police could
obtain Americans’ data, and use it against them, without complying with the Fourth
Amendment.

All of which has serious implications for NZ data security and personal privacy where data is stored
outside of New Zealand, with or without the US in CPTPP. US internet corporations Apple, Google,
Facebook, Amazon and more store our data on US servers or overseas.

How stable and secure are these platforms given they rely on public confidence to maintain their
share price and corporate value? The Herald ran a story 19 March 2018, “Why the tech bubble is
ready to burst” a few days before the markets took vengance on the Facebook share price over
election hacking, stripping over US$60billion from the value of the stock. Bubbles invariably burst
with unpredictable results — 2008 Great Financial Crisis (GFC) is one recent example.

Who to trust

Increasingly it appears that one's data is being employed to support interests that one is opposed
to. Where one loses ownership of one's data, one loses the right to limit its reproduction and use.

No sane democrat wants future local body or NZ general elections to be determined by who is
most clever with data manipulation. We cannot allow our democracy to be hacked. Due Diligence

demands counter measure planning, to ensure electoral integrity given we are a democracy.

It is of note that the GCSB's role is to protect the NZ Internet space in that it protects certain traffic
to facilitate secure communications for NZ Government and selected commerce or NGO
operations. One would think the electoral system in a nation would be worth protecting from
hacking.

Surely the NZ Echelon partners at the US NSA or the UK GCHQ would be capable to detect election
hacking and close it down.

If US intelligence services did detect the Facebook-Cambridge Analytics election hack - they didn't
do the democracy any service by thwarting the coup that resulted. Cambridge Analytics parent
company is SCL Group is linked to elite personalities in the UK and US establishment with Security
and Intelligence connections. This fact might explain why the UK and US Intelligence Services were
thwarted from or reluctant to protect their realms. UK and US regulators are moving on the matter

with Zuckerberg facing question in the US. NZ Justice Minister Andrew Little coincidentally has

announced a review of NZ's Privacy Laws, with the Privacy Commissioner calling for fines for
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breaches of up to Simillion.

Given the level of supposed surveillance it is a puzzle that the breaches are only discovered after
the horse has bolted. What tricks will those who desire to hack elections dream up for the next
round of ballots?

One question for the NZ Government and its intelligence services, is the degree to which
Cambridge Analytics, SCL Group or any other are tampering with or hacking NZ's electoral system.

Local Government has a Duty of Care to ensure integrity of their electoral process

Democracy elections and democratic practice is the basis for the NZ Sovereign State and as such it
is integral to the State's existence.

Hacking elections, disseminating fake news, lack of transparency, and deep state interest, threaten
the integrity of the democratic process, and call into question the validity of government formation
- all of which undermines state cohesion and creates ground for unecessary internal dissent.

British humanist, philosopher, public intellectual and prolific author AC Gravling lectured at the NZ

Festival in Wellington the talk theme, “With dirty politics, authoritarian leaders and the

simultaneous rise of populism rampant across the planet, what can individuals do to preserve
democracy, the “least worst” system of government?” Grayling lays bare the specific problems of
21st-century democracy in his new book Democracy and lts Crisis.

AC Grayling suggests that given the Cambridge Analytics hack of the Brexit Referendum, the result
is no longer valid, “We were conned.. and now we need a new referendum” is his response to the

hacking of the UK electoral process.
Electronic Ballots — how secure?

NZ is discussing electronic voting on ballots that are machine readable. Is that wise from the
perspective of integrity and trust in the process, whether it has been manipulted or otherwise?
Why rely on trust, when we can be secure and transparent? It is imperative that we design
integrity into our democratic process.

Elections can be gamed - it's all in the code

Clinton Curtis testifies to a US Senate panel that he was asked by Yang Corporation to write code to

manipulate a Diebold Vote Counting machine in time for the 2000 Bush Gore Election. Curtis
demonstrates that the Florida State vote of the Bush 2000 election was gamed! Politics US style.

US and Dutch scientists ask “Are we witnessing a dishonest election? A between state comparison
based on the used voting procedures of the 2016 Democratic Party Primary for the Presidency of
the United States of America.” They compared ballots from the 2016 Democrat Primary race
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between Hillary Clinton and Bernie Sanders and found a curious correlation; Where there was a
paper receipt the ballots went to Sanders, whereas those that were only electronic went to

Clinton!
On the Deep-State

A majority of the American public believe that the U.S. government engages in widespread
monitoring of its own citizens and worry that the U.S. government could be invading their own
privacy. The Monmouth University Poll finds a large bipartisan majority who feel that national
policy is being manipulated or directed by a “Deep State” of unelected government officials.

Deep-State enemy of choice

The issue of 'Russian hacking' of the US election is of note particularly given the US record of
interference in other nations' affairs, elections, to the point of initiating coups and wars for regime
change. We do not seek to justify any meddling in the affairs of sovereign nations. ltis a
fundamantal principle of the UN Charter - the right to self determination.

The UK is employing similar tactics in its bone pointing toward Russia over the alleged nerve gasing
of Sergei and Yulia Skripal in Salisbury 4 March 2018.

Craig Murray ex UK Ambassador and 'former' intelligence asset says there's no evidence to connect
the Russians. Craig states he's winning the public discussion as there's no valid counter proposal

from supporters of the UK line that Russia dunnit.

It is clear that our allied states, UK, US, Canada and Australia in 5 Eyes or Echelon Spy agreement
have made many false accusations on the back of 'false or no evidence' — 2003 Irag War on the
basis of Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD) being one large publicly known lie.

We know that internal processes are insufficiently powerful to correct intelligence services and the
government ministers' utterances, prior to declarations of foreign policy intent and war-making.

The tendency to 'lie about the facts' indicates an ideological perspective, that isn't above

systemically concoting evidence to support the 'club effort against the declared enemy'. The party
interest is known as the Military and Industrial Complex — which utilise the security state to create
tension and then profit from it through supplying the materials to conduct the resultant hostilities.

The NZ Afghanistan Hit and Run scandal uncovered by John Stevenson and Nicky Hager in their Hit_
and Run book highlight NZ involvement and complicity in War Crimes for Empire.

One year after the March 2017 Hit and Run assertions, NZ Defence Chief Gen Tim Keating finally

admits that the events did take place in the places referenced in Stephenson's book.

The UK Prime Minister Tony Blair lied to the world about weapons of mass destruction (WMD) in
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Irag in order to advance the lrag War on the basis of false intelligence. The Iraq war is credited
with the murder of up to a million people and the displacement of many more, both internally and
into neighbouring nations as well as hundreds of thousands to Europe and many to Oceania —the
globalised impacts of modern war are far reaching.

It is very apparent that Secretive Intelligence agencies and deep agendas within the deep-state are
corrupting global politics through a strategy of tension;

The strategy of tension is a method of social control involving a series of covert attacks
upon a population, intended to promote stress and fear amongst them. The purpose is, by
inducing a mistrust of one another and of the world at large, to increase child-like
dependence upon perceived authority figures (such as national governments). The English
phrase originates from the Italian (strategia della tensione), which was first applied to
Operation Gladio in Italy.

The hate Russia disease appears to have mutated and spread to New Zealand with the Prime

Minister making a statement that Russia was to blame without any tangible evidence to support
the assertion;

Despite the further details that have emerged since the NZ government statement earlier
this week, and despite the international outcry, the Russian reaction has been cynical,
sarcastic and inadequate.

There is no plausible alternative explanation hitherto, that this came from anywhere other
than Russia, and no doubt whatsoever that Russia has serious questions to answer.

It appears to be the price of the club membership. The question that John Key then a National MP
posed to the Clark Government in respect to the 2003 Iraqg War makes clear that gaining a Free

Trade Agreement with the US depended on New Zealand joining the Criminal Irag War.
Is joining criminal wars the price that New Zealand wants to pay for its export trade?

Fact: the nexus between trade, foreign affairs, national competition for control of resources and
war making. Last words by Stuff's David Armstrong Monday 26 March where he states there's no
evidence of Russian involvement in the Skripal case; “Free trade between morality and economic
might.”

Deep-state lies to expedite war-making - how to counter the narrative?

To counter this tendency to spread propaganda and lies for sectarian (deep-state) interest it is
imperative that the democracy assert control over the state where it is being engaged for nefarious
purpose. The point becomes important in the globalised context to ensure all government dealings
and relations with individuals, corportations, interests and governments that lead to commercial,
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contractual, treaty or legislative amendment are open to public scrutiny.
Open Government - Shine light into the workings of Government

The one vehicle which provides a window into Government action is the Official Information Act
(OlA) 1982.

Minister for Justice Andrew Little took a question from National MP Brett Hudson 7 December
2017, who asked about Little's proposed review and/or reform of the OIA, Hudson's question,
What reform is he planning to make to the Official Information Act 19827

The NZ Government is yet to formally notify when the public consultation on any OIA reform
proposals might occur.

The NZ Law Commission 2010 issues paper, The Public's Right to Know (IP18) discussed areas of

possible reform relating to New Zealand’s official information legislation. It sought public comment
on preliminary proposals. This Issues Paper is part of the Commission’s Review of the Official
Information Act 1982 and Parts 1-6 of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act
1987;

The The key principle of the Official Information Act 1982 and the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 is that official information should be made available

unless in the particular case there is good reason for withholding it.
Requirements of a functioning democracy

Everyone says that transparency and open access to government information is critical to the
maintenance of a well functioning democracy. We need to instrumentalise that to ensure public
trust in government processes and decision making.

We have seen repeated instances where governments; local, central, NZ, and global claim privilege
for the information they hold in order to stop the public from knowing what is being done in our

name, and often without our consent.

Trans Pacific Partnership both as TPP and CPTPP iterations were negotiated in secrecy which was

only penetrated by leaks. Where has the NZ democracy sanctioned the government to reach

agreements to alter NZ legislation then return to NZ with an Agreement and claim it's in the
National Interest to Sign and Ratify it. Commercial privilege is claimed. Where has the NZ
democracy said yes to ISDS in trade treaties?

War making — Creating Tension
War is often initiated with false pretense or through the ruse of a staged events - examples;

e Nazi Germany's Reichstag Fire scapegoat communists 'regime change'

9
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e US's Gulf of Yonkin non-event that was employed as the ruse for ramping up the
Vietnam War against communists 'regime change'

e Afghanistan - Osama bin Laden and retribution for the 9/11 event - Taliban 'regime
change'

° |raqg - weapons of mass destruction (WMD) and 'regime change'

e Libya responsibilty to protect and the case against the leader Gaddafi - 'regime
change'

e Syria and the case for 'regime change'

e UK Salisbury Skripal nerve agent attack — case for attacking Russia = Putin 'regime
change'

Each of the listed nations and disputes is informed to the NZ and global population through the
statements of national officials and the reporting of the Mainstream News Media.

The public are told in all of the above examples that the security agency reports or the
Government statements and acts make the case for an attack on a sovereign nation.

Here is a critique of the hate Russia narrative by a London businessperson;
On 1st March, Vladimir Putin gave his annual address to the Federal Assembly in Moscow.

Unsurprisingly, one segment in particular drew the attention of the western press — the
section on defence. Putin described a number of highly advanced weapons systems
scheduled to come online over the next few months and years. He explained the necessity
for the development of these systems, particularly since George W. Bush’s withdrawal from
the ABM treaty in 2002, and went on to describe the parameters within which they would
be used. In the passage below, you will see that he alludes to recent statements made by
the United States, in which they have asserted their prerogative to make a first nuclear
strike:

“We are greatly concerned by certain provisions of the revised nuclear posture review,
which expand the opportunities for reducing and reduce the threshold for the use of nuclear
arms. Behind closed doors, one may say anything to calm down anyone, but we read what
is written. And what is written is that this strategy can be put into action in response to
conventional arms attacks and even to a cyber-threat.

| should note that our military doctrine says Russia reserves the right to use nuclear
weapons solely in response to a nuclear attack, or an attack with other weapons of mass
destruction against the country or its allies, or an act of aggression against us with the use

10
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of conventional weapons that threaten the very existence of the state. This all is very clear
and specific.

As such, | see it is my duty to announce the following. Any use of nuclear weapons against
Russia or its allies, weapons of short, medium or any range at all, will be considered as a
nuclear attack on this country. Retaliation will be immediate, with all the attendant

consequences.

There should be no doubt about this whatsoever. There is no need to create more threats to
the world. Instead, let us sit down at the negotiating table and devise together a new and
relevant system of international security and sustainable development for human
civilisation. We have been saying this all along. All these proposals are still valid. Russia is
ready for this”

Anyone who has followed international politics since the sixties will hear echoes of
‘mutually assured destruction (MAD)’ in this passage. I.E. “No-one can win, we will all lose,
so let’s calm it down’...with the addition of what was missing for much of the cold war...”so
let’s talk”.

This is not how the speech was reported in western media. Here are some of the headlines:
The Guardian: “Putin threatens US arms race with new missiles declaration”

The BBC: “Russia’s Putin unveils ‘invincible’ nuclear weapons”

The Washington Post: “Putin just bragged about Russia’s nuclear weapons”

Of course, it is easy to understand how those outlets could draw such inferences from the
speech — anyone with half a brain and a drum to bang could take any segment and extract
a case for ‘Russian aggression’. However, read the whole speech, attempt to put yourself in
Russia’s shoes for even a moment...and what you will notice about western coverage is an
almost total lack of objectivity, intelligent analysis, or understanding. In short, our media do
not attempt to see the world through the eyes of Vladimir Putin...

The author concludes in the following terms;

Finally, let me say this: | have no personal animosity towards individual journalists who
peddle this crap. | don’t know them personally. They may have been ‘duped’, they may have
been ‘persuaded’, they may be ‘assets’. | don’t know on an individual basis.

What | do know is this: a war-mongering mind-set has taken hold in governments, in our
security services, and increasingly in the military...a mind-set that the media is drip-feeding
into the population. On that score, | am personally committed to exposing this mind-set for
what it is: whether it is print media hacks with their whitewashing of the US funding of al-
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Qaeda and the White helmet ‘psyop’; or whether it is the televisual media that parrots the
governmental line on anything Putin says, does, or doesn’t do...| will not sit quietly by whilst
these sociopaths and morons take us to war...again.

To my fellow citizens | say this: Make up your own mind — don’t blindly believe me or anyone
else; and for God’s sake don’t let the government and the media make up your mind for

you.

To politicians and the media, | say this: | haven’t forgotten Iraq even if you have. If you think
for one moment that I’'m going follow you down the warpath on the basis of zero evidence
or blatant ‘bullshit’ — it’s never going to happen. Either tell the truth, or get out.

Transparency and open government is a public good

Each council and territorial authority has matters that it has hidden from constituents. Likewise
Central Government. It could be argued that privilege is necessary, however, where privilege is
employed to misrepresent or do unlawful activity — “false accusations of culpability” there needs
to be a public interest test mediated in a competent court to ensure that all decsions are taken
with the utmost integrity and with a full weighing of facts and the benefit of human rights law.

World Scientists’ Warning to Humanity: A Second Notice published 13 November 2017 co-signed
by 15,000 Scientists;

Twenty-five years ago, the Union of Concerned Scientists and more than 1700 independent
scientists, including the majority of living Nobel laureates in the sciences, penned the 1992
“World Scientists’ Warning to Humanity” (see supplemental file S1). These concerned
professionals called on humankind to curtail environmental destruction and cautioned that
“a great change in our stewardship of the Earth and the life on it is required, if vast human
misery is to be avoided.” In their manifesto, they showed that humans were on a collision
course with the natural world. They expressed concern about current, impending, or
potential damage on planet Earth involving ozone depletion, freshwater availability, marine
life depletion, ocean dead zones, forest loss, biodiversity destruction, climate change, and
continued human population growth. They proclaimed that fundamental changes were
urgently needed to avoid the consequences our present course would bring.

The scientists recommend;

Sustainability transitions come about in diverse ways, and all require civil-society pressure
and evidence-based advocacy, political leadership, and a solid understanding of policy
instruments, markets, and other drivers. Examples of diverse and effective steps humanity
can take to transition to sustainability include the following (not in order of importance or
urgency): (a) prioritizing the enactment of connected well-funded and well-managed
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reserves for a significant proportion of the world's terrestrial, marine, freshwater, and aerial
habitats; (b) maintaining nature's ecosystem services by halting the conversion of forests,
grasslands, and other native habitats; (c) restoring native plant communities at large
scales, particularly forest landscapes; (d) rewilding regions with native species, especially
apex predators, to restore ecological processes and dynamics; (e) developing and adopting
adequate policy instruments to remedy defaunation, the poaching crisis, and the
exploitation and trade of threatened species; (f) reducing food waste through education
and better infrastructure; (g) promoting dietary shifts towards mostly plant-based foods;
(h) further reducing fertility rates by ensuring that women and men have access to
education and voluntary family-planning services, especially where such resources are still
lacking; (i) increasing outdoor nature education for children, as well as the overall
engagement of society in the appreciation of nature; (j) divesting of monetary investments
and purchases to encourage positive environmental change; (k) devising and promoting
new green technologies and massively adopting renewable energy sources while phasing
out subsidies to energy production through fossil fuels; (1) revising our economy to reduce
wealth inequality and ensure that prices, taxation, and incentive systems take into account
the real costs which consumption patterns impose on our environment; and (m) estimating
a scientifically defensible, sustainable human population size for the long term while
rallying nations and leaders to support that vital goal.

To prevent widespread misery and catastrophic biodiversity loss, humanity must practice a
more environmentally sustainable alternative to business as usual. This prescription was
well articulated by the world's leading scientists 25 years ago, but in most respects, we
have not heeded their warning. Soon it will be too late to shift course away from our failing
trajectory, and time is running out. We must recognize, in our day-to-day lives and in our
governing institutions, that Earth with all its life is our only home.

Looking forward - New Zealand assists creating a better World

We encourage New Zealand to adopt Alfred de Zayas' recommended principles to the 9 March
2018 side-event to the 37th session of the Human Rights Council on international order and
multilateralism . Alfred focused primarily on his visit to Venezuela 26 November to 4 December
2017 and uses that expedition to highlight the 23 principles of international order which should

suide all individuals and institutions to achieve a more just and inclusive world.

Alfred's suggestions bear careful and deliberate consideration the are critical to comprehend for

democracy advocates.

It ought be noted that NZ has championed causes previously through the UN - most recently the
Security Council resolution 2334 on Palestine 23 December 2016 concerning Israeli settlements in
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"Palestinian territories occupied since 1967, including East Jerusalem"

We will never achieve justice in law without a concerted global campaign. In a globalised world we
require a global movement toward just law. We encourage all NZ Regional Councils and Territorial
Authorities to be partners in creating the solution.

Recommendation #1

We suggest that the Council considers formally supporting the 23 principles offered by Alfred de
Zayas in his paper to the UNHRC (A/HRC/37/63) thus endorsing their merit and requesting the
New Zealand Government similarly endorse them and champion them in International Fora and
diplomatic relations and negotiations.

Principles of international order

The reports of the Independent Expert have been guided by numerous General Assembly
resolutions, notably resolutions 2625 (XXV) and 3314 (XXIX), which, together with the
Charter, propound a vision of a democratic and equitable international order. Based on the
work of the mandate holder, the following should be generally recognized as principles of

international order:

(a) Pax optima rerum. The noblest principle and purpose of the United Nations is promoting
peace, preventively and, in case of armed conflict, facilitating peacemaking, reconstruction

and reconciliation;
(b) The Charter takes priority over all other treaties (Article 103);

(c) Human dignity is the source of all human rights, which, since 1945, have expanded into
an international human rights treaty regime, many aspects of which have become
customary international law. The international human rights treaty regime takes priority
over commercial and other treaties (see A/HRC/33/40, paras. 18-42);

(d) The right of self-determination of peoples constitutes jus cogens and is affirmed in the
Charter and in common article 1 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
and the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. The rights-holders
of self-determination are peoples. The duty bearers are States. The exercise of self-
determination is an expression of democracy and attains enhanced legitimacy when a
referendum is conducted under the auspices of the United Nations. Although the
enjoyment of self-determination in the form of autonomy, federalism, secession or union
with another State entity is a human right, it is not self-executing. Timely dialogue for the
realization of self-determination is an effective conflict-prevention measure (see A/69/272,
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paras. 63-77);

(e) Statehood depends on four criteria: population, territory, government and the ability to
enter into relations with other countries. While international recognition is desirable, it is
not constitutive but only declaratory. A new State is bound by the principles of
international order, including human rights;

(f) Every State has an inalienable right to choose its political, economic, social and cultural
systems, without interference in any form by another State. Already in 1510 the Spanish
Dominican Francisco de Vitoria, Professor of Law in Salamanca, stated that all nations had
the right to govern themselves and could accept the political regime they wanted, even if it
was not the best;

(g) Peoples and nations possess sovereignty over their natural resources. If these natural
resources were “sold” or “assigned” pursuant to colonial, neocolonial or “unequal treaties”
or contracts, these agreements must be revised to vindicate the sovereignty of peoples

over their own resources;

(h) The principle of territorial integrity has external application, i.e. State A may not invade
or encroach upon the territorial integrity of State B. This principle cannot be used internally
to deny or hollow out the right of self-determination of peoples, which constitutes a jus
cogens right (see A/69/272, paras. 21, 28, 69 and 70);

(i) State sovereignty is superior to commercial and other agreements (see A/HRC/33/40,
paras. 43-54);

(j) States shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against
the territorial integrity or political independence of any State or in any other manner
inconsistent with the purposes of the United Nations (Charter, Art. 2 (4));

(k) States have a positive duty to negotiate and settle their international disputes by
peaceful means in such a manner that international peace, security and justice are not
endangered (Charter, Art. 2 (3));

(1) States have the duty to refrain from propaganda for war (International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, art. 20 (1));

(m) States shall negotiate in good faith for the early conclusion of a universal treaty on
general and complete disarmament under effective international control (A/HRC/27/51,
paras. 6, 16, 18 and 44);

(n) States may not organize or encourage the organization of irregular forces or armed
bands, including mercenaries, for incursion into the territory of another State;
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(o) States must refrain from intervening in matters within the national jurisdiction of
another State;

(p) No State may use or encourage the use of economic, political or any other type of
measures to coerce another State in order to obtain from it the subordination of the
exercise of its sovereign rights and to secure from it advantages of any kind;

(g) No State may organize, assist, foment, finance, incite or tolerate subversive, terrorist or
armed activities directed towards the violent overthrow of the regime of another State, or
interfere in civil strife in another State;

(r) The use of force to deprive peoples of their national identity constitutes a violation of
their inalienable rights and of the principle of non-intervention;

(s) The ontology of States is to legislate in the public interest. The ontology of business and
investment is to take risks to generate profit. A treaty that stipulates one-way protection for
investors and establishes arbitration commissions that encroach on the regulatory space of
States is by nature contra bonos mores. Hence, the investor-State dispute settlement
mechanism cannot be reformed; it must be abolished (see A/HRC/30/44, paras. 8,12, 17
and 53, and A/70/285, paras. 54 and 65);

(t) States must respect not only the letter of the law, but also the spirit of the law, as well as
general principles of law (Statute of the International Court of Justice, Article 38), such as
good faith, the impartiality of judges, non-selectivity, uniformity of application of law, the
principle of non-intervention, estoppel (ex injuria non oritur jus), the prohibition of the
abuse of rights (sic utere tuo ut alienum non laedas) and the prohibition of contracts or
treaties that are contra bonos mores. It is not only the written law that stands, but the
broader principles of natural justice as already recognized in Sophocles’ Antigone, affirming
the unwritten laws of humanity, and the concept of a higher moral law prohibiting
unconscionably taking advantage of a weaker party, which could well be considered a form

of economic neocolonialism or neo-imperialism (see annex Il below);

(u) States have the duty to cooperate with one another, irrespective of the differences in
their political, economic and social systems, in order to maintain international peace and
security and to promote international economic stability and progress. To this end, States
are obliged to conduct their international relations in the economic, social, cultural,
technical and trade fields in accordance with the principles of sovereign equality and non-
intervention. States should promote a culture of dialogue and mediation;

(v) The right to access reliable information is indispensable for the national and
international democratic order. The right of freedom of opinion and expression necessarily
includes the right to be wrong. “Memory laws”, which pretend to crystalize history into a
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politically correct narrative, and penal laws enacted to suppress dissent are anti-
democratic, offend academic freedom and endanger not only domestic but also
international democracy (see A/HRC/24/38, para. 37);

(w) States have a duty to protect and preserve nature and the common heritage of
humankind for future generations.

Alfred concludes his report with two annexes to frame consideration of the 23 Principles of
International Order, Human Rights Annex | and Rule of Justice Annex Il

The full text of each annex can be accessed in the full report:

Annex | - A new functional paradigm on human rights

1. All rights derive from human dignity. Codification of human rights is never definitive and
never exhaustive, but constitutes an evolutionary mode d’emploi for the exercise of civil,
cultural, economic, political and social rights. Alas, the interpretation and application of
human rights is hindered by wrong priorities, sterile positivism and a regrettable tendency
to focus only on individual rights while forgetting collective rights. Alas, many rights
advocates show little or no interest for the social responsibilities that accompany the
exercise of rights, and fail to see the necessary symbiosis of rights and obligations,
notwithstanding the letter and spirit of article 29 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights.

2. The time has come to change the human rights paradigm away from narrow positivism
towards a broader understanding of human rights norms in the context of an emerging
customary international law of human rights. Law is neither physics nor mathematics, but a
dynamic human institution that day by day addresses the needs and aspirations of society,
adjusting here, filling lacunae there. Every human rights lawyer knows that the spirit of the
law (Montesquieu) transcends the limitations of the letter of the law...(cont.)

Points 2 -9 in UN report page 21; (A/HRC/37/63)
Annex Il - Rule of law must evolve into rule of justice

1. The rule of law is a pillar of stability, predictability and democratic ethos. Its object and
purpose is to serve the human person and progressively achieve human dignity in larger

freedom.

2. Because law reflects power imbalances, we must ensure that the ideal of the rule of law
is not instrumentalized simply to enforce the status quo, maintain privilege, and the
exploitation of one group over another. The rule of law must be a rule that allows flexibility

and welcomes continuous democratic dialogue to devise and implement those reforms
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required by an evolving society. It must be a rule of conscience and of listening.

3. Throughout history law has been all too frequently manipulated by political power,
becoming a kind of dictatorship through law, where people are robbed of their individual
and collective rights, and the law itself becomes the main instrument of their
disenfranchisement. Experience has taught us that law is not coterminous with justice and
that laws can be adopted and enforced to perpetuate abuse and cement injustice.
Accordingly, any appeal to the rule of law should be contextualized within a human-rights-
based framework.

Points 4. - 6 in the UN report page 23; (A/HRC/37/63)

Trade and investment treaty effects on public policy

Councillors will note the many references to trade and investment treaties and Investor State

Dispute Settlement (ISDS) made by Alfred de Zayas in his 23 principles, namely;

(c) Human dignity is the source of all human rights, which, since 1945, have expanded into
an international human rights treaty regime, many aspects of which have become
customary international law. The international human rights treaty regime takes priority
over commercial and other treaties (see A/HRC/33/40, paras. 18-42);

This statement is reasserted in many ways through the principles, notably in;

(i) State sovereignty is superior to commercial and other agreements (see A/HRC/33/40,
paras. 43-54);

(p) No State may use or encourage the use of economic, political or any other type of
measures to coerce another State in order to obtain from it the subordination of the
exercise of its sovereign rights and to secure from it advantages of any kind;

(s) The ontology of States is to legislate in the public interest. The ontology of business and
investment is to take risks to generate profit. A treaty that stipulates one-way protection for
investors and establishes arbitration commissions that encroach on the regulatory space of
States is by nature contra bonos mores. Hence, the investor-State dispute settlement
mechanism cannot be reformed; it must be abolished (see A/HRC/30/44, paras. 8, 12, 17
and 53, and A/70/285, paras. 54 and 65);

(t) States must respect not only the letter of the law, but also the spirit of the law, as well as
general principles of law (Statute of the International Court of Justice, Article 38), such as
good faith, the impartiality of judges, non-selectivity, uniformity of application of law, the
principle of non-intervention, estoppel (ex injuria non oritur jus), the prohibition of the
abuse of rights (sic utere tuo ut alienum non laedas) and the prohibition of contracts or
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treaties that are contra bonos mores. It is not only the written law that stands, but the
broader principles of natural justice as already recognized in Sophocles’ Antigone, affirming
the unwritten laws of humanity, and the concept of a higher moral law prohibiting
unconscionably taking advantage of a weaker party, which could well be considered a form

of economic neocolonialism or neo-imperialism (see annex |l below);

(u) States have the duty to cooperate with one another, irrespective of the differences in
their political, economic and social systems, in order to maintain international peace and
security and to promote international economic stability and progress. To this end, States
are obliged to conduct their international relations in the economic, social, cultural,
technical and trade fields in accordance with the principles of sovereign equality and non-
intervention. States should promote a culture of dialogue and mediation;

The following have implications for trade treaties whilst having general importance;

(v) The right to access reliable information is indispensable for the national and
international democratic order. The right of freedom of opinion and expression necessarily
includes the right to be wrong. “Memory laws”, which pretend to crystalize history into a
politically correct narrative, and penal laws enacted to suppress dissent are anti-
democratic, offend academic freedom and endanger not only domestic but also
international democracy (see A/HRC/24/38, para. 37);

(w) States have a duty to protect and preserve nature and the common heritage of
humankind for future generations.

TPP or CPTPP - on balance a public good?

The best that can be said about the CPTPP is that it provides limited economic benefits to NZ. That

benefit is also a potential poor outcome where it expands our primary producing economy in a

manner that increases NZ's emissions of greenhouse gases.

The is a lot of material on TPP/CPTPP. The community that oppose its imposition on New Zealand

are of a similar mind to the Union of Concerned Scientists, Alfred de Zayas the UN Independent
Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order and Dr Nafeez Ahmed.

We ask, “why take binding and enforceable action to lock NZ and the region into an agreement
that is patently against the interests of the present and future NZ State?”

LGNZ previous President Lawrence Yule said in July 2017, “local government’s vision for New
Zealand in 2050 is a vibrant country enjoying environmental, social, cultural and economic

prosperity” when launching the new Local Government Position Statement on Climate Change,
and 2017 climate change declaration signed by 44 mayors from around the country. The statement
includes the following passage;
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2. Policy alignment and a clear mandate to address climate change

Central government policies can support (or hinder) council, private sector and community
action to respond to climate change.

Effective climate policy involves a diverse range of adaptation and mitigation actions. A
broad review of existing policy is required to support climate change adaptation and
mitigation actions.

To highlight that local government’s actions to address climate change are part of a
national effort, we seek an explicit mandate under the Local Government Act to consider
how decisions affect climate change outcomes.

We have already demonstrated in clear factual terms the limits that TPP/CPTPP and the ISDS

regime will impose on effective climate action. The www.dontdoit.nz petition places importance

on ensuring any treade and investment treaty NZ enters will not constrain effective climate action.

NZ must move to a future where everyone's wellbeing is nurtured. This could be ensured by way of
amendment to the manner in which NZ negotiates, consults, signs and ratifies international trade
and investment treaties.

The petition takes the government at it's word where it said to the NZ Parliament in the Speech
From The Throne 9 November 2017 that it will exclude investor state dispute mechanisms (from

TPP) and avoid their inclusion in all future agreements. The petition acknowledges the Labour
Party 2017 Trade election manifesto where it offers Greater engagement with civil society over

trade talks suggesting a democractic process toward a standing general mandate for New Zealand’s
future negotiations to guide NZ's trade negotiators.

Recommendation #2

We urge Council to endorse the model trade and investment treaty process offered in the
www.dontdoit.nz petition

The dontdoit.nz petition where it is implemented would ensure that New Zealand honours PM
Jacinda Ardern's statement that MFAT will negotiate no further FTAs with Investor State Dispute
Settlement (ISDS). It would ensure in a transparent and public manner that there would be no
surprises or treaties negotiated that are adverse to NZ interests and inhabitants' wellbeing. The
petition says in part;

...urge the House to call upon the Government:

k) not to sign the TPPA or the Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement on Trans-Pacific
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Partnership; (note: the petition was formulated prior to the 8 March 2018 CPTPP Signing in
Chile)

1) to conduct a principles-based review of New Zealand’s approach to free trade, investment

and economic integration agreements that involves broad-based consultation;

m) to engage with Maori to reach agreement on effective protection of their rights and
interests consistent with te Tiriti o Waitangi and suspend negotiations for similar

agreements until that review is concluded;
and further, urge the House to pass new legislation that

(n) establishes the principles and protections identified through the principles-based review
under paragraph () as the standing general mandate for New Zealand’s future
negotiations, including;

i. excluding ISDS from all agreements New Zealand enters into, and renegotiating existing
agreements with ISDS;

ii. a requirement for the government to commission and release in advance of signing an
agreement independent analyses of the net costs and benefits of any proposed agreement
for the economy, including jobs and distribution, and of the impact on health, other human
rights, the environment and the ability to take climate action;

iii. a legislative requirement to refer the agreement to the Waitangi Tribunal for review

prior to any decision to sign the treaty; and

(o) makes the signing of any agreement conditional on a majority vote of the Parliament
following the tabling in the House of the reports referred to in paragraph (n) (i) and (iii);

and for the House to amend its Standing Orders to

(p) establish a specialist parliamentary select committee on treaties with membership that
has the necessary expertise to scrutinise free trade, investment and economic integration

agreements;

(g) require the tabling of the government’s full mandate for any negotiation prior to the
commencement of negotiations, and any amendment to that mandate, as well as periodic
reports to the standing committee on treaties on compliance with that mandate;

(r) require the tabling of any final text of any free trade, investment and economic
integration agreement at least 90 days prior to it being signed;

(s) require the standing committee on treaties call for and hear submissions on the
mandate, the periodic reports, and pre-signing version of the text and the final text and
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report on those hearings to Parliament;

(t) require a two-third majority support for the adoption of any free trade, investment or
economic integration agreement that constrains the sovereignty of future Parliaments that
is binding and enforceable through external dispute settlement processes.

Recommendation #3
Support the Local Government (Four Well-beings) Amendment Bill

We urge the council to support the Local Government (Four Well-beings) Amendment Bill which

amends the Local Government Act (LGA) 2002 to reinstate references to social, economic,

environmental, and cultural well-being that were removed by the National government in 2012.

The “four well-beings” were a cornerstone of the LGA 2002 when it was introduced. The “four
well-beings” provide the modern focus of local government on serving and being accountable to
the communities they serve. It highlights the constitutional role that local governments play in

community development and nation building.

The bill is sponsored by Paul Eagle MP (previously Wellington City Councillor). It would be a great
demonstration of the alignment between Local Government and Central Government to achieve

wellbeing for all NZ inhabitants. The bill offers the following explanation;

The Bill amends the Local Government Act 2002 to reinstate references to social, economic,
environmental, and cultural well-being that were removed by the National government in
2012.

The “four well-beings” were a cornerstone of the Act when it was introduced. The“four well-
beings” provide the modern focus of local government on serving and being accountable to
the communities they serve. It highlights the constitutional role that local governments play

in community development and nation building.

The removal of the “four well-beings” by the National government was based on factual
inaccuracies and misconceptions. The effect of the removal of the “four well-beings” is wide
reaching and is not limited to section 10 amended by the National government, as the four-
well beings permeate the Local Government Act 2002 and there are references to them in
other Acts.

Given that the “four well-beings” remain in these other acts of Parliament, the risk of
inconsistency and confusion is real, especially with the Resource Management Act 1991 and
the Local Government Act 2002. Many Mayors and Councillors continue to be concerned
that the National government’s removal of the “four well-beings” and its replacement
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wording is sufficiently unclear as to almost certainly lead to legal challenges of the way
local authorities interpret their responsibilities, especially legal challenges from well-

resourced special interest groups.

In its submission on the Local Government Act 2002 Amendment Bill, Local Government
New Zealand, the representative body of local governments representing all 78 local
authorities in New Zealand, had this to say—

e “There is no evidence that a substantive problem exists that requires legislative change.
The examples by the Government to justify the proposed change are not examples of a
failure of the well-beings. The examples adduced are either explicable due to the underlying
circumstances, for example, holdings in particular business activities which are mandated
by the communities affected and deliver an acceptable commercial return or address a

community need”

e “There is no evidence that councils are finding it difficult to decline requests for funding.
Instead the recently completed long-term planning round suggests that the opposite is the
case. Councils have been aware of the straightened financial circumstances that the
country is in and have been fiscally prudent as a result. The prime driver of rates increases is

infrastructure investment”

e “Most significantly, the proposed amendment will likely have significant legal and cost
implications. These implications arise for both decision-makers and the community, who are
likely to be confused by its intent or application. It is concerning that the legal (and
associated cost) consequences of the proposed amendment do not appear to have been
considered by the Government. The Regulatory Impact Statement is silent on this point. The
proposed new purpose, and how it changes the proper interpretation of specific obligations
under the LGA 2002, is sufficiently unclear as to almost certainly lead to legal challenges of
the way local authorities have interpreted their responsibilities. In light of the body of case
law under the existing provisions, it would be naive to think that changing those provisions
would not encourage further litigation by well resourced interest groups who opposed
particular local authority decisions. As a result, the proposed change is likely to produce
significant costs without any concomitant benefit”

e “Given the lack of a problem definition, the lack of any evidence to substantiate the
general claims made by Government about the impact of the well-beings, and the un-
scoped legal risk associated with the change, the proposal to alter the well-beings appears

somewhat reckless”

o “As a result of this analysis, the members of LGNZ resolved unanimously at its Annual
General Meeting on 15 July 2012 that the Government should retain the well-beings”
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We believe that NZ Local Government support this initiative as there was universal opposition to
the removal of the Wellbeings from the LGA 2002.

Recommendation #4

We urge you to read and consider Kate Raworth's “Doughnut Economics” as a framework for
thinking about economics in the 21st century given that the challenges we are facing this century
are global in scale but local in solution and we need a different mindset from the economics of the
past if we are to viably approach these challenges.

https://www.kateraworth.com/doughnut/

Kate Raworth's book, “Doughnut Economics: Seven Ways to Think Like a 21st-Century Economist”

on Amazon.

More of Kate Raworth's publications and writings are available at her website.

ivaeev kateraworth.comic

What on Earth is the Doughnut?...

Humanity’s 21st century challenge is to meet the needs of all within the
means of the planet. In other words, to ensure that no one falls short on
life's essentials (from food and housing to healthcare and political voice),
while ensuring that collectively we do not overshoot our pressure on
Earth’s life-supporting systems, on which we fundamentally depend -
such as a stable climate, fertile soils, and a protective ozone layer. The
Doughnut of social and planetary boundaries is a playfully serious
approach to framing that challenge, and it acts as a compass for human
progress this century.

The Doughnut of social and planetary boundaries (2017)

climate

https://www.kateraworth.com/about/ a brief CV;
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Securs | hitps./vwwwkateraworth.comy abiut/

Kate Raworth is a renegade economist focused on
exploring the economic mindset needed to address
the 21st century’s social and ecological challenges,
and is the creator of the Doughnut of social and
planetary boundaries.

She is a Senior Visiting Research Associate at
Oxford University's Environmental Change Institute, where she teaches
on the Masters in Environmental Change and Management. She is also a
Senior Associate at the Cambridge Institute for Sustainability Leadership.

Her internationally acclaimed idea of Doughnut Economics has been
widely influential amongst sustainable development thinkers, progressive
businesses and political activists, and she has presented it to audiences
ranging from the UN General Assembly to the Occupy movement. Her
book, Doughnut Economics: seven ways to think like a 21st century
economist is being published in the UK and US in April 2017 and
translated into Italian, German, Spanish, Portuguese, Dutch and
Japanese.

Ends.
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Submission #

174

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Organisation

Taihape Netball Centre

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telept 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Cor d Email
Oral Hearing yes
Details to remain yes
private?

Issue One Optionl
Issue Two e
Priority 1

Issue Two a
Priority 2

Issue Two b
Priority 3

Issue Two d
Priority 4

Issue Two c
Priority 5

Other economic
development activities

Issue Three no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

Taihape Netball Centre has occupied the Squash Club building as part of the Combined Sports Association for 20+ years. The Association had lapsed some time ago and each sporting
code (squash, tennis and netball) now runs on its own with separate leases.

Just recently, Squash has renovated that building to their advantage and removed one toilet and built a wall encroaching on half of the changing facility that was utilised by Netball
players.

Netball will be approaching Council to gain some autonomy in terms of the "space" remaining.

A recent attendance at the Memorial Park User Group meeting highlighted the need for a multi-use changing and bathroom facility for all Park users. Taihape Netball Centre fully supports
this concept.

Attention will be required on the tennis and netball courts in the next year or so. The current tiled surface that Netball funded is deteriorating - and removal of this surface revealing the
one underneath will not be beneficial to any sports. Total removal of the court surfaces and relaying the drainage and improving up from there will future proof the courts for future
generations.
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Submission # 168

First Name Michelle

Last Name Fannin

Position / Taihape Community Board
Organisation

Address 1 C/- Taihape Town Hall

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1 211526412

Email Address

michelle.fannin62@gmail.com

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Cor d Email
Oral Hearing yes
Details to remain

private?

Issue One Option 2
Issue Two e
Priority 1

Issue Two c
Priority 2

Issue Two a
Priority 3

Issue Two d
Priority 4

Issue Two b
Priority 5

Other economic
development activities

4€C¢Taihape Community Board wants Economic Development.

4€CTo achieve the above the board would like to see Rangitikei District Council be more welcoming and business friendly, more supportive and to minimise the consent process and other
related matters. A clear succinct &€cepathwaya€ would be encouraging rather than d€ceoff-puttinga€.

4€¢We would also like to see a system that clearly explains to an organisation or business what and when information is required. This would allow for ease of collection and unhindered
progress to be made.

4€CRangitikei District Council needs to enable (support/encourage) growth and incentise.

Issue Three

yes

Other Issues - CD

06. Taihape Community Board supports Upgrade of Taihape Pools. d€ce
The board would like to support the concept of co-funding this project with TCDT who have indicated a willingness to help in this space.

07. Amenities on Taihape Memorial Park. Taihape Community Board supports the new amenities block on the Taihape Memorial Park.
11. Taihape Civic Facility - Taihape Community Board supports further consultation on the development of Taihape Town Hall.
14. Parks - Taihape Community Board supports maintaining the current provision of service at Taihape Memorial Park, the level of service is excellent.

To ensure this level of service, the board requests that Rangitikei District Council considers more of the contracts need to come back in house, so the levels of service continue to increase
in-line with those observed in the parks and reserve space.

Other issues - Non CD

We support 4€ceFriends of Taihapea€, and the Papakai Park/Taihape Memorial Park Reserve development and upgrade, with the support and direction from Rangitikei District Council.

Taihape Community Board wants to see the development of a Motor home friendly town rating for Taihape and see the potential development of the Weka street extension turnoff area
at the back of the bowling/croquet grounds at Taihape Memorial Park as a possible site.

Taihape Community Board supports the suggestion that the Gentle Annie road become part of the State Highway network.

Taihape Community Board together with Rangitikei District Council to work on development of the Outback Playground; 4€ceGumboot Themea€ playground.
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Submission to Council 0%
Our Group would like to bring Councils attention to the need for an

ablution and toilet block at the Taihape Recreation Grounds.

We are a small committee who organise and run an annual three day
show jumping event attracting up to 400plus competitors and their
supporters on the 2" weekend in February. This event runs from Thursday
night until Sunday afternoon.

In the past we have been forced to use totally inadequate facilities for
showering. Last year these were inspected and we were informed that
they were deemed to be unsafe. In order for us to get these up to an
acceptable safety standard a large sum of money would be required to fix
these.

As there has been ongoing discussion with Council over a period of
time in regard to the need of new facilities, we decided that in the
meantime we would hire showers instead. As you can see, by the attached
quotes, these turned out to be both expensive (from local Hire business)
and unrealistic in regards to travel (Upper Hutt). We then opted to hire
just two porta showers but in the end these proved to also be inadequate
for the number of people requiring them. We also have to hire extra
toilets for this event.

Our main focus moving forward as a group is to continue upgrading, in
some area’s derelict, horse pens. To continue attracting competitors to
our show we need to be seen to be improving these facilities.

We continually get told, by visitors to the show, that the Taihape
Recreational grounds would be the most scenic and have the best location
because of the easy access to town, supermarkets, restaurants and
shopping. The swimming pool and park are also popular with the children
but adequate toilet and more important shower facilities need to be
provided.
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FRACTING LTD

Yoo Newne Tt - We Do T2 S
AND HIRE

: PO Box 29
—y Main Road

WAIOURU

Quote 00013525

Taihape Show Jumping
Date: 19/01/2018
Order Number:
GST No: 86562405
QTy DESCRIPTION PRICE TOTAL
12 4 Pack Portaloo, pick up PM 8th Feb, Return 11th Feb, 3 days $17.39 $208.70
4 Trave! to Taihape Sat Morning to clean 52km at $3 per km $33.92 $135.66
4 Cleaning 1 Portaloo Sat 10th Feb $22.61 $90.43
4 Clean on Return $22.61 $90.44
8 Portashower Single $86.96 $695.65
16 Extra 2 Days Portashower Single $43.48 $695.65
8 cleaning single portashower on return $22.61 $180.87
3 Water Tanker $86.96 $260.87
1 Generator Trailerised weekend $391.30 $391.30
156 Delivery and Uplift Towable at $3 per km, 52km trip. x 3 vehicles $2.61 $406.98
INTERNET BANKING:
Tweeddale Contracting Ltd
01 0763 0013854 00 .
CONTRACTING/ACCOUNTS:
Please use Invoice number as 06 3875 022 or SALES AMOUNT: $3,156.53
reference. 00013525 tweeddale.ltd@xtra.co.nz GST: $473.48
EFTPOS: . HIRE CENTRE: SUB TOTAL: $3,630.01
Pop into Hire Centre and pay via 06 3876 955 or
cash/eftpos tweeddalehire@xtra.co.nz PAYMENT $0.00
POST: WEBSITE: BALANCE DUE: $3,630.01
Cheque to
PO.BOX 29 www.tweeddale.co.nz
Waiouru 4861
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Horizons’ expectation is that consenting strategies minimise the use of the existing
use rights provisions of the Resource Management Act. Horizons councillors have
directed staff to use the powers available to them to avoid prolonged use of existing
use rights for wastewater treatment plant discharges. Council will be seeking an
explanation from all territorial authorities where there are discharges occurring via
existing use rights as to timeframes and approach to reconsenting. Council’s
expectation is that planning for reconsenting has occurred well in advance of
consent expiry and the need to resort to the use of existing use rights is removed.

Horizons is keen to continue to work with council officers as you further develop
and refine your approach to consent renewals. With this in mind, we support RDC's
funding commitment to improving the quality of wastewater discharges in the
District, and your acknowledgement of increasing environmental standards and
ongoing compliance costs associated with wastewater treatment. We look forward
to working with RDC as the proposal to pipe Marton’s wastewater to Bulls for
treatment and discharge progresses. In principle, Horizons supports an approach
that will result in fewer discharges of a higher quality. However, we do have some
concerns regarding the timeframes and seek from council a firm commitment to
manage Marton's wastewater, given our earlier comment regarding our council’s
concerns about protracted reliance on existing use rights and the challenges of
non-compliance with existing consent conditions. Ongoing discharge to the
Tutaenui Stream is likely to continue to be challenging and Horizons is seeking the
development of a definitive consenting strategy. We note that Manawatl District
Council (MDC) is proposing a similar approach and we suggest that RDC
continues to explore practical options, including combining treatment with MDC.

With regard to the expansion of the Ratana treatment plant, we note the
collaboration between our councils and the community to successfully secure the
continued support of the Freshwater Improvement Fund. Horizons acknowledges
the challenges RDC faces in resourcing upgrades to wastewater treatment, and
will continue to work with our territorial authorities and their communities to identify
and support applications to sources of non-ratepayer funding.

Stormwater and flood protection

Horizons notes RDC's focus on private drains and stormwater ‘hot spots’. We
would be happy to discuss management of private drains, and whether it would fit
best with RDC's activities or within an existing river management scheme. If the
concerns around hot spots relate to flooding issues, Horizons looks forward to
continuing to work collaboratively with RDC and your technical advisors to ensure
the effective alignment of management of these areas with Horizons’ river
management scheme activity.

With regard to the information presented in the draft Financial and Infrastructure
Strategy relating to changes in compliance requirements, the One Plan has for
some years included regulations for discharges of stormwater. While wastewater
discharges remain Horizons’ most pressing priority, we are starting to work more
closely with territorial authorities in the Region as they assess consenting
requirements for their discharges of stormwater to water. We note your
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officers to appear. We would prefer to attend the hearing on the afternoon of 16
May, in Marton.

Yours sincerely

&
Michael McCartney
CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Encl: Key results of the Enviroschools nationwide census 2017 — overview for
pariners
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Submission # 137

First Name Bruce

Last Name Gordon
Position / Dudding Lake
Organisation

Address 1 265 Waimutu Road
Address 2

Town Marton

Postcode

Telept 1 274427462

Email Address

Bruce@brucegordoncontracting.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Cor d

Email

Oral Hearing

Yes

Details to remain
private?

Issue One

N/A

Issue Two
Priority 1

a

Issue Two
Priority 2

Issue Two
Priority 3

Issue Two
Priority 4

Issue Two
Priority 5

Other economic

development activities

Issue Three

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

As the operator of Dudding lake, | would like to present to you the importance of this facility to our District. The Lake attracts people from both the local community, and throughout the
North Island. Money is needed constantly for driveway repairs and upgrading work being carried out at the lake. With the recent felling of the trees and the income going to Council |
would like to submit to you to consider the sealing of the roadway into the Lake. This has been allowed for in past LTPs however has not been able to proceed. | would also like to share

with you a brief report on Lake usage.
Regards Bruce
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Stream and will be the most cost-effective solution for managing wastewater from Marton
and Bulls.

The Manawati District Council’s Draft Long Term Plan 2018-28 includes a similar wastewater
centralisation project that involves the piping of wastewater from the villages of Halcombe,
Sanson, Rongotea, Awahuri, Cheltenham and Kimbolton to the Feilding Wastewater
Treatment Plant.

The Manawatd District Council also notes and supports Council’s intention to also investigate
upgrades to Mangaweka’s wastewater within the next five years.

Decisions Sought:

e Thatthe proposed upgrades to the Ratana wastewater treatment plant be retained in
the Long Term Plan as drafted.

e That the proposal to pipe Marton’s wastewater to Bulls for treatment is retained as
proposed in the Draft Long Term Plan 2018-28, providing this solution is still deemed
to be the most cost-effective solution with the best environmental outcomes following
further analysis of soil types and other treatment processes as outlined in the
infrastructure Strategy.

e That Council investigate upgrades to Mangaweka’s wastewater treatment plant within
the next five years as proposed in the Draft Long Term Plan.

Mangaweka Bridge

The Manawat( District Council supports the inclusion of the Mangaweka Bridge replacement
in the Rangitikei District Council's Draft Long Term Plan. As noted in the Consultation
Document, this is a boundary bridge that is shared with the Manawat District Council.

The Manawati District Council’s Draft Long Term Plan includes the Mangaweka Bridge
replacement as a key project. Our draft budget includes the Manawatu District Council’s share
of the project costs ($5,038,430), spread across 2018/19 and 2019/20. The majority of the
costs lie in 2019/20 ($4,213,040). Manawat( District Council notes that these timeframes are
dependent on the outcome of the New Zealand Transport Agency business case investment
process.

Decisions Sought:

e That the Mangaweka Bridge replacement project be retained in the Long Term Plan.

Kerbside Recycling

The Manawat District Council supports the Rangitikei District Council’s proposal to introduce
a kerbside recycling service in Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls, Marton, Hunterville,
Mangaweka and Taihape as it will result in the diversion of recyclables from landfill. The
Manawatl District Council considers that this kerbside recycling initiative shows
environmental leadership on the part of the Rangitikei District Council.
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Decision Sought:

e That a Council kerbside recycling service be provided in Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata,
Bulls, Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and Taihape as proposed in the Draft Long
Term Plan.

We wish to be heard in respect to this submission. Our preference is to speak at the Hearing
at the Marton Council Chamber on the 17t of May.

Yours sincerely

! <=
g § e (T
/N
Helen Worboys ‘\\/%

Mavor

On behalf of the Manawat{ District Council
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Carol Dickson

From: Sally Patrick <PatrickSally@ngatawa.school.nz>
Sent: Friday, 4 May 2018 12:01 PM

To: RDC Information

Subject: Hockey Turf LTP Submission.docx
Attachments: Hockey Turf LTP Submission.docx

Dear Rangitikei District Council

Please find attached Nga Tawa Diocesan School Board’s Submission to Rangitikei 2018-2028, LTP. The School would
like the opportunity to speak to the submission at the Marton meeting.

Yours sincerely

S. Patrick on behalf of R. Dalrymple, Chair.
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Rangitikei District Council LTP Submission 2018

Nga Tawa Diocesan School Board

The Nga Tawa Diocesan Board wish to acknowledge Rangitikei District Council’s generosity and
commitment to developing and maintaining excellent sporting facilities in the Rangitikei, and for
partnering with the School to develop a national standard Hockey turf for the benefit of the Rangitikei
community and development of hockey in the region.

The Board notes the Council’s confirmation in its Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
of its commitment for essential partnerships to progress facility development.

Council will continue to support the provision of play grounds and skate parks but will look
increasingly for partnerships with the community to renew or refurbish these facilities.

(Rangitikei 2018-2028, p.25)

The Board understands that the amount of $100,000 from insurance monies put aside in the 2015-
2018 LTP for the partnered hockey Turf Project, is still tagged for this development.

The Board would like to update the Council on progression of the Nga Tawa Hockey Turf Project.

It has been working steadily through its current asset development and maintenance plan, and is now
in a position to prioritise the Hockey Turf Project, and to engage in full with its Memorandum of
Understanding partners (Rangitikei District Council, Rangitikei College, Rangitikei Hockey
Association and Sport Whanganui).

School representatives have met regularly with Sport Whanganui personnel during 2018, and Board
Chair Roger Dalrymple is working closely with the Rangitikei Hockey Association. .

Stuart Hylton Consultancy 1Ltd has been contracted to revise the earlier (2008) Feasibility Study,
focusing on the key areas of community need and outcomes, funding strategy, operational plan and
risk management. This essential body of work prepares the School in readiness for major funding
applications in the next quarter.

Engineering analysis of the proposed site at Nga Tawa is currently underway, with the quantity
surveying process is due to follow in June 2018.

Successful funding initiatives specific to the Project have been undertaken over the last four years,
and will form an integral part of the School’s contribution within the 2018 Project Funding Strategy.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit to the Long Term Plan, 2018-2028.

Yours sincerely
ap—
A oy A
# e / P

Roger Dalrymple

Chair

Nga Tawa Diocesan School
PBag 1101 Marton 4787
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RDC SUBMISSION 2018

Overall: Council to separate the NEEDS from the WANTS in the Community.

The basis of all Communities are clean drinking water and proper sanitation.
The lack of either resulis in disease and health issues. This should be the major
priority of any Council.

LTP Key Priorities for 2018-2028, as per RDC Unfolding the plan

Marton Sewerage — permit expires 2019

This should be under urgency. The 2 Options in the LTP present unacceptable
risk to the Ratepayers. Marton has 6,000 people and is the main town in the
Rangitikei. Piping sewerage to Bulls Plant (designed for up to 2,000 pop) would
entail major rebuild cost to this plant. We are in the same earthquake
risk/zone as Wellington. A split or break in a pipe would present a
contamination of land and groundwater — the potential sueing of RDC
Ratepayers for damages by landowners could not be ruled out. Open channels
are totally out of the question, adverse weather events present too greater risk
to properties and containment. Marton needs a state of the art treatment
facility. No short term fixes. RDC, bite the bullet ... do it properly even if it
means mega millions! This is a NEED not a WANT.

Spreading waste on sand country. Environmentally unsound practice.
Contamination of groundwater and private bores will affect peoples lives and
livehoods. Society is very aware of clean rivers, land pollution and sustainable
practices within communities. The Public are not tolerant of Councils that get
it wrong — Havelock North water and fire fighting foam episodes.

Roading and Bridges

Heavy vehicles have increased in weight for the past 10 years. This 10 year
Plan sees no serious attempt to strengthen RDC Roads and Bridges. So this 20
years of lack of action is unacceptable and is having an economic impact right
now.
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I am concerned by a RDC letter | received which states RDC has no knowledge
of deaths and serious accidents which have occurred on my rural road. | want
RDC to establish a full accident record of all their rural roads. This should be
the basis for setting redevelopment priorities on these roads.

Economic Development

Get with the Technology....Electronic sign boards. Have a look at Signmakers in
Palmerston North. The impact these huge boards have is immediate and can
be programmes from a laptop!

People get their information directly now — apps, websites etc. the old days of
pamphlets expensive staffing of information centres are obsolete. Contract
out the booklets/pamphlets to suitable local business.

Bulls Community Centre

The state of the Criterion site is a mess. Where is the owner’s building
programme? From the start of this consultation our Town has grown in
population, to provide a 306 person Town Hall, floor area 11.5 metre by 13
metres is well under the needs of our town. The floor area of the existing hall
is 14 metres square (not including the foyer or stage)! There is a considerable
disconnect between Bulls citizens and RDC agenda on this project.

NZ has grown from 3 million to close to 5 million — our population is on the
increase!

Finally, RDC to provide the NEEDS of the Community and re-evaluate the
WANTS.

H Thorby, Bulls Ratep‘ayer
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Carol Dickson

[

From: Coralee Matena <CMatena@fedfarm.org.nz>

Sent: Friday, 4 May 2018 11:21 AM

To: LongTerm Plan Communications

Subject: Federated Farmers Submission to the LTP

Attachments: 20180504 Federated Farmers Submission to Rangitikei District Council LTP.pdf
Categories: Carol

Please find attached Federated Farmers submission to the LTP.
Please contact me if you have any queries

Kind regards

Coralee Matena

P

féederated Farmers of New Zealand

Farming House — 105 Queen Street
PO Box 945 - Palmerston North 4440

06 353 5104
027 265 1648
www.fedfarm.org.nz

This email communication is confidential between the sender and the recipient. The intended recipient may not distribute it without the permission of the sender. If this email is received in error, it
remains confidential and you may not copy, retain or distribute itin any manner. Please notify the sender immediately and erase all copies of the message and all attachments. Thank you.

This email communication is confidential between the sender and the recipient. The intended recipient may not distribute it without the permission of the
sender. If this email is received in error, it remains confidential and you may not copy, retain or distribute it in any manner. Please notify the sender
immediately and erase all copies of the message and all attachments. Thank you.
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10.

1.

12.

Federated Farmers recommends that Economic Development should be funded by the
beneficiaries of such expenditure, primarily central business owners.

Federated Farmers strongly supports the replacement of the Managweka bridge and encourages
Council to expedite this activity where possible.

As farmer compliance with wastewater, waste, water and nutrient management is funded directly
by the farmer, we therefore recommend that Council should target rates for these developments
to those who will be using the services.

Federated Farmers recommends that Council’s recycling depots be accessible to rural users
also, given the contribution that rural ratepayers make to the rubbish core service.

Community and Leisure Assets is becoming a significant cost to Council. Federated Farmers
submits that it is inappropriate for Council to fund such projects unless other businesses and
funding channels are prepared to also come to the table. We are particularly concerned about
the money proposed to be spent on the Marton Council Building, Empire building and precinct.

To more fairly cost recover the roading rates, Federated Farmers recommends that Council apply
a differential to the roading rate, where urban and rural rate payers’ differential are struck at 1,
commercial and industrial struck at 2 and forestry 2.5. These differentials will enable Council to
obtain a greater contribution from heavy road users, therefore enabling a more proactive
maintenance schedule than what Council have proposed

We remind Council that the incomes of ratepayers will in no way increase to the same extent as
the proposed increases in rates.

Federated Farmers is disappointed to see Council proposing to move activities funded by the
UAGC to instead utilising the General Rate to fund these activities, given that Council notes that
they are activities which will have a district wide benefit. Federated Farmers does not support
these changes and recommends that Council continue to fund these activities via the UAGC.

GENERAL COMMENTS

13.

14.

15.

In our submission to the proposed 2017 Annual Plan, we reminded Council about the 2012
revision of the Purpose Statement for Local Government — “to meet the current and future needs
of communities for good quality local infrastructure, local public services, and performance of
regulatory functions in a way that is most cost-effective for households and businesses”. Our
reference to this Policy Change was driven by concerns that Council were focusing too heavily
on the four well-beings rather than on core infrastructure such as water and sewerage.

Federated Farmers continues to advocate that Council needs to focus on providing infrastructure
and core services to the community, and not be carried away with delivering nice to have
projects. With vital core infrastructure in the Rangitikei to be maintained and upgraded, Council
is not in a position to be spending large on nice to haves.

Further, with a small rating base, large geographical area and many kilometres of roads per
ratepayer, there are many tensions and demands for expenses. It is unlikely the community will
specifically identify, let alone agree on, specific areas of expenditure which should be cut back.
We consider it is Council's responsibility to lead this discussion by assessing and prioritising
current and planned expenditure and then discussing these options with the community. This
means that nice-to-have projects may have to postponed or cancelled.
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PROPOSED PROJECTS

Economic Development

16. Federated Farmers believes that Economic Development should be funded by the beneficiaries
of such expenditure, primarily central business owners, and potential new central business
owners. However, we note that the funding policy requires capital value ratepayers (particularly
farmers) to fund 85% to 95% of these costs, when benefits accrue to those businesses operating
in the central business area.

17. Most of these businesses do not have significant capital value required to produce income from
tourism, and contribute limited rates to the District, yet potentially benefit from other ratepayers
contributions on their behalf. Typically, a farm will have 10 to 100 times the land value rated
compared to these businesses, so will pay 10 to 100 times more towards promotion of those
enterprises, and pay around $36/per ha for dairy, and $3-4/ha for sheep and beef to their own
industry-good organisations each year.

Mangaweka Bridge — strengthen/replace

18. Federated Farmers strongly supports the replacement of the Managweka bridge to allow for
heavy vehicles to use the bridge, and therefore access to the pastoral farms and horticultural
businesses for whom the bridge is vital to maintaining their operations. Federated Farmers asks
Council to ensure that this vital road link is reinstated as soon as possible.

Wastewater, Waste Minimisation and Water Schemes

19. Federated Farmers supports developments to core infrastructure such as wastewater, solid
waste and water. As farmer compliance with wastewater, waste, water and nutrient management
is funded directly by the farmer, we therefore believe that Council should target rates for these
developments to those who will be using the services.

20. Federated Farmers also recommends that Council’s recycling depots be accessible to rural users
also, given the contribution that rural ratepayers make to the rubbish core service.

21. Federated Farmers advocates that rating differentials or targeted rates for wastewater, solid
waste and drinking water, more fairly require those who are benefiting or utilising the activity to
provide the required rating contributions. Federated Farmers also reiterates that given the new
developments proposed, these activities should be funded directly from those who will
utilise/benefit these services.

Bulls community centre, Marton heritage precinct and Marton civic centre

22. Community and Leisure Assets is becoming a significant cost to Council. While we accept there
is a need for basic services to be provided, such as community halls, Council offices and
essential community infrastructure, the proposed schemes have the potential to become
grandiose white elephants, as enthusiasm and egos overtake common sense. It is inappropriate
for Council to fund such projects unless other businesses and funding channels are prepared to
also come to the table. We are particularly concerned about the money proposed to be spent on
the Marton Council Building, Empire building and precinct.

Roading

23. For our members, and primary producers in general, roading remains the critical component of
New Zealand's land transport infrastructure, and we hold in particular, concerns in respect to
both the current and future state of local roading.

24. Federated Farmers has previously raised concerns about the usability and safety of some of
Rangitikei’s rural roads, and in particular the minimal contribution made by heavy road users to

4
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25.

their maintenance. Given our concerns we do not support Council taking a “fix as you go”
approach to roads impacted by increased heavy traffic activities like forestry.

As demonstrated in our recent submission to the review Horizons Land Transport Plan, rural
ratepayers contribute heavily to roading, with the contribution from Rangitikei rural ratepayers
the highest across the Horizons region (refer following table).

ROADING RATE for RURAL RATEPAYERS for Indicative Rating Values by DISTRICT
District Rate Factor C.V. $1 000000 | C.V. $2000000 | C.V. $5000000
(Incl GST) LV. $700000 | L.V. $1450000 | L.V. $4 200000
Horowhenua DC | 0.00067203
672.03 1344.06 3360.15
C.V.
Manawatu DC | 9.90065 +$100 750.00 1400.00 3350.00
Rangitikei DC 0.002153
2153.00 4306.00 10765.00
C.V.
Ruapehu DC 0.00171335
1713.35 3426.70 8566.75
C.V.
Tararua DC 0.00171912 L.V.
1479.36 2768.70 7496.28
+ $275.98
Whanganui DC 0.0016723
1672.30 3344.60 8361.50
C.V.

26.

27.

28.

29.

As Council’s roading rates are struck using Capital Value, farms unfairly pay the bulk of roading
contributions despite utilizing the infrastructure less than forestry, commercial and industrial
users.

A forestry rating unit, will have a capital value that is predominantly based on land value, as these
units have a low proportion of improvements as tree values do not form part of the valuation. On
the contrary, a farm of the same land value, will have a far greater capital value given the
proportion of improvements that a farm has which increases its capital value. This anomaly
therefore requires forestry rating units to contribute a small amount when compared to a farming
operation.

Commercial and industrial rating units however, are more likely to have a capital value similar to
a farming rating unit, therefore generally providing roading rate contributions which are similar.
This is despite the reality that a commercial and industrial property is far more dependent on the
road than a farm, given the need to utilise roading to regularly receive and/or send stock, and
enable customers access.

To more fairly cost recover the roading rates, Federated Farmers recommends that Council apply
a differential to the roading rate, where urban and rural rate payers’ differential are struck at 1,
commercial and industrial struck at 2 and forestry 2.5. These differentials will enable Council to
obtain a greater contribution from heavy road users, therefore enabling a more proactive
maintenance schedule than what Council have proposed.
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FINANCIAL STRATEGY

Rates Increases

30.

31.

32.

33.

Over the past few years, ratepayers have experienced rates increases well above the rate of
inflation, whether it is expressed as the consumer price index (which is of primary importance to
ratepayers) or the local government cost index. This places considerable burden on ratepayers.

We remind Council that the incomes of ratepayers will in no way increase to the same extent as
the proosed increases in rates, with the implication that the costs Council is imposing on its
ratepayers, will squeeze out other areas of expenditure. An average regional increase of 4.9%,
forecast% is significant and it is therefore important that Council looks to save money where
possible.

Federated Farmers again reiterates our support for the inclusion of examples of the impact of
rating proposals in the Consultation Document. We are pleased that Council has included this
information in the summary, as when one looks at overall rating impact, it is often difficult to tell
the impact this will have on individual properties within the District.

When reviewing the rating examples, Federated Farmers is however concerned about the size
of the rates increase forecasted for the example property on page 30 of the document, Rural
Dairy/Pastoral — Rangatira — New capital value $7,200,000. We note that this rating unit has a
rates increase of 63.97%, a vast increase yet the property will not receive any additional services
from Council. It appears the increase is as a result of a change in valuation. Federated Farmers
submits to Council, that for properties that have rating contributions unfairly skewed by the value
of their property, Council work to reduce these rates to a fairer amount by way of rating remission.

REVENUE AND FINANCING STRATEGY

General Rate

34.

35.

Federated Farmers recognises the general rate is based on capital value. While Federated
Farmers prefers the use of Capital Value when compared with Land Value rating because it
achieves a better connection between services received and costs, we consider that rating based
on property value does not reflect the benefit received from Council services. It also means that
high value properties such as farms are contributing disproportionally more to rates than lower
value commercial and residential properties, regardless of the relative earnings and of the extent
to which the property creates demand for council services.

Federated Farmers is of the belief that Council should only use the general rate where there is
a correlation between a ratepayer’s property value and the benefit they receive from the
expenditure, or the amount the ratepayer contributes towards the need for the expenditure.

Uniform Annual General Charge

36.

37.

Federated Farmers considers that Uniform Annual General Charges are a fair way for Council’s
to rate for services that provide an indistinguishable amount of benefit across ratepayer groups.
When these mechanisms are utilised every ratepayer pays the same amount for the public good
services of council. Higher use of uniform annual general charges also reduces reliance on the
property value general rate as a funding mechanism, and flattens the distribution of rates bills
between high to low value properties.

We note the legislative cap on use of UAGC at 30% of rating revenue. This Draft Annual Plan
sees the UAGC maintained at 22% of total rates required, much the same as last year. This is
concerning for Federated Farmers, as we would hope Council would be increasing the use of
the UAGC rather than decreasing.
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Draft Revenue and Financing Policy

38.

39.

Federated Farmers is disappointed to see Council proposing to move activities funded by the
UAGTC to instead utilising the General Rate to fund these activities, given that Council notes that
they are activities which will have a district wide benefit. The proposal specifically rates to:

e Community Leadership Group of Activities

e Community and Leisure Group of Activities

o Environment and Regulatory Service Group of Activities.

This leaves scope to fund additional activities through the UAGC. Where the benefit received or
the contribution to the cost of the activity has no correlation to property value, or where the activity
does not provide any specific benefit to any particular ratepayer groups, should be included in
the UAGC calculation. These include halls, property, community awards and environmental and
regulatory services, where the balance is not met by user charges. Federated Farmers therefore
does not support these changes and recommends that Council continue to fund these activities
via the UAGC.

ABOUT FEDERATED FARMERS

Federated Farmers is a not-for-profit primary sector policy and advocacy organisation that
represents the majority of farming businesses in New Zealand. Federated Farmers has a long and
proud history of representing the interests of New Zealand's farmers.

The Federation aims to add value to its members’ farming businesses. Our key strategic outcomes
include the need for New Zealand to provide an economic and social environment within which:

e

Our members may operate their business in a fair and flexible commercial environment;

Our members’ families and their staff have access to services essential to the needs of the rural
community; and

Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices.

This submission is representative of member views and reflect the fact that local government rating
and spending policies impact on our member's daily lives as farmers and members of local
communities.

Manawatu/Rangitikei and Wanganui Federated Farmers thanks Rangitikei District Council for
considering our submission.
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Submission # 160

First Name Bart

Last Name van der Wee
Position /

Organisation

Address 1 2965 SH1
Address 2

Town Marton
Postcode 4787

Telephone 1 223427570

Email Address

bart@vanderwee.kiwi.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

yes

Cor d

Email

Oral Hearing

yes

Details to remain
private?

Issue One

Option 3

Issue Two
Priority 1

c

Issue Two
Priority 2

Issue Two
Priority 3

Issue Two
Priority 4

Issue Two
Priority 5

Other economic
development activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

The on-going use of known dangerous chemicals near waterways, in building materials, horticultural/agricultural sprays and what is being allowed into landfill.
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Submission # 150

First Name Belinda

Last Name Howard
Position /

Organisation

Address 1 149 Kakariki Road
Address 2 RD1

Town Marton

Postcode

Telept 1 06 327 4215

Email Address

belindah@inspire.net.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Cor d Email
Oral Hearing yes
Details to remain

private?

Issue One Option 2
Issue Two a
Priority 1

Issue Two e
Priority 2

Issue Two c
Priority 3

Issue Two d
Priority 4

Issue Two a
Priority 5

Other economic
development activities

Promotion is probably the most important option, as many businesses aren't aware that Rangitikei exists, let alone the benefits it offers. But | seriously doubt this could be done
effectively with the budget you have set aside.

Incentivising growth is something that is also very important, judging by comments I've heard from people moving to the area about the incredibly difficult time they've had with Council.
The main focus should be on training Council officers to be far more focused on facilitating rather than obstructing.

Business development services are readily available to Rangitikei businesses - Council's role should be fairly simple here - ensuring businesses are aware of the services available,
particularly through CEDA, and perhaps encouraging CEDA to be more proactive in our District.

There is also an opportunity through CEDA for local employers to highlight opportunities and pathways through the annual Sort It Careers Expo. There's no point duplicating the work
being done there by setting up a stand-alone event - talk to CEDA about working together.

| don't believe Council has the expertise to be working on expanding markets - far better to facilitate better connections for local export businesses with NZTE's programmes.

Issue Three

yes

Other Issues - CD

| would like to record my disappointment that the full draft Long Term Plan was only available online, according to the Council staff member | spoke to at the Marton office. The full plan
contains far more information about a range of issues than the consultation document, which is obviously designed to consult on only a few key things. Making the full draft available only
online means a significant portion of the community will be completely unaware of issues outside those Council has chosen to include in the consultation document.

Other issues - Non CD

In the Rangitikei District Council Long-Term Plan 2015-25, on page 90, Council made reference to an Arts Policy.

1 Arts Policy
To promote the District as an a€cearts friendly communityd€ where those who create original works of the imagination feel appreciated. This policy sits under the key strategic intent
4€ceto support recreation, creative and cultural pursuitsa€. Council will provide support for cultural arts and expression and celebrating the diversity within communities.

However, despite a search of Councila€™s website, and annual plans developed since the adoption of the Long-Term Plan, it appears no attempt has been made to progress this. It
appears Councila€™s only contribution has been to distribute funds supplied by Creative New Zealanda€™s Creative Communities funding scheme. Indeed, the policy itself does not seem
to exist on the website.

Independently of any Council action (or inaction) the creative community in Rangitikei has been developing strongly, with new arrivals contributing their skills and expertise to existing
local groups. New initiatives are being developed and existing groups are taking steps to upskill themselves.

The arts offer a significant economic potential for Rangitikei. Our arts community has come to the attention of the organisers of Open Studios Whanganui and as a result several local
artists and organisations have been part of this programme in 2018. Open Studios brings visitors and their money to the region from around the country, and Rangitikei now has an
opportunity to leverage off the event and bring those visitors to our district.

A significant arts supply business is in the process of relocating from Wellington to Marton, with the intention of continuing and expanding their retail business, and developing gallery,
workshop and creative spaces in their new premises. This business will attract money, and visitors. Another art supply business has recently relocated to Marton and is investigating ways
to become involved with our arts community.

A trial pop-up gallery/retail operation ran in Marton in 2016 and was successful enough for the organisers to commit to running it again in 2017, with plans to expand in 2018. The gallery
brought people to Marton, and enabled local artists and crafters to sell their work.

As well as adding to the vibrancy of our community, these initiatives demonstrate an economic potential for the region. Our relatively affordable housing and good transport links make
this a desirable location for arts practitioners. We are well positioned to leverage off the arts communities in Palmerston North and Whanganui, and to bring visitors from outside the
region to visit for special events. Those visitors may well consider moving to the area, increasing the population and bringing new businesses with them.
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W(H}ITHER THE REGIONS ?

The Government’s big guns were in town last week, announcing the findings of the much vaunted Manawatu -
Wanganui Regional Growth Strategy. Minister of Economic Development, Hon Steven Joyce said "you have a
focus on this region which | believe is a once-in —a ~lifetime opportunity” Too true. This paper has been carrying
articles for years bemoaning the poor economic results from this, and many other, regions around the country.
When this study was announced last year, | hoped that, at long last, we would see a comprehensive and
competent, analysis of what has gone wrong with the country’s regional economies for decades, and
consequently, what needed to be done to put them right. | obtained a copy of the study and read it eagerly
from cover to cover. Nowhere did | find such an analysis or recommendations. What an incredibly wasted
opportunity!

| had the opportunity, at the National Party’s Regional conference in Palmerston north in May, when the same
Minister was leading a session on Regional Development, to put these concerns to him. He dismissed my
concerns curtly, saying he was not interested in what had gone wrong and who was to blame; he just wanted to
find some projects in the regions for investment. If the problems which have caused the regional run-down are
not identified and corrected, what'is the point in investing more money on to the same failed infrastructure? Is
this not a classic case of the old truism of “throwing good money after bad”? Practically all of the new
investment opporiunities identified are export oriented, so they need an export friendly economy to be
successful. It is exactly the lack of such an expori-friendly economy over recent decades that has caused the
decline of New Zealand’s export industries, and with them the regions, because the bulk of these industries are
based in the regions.

There are continuing calls, whenever regional development is discussed, that regional towns and centres nesd
to atiract more and new industry. What seems to escape these wise advisers is that every region in the country
is home to a substantial share of the couniry’s major industry. Dare | point out that this is farming, the “sunset
industry” of Rogernomics times? The components of farming change over the years, in response to the
fluctuating fortunes of the respective sectors of the industry, but the farming industry as a whole continues to
be the major driver of the economy, especially the regional economies. If has become fashionable recently to
split farming in to its different sectors, whether dairy, meat, wool, arable, horticultural, eic. Maybe it makes it
easier to pit one sector against another. It certainly makes it easier to claim that, for example, tourismis a
greater export earner than dairy. But it is the farming industry as a whole that is important and that, like it or
lump It, continues to sustain the N.Z. economy, and is likely to continue to do so until the new sunrise industries
arise above the horizon.

Over the past few years, | have obtained figures from Beef and Lamb N.Z.’s econormic service, showing the
“real” incomes, i.e. adjusted for inflation, of N.Z. sheep and beef farming over the past three decades. Aline
through the averages of the peaks and troughs shows a steady decline of effective incomes. it is no surprise that
so many sheep and beef farmers responded to this steadily worsening situation by converting to dairy farming,
where this was physically practical. Unfortunately for them, and for the country, the pot of gold, white gold, at
the end of the rainbow evaporated, and they and the country are now suffering.
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Trend Data
Ii-May-11
Year Farmi} Real Farm
Profit Profit
Before Before
Tax Tax
1970-71 5,833 52,550
1971-72 7,108 58,744
1972-73 18,820 145,891
1873-74 14,259 100,415
1974-75 5,368 33,550
1975-76 13,825 73,253
14976-77 20,194 94,364
1977-78 14,885 61,414
1878-79 16,485 71,837
1878-80 24,771 78,142
1980-81 21,897 59,120
1981-82 21,401 50,237
1682-83 23,385 48,537,
1683-84 18411 85,802
1884-85 34,209 50,870
188586 15,358 24,074
1986-87 25,866 34,719
1987-83 28,487 34,656
1988-88 28,261 32,823
19838-80 37,292 40,358
1590-91 28,816 29,892
1881-82 31,081 31,878
1992-33 36,241 35,718
1983-94 48,774 48774
1954-85 36,988 35,808
1895-88 26,110 24,655
1885-97 41,240 38,185
1987-98 31,57 28,890
1998-89 31,003 28,287
185800 50,862 55,119,
2000-01 96,438 84,447
2001-02 118,788 101,818
2002-63 89,737 75,031
2003-04 66,800 54,93
2004-05 73,265 58,659
2005-08 41,698 32,249
2008-067 25,110 21,820
2007-08 8,080 6,633
2008-08 54,942 38,856
2008-10p 61,000 42,391
2010-11e 67,600 45,339

Sheep & Beef Farm Profit before Tax
A8 Classes per Farm

140,000 -
120,000 -
100,000 -
E A
= 80,000 -
U
2 60,000 -
&
40,000 -
20,600 -
1] ;
T2 2 8 3 3 8% % 8 5 2
g 2 £ & 8 g 2 g8 g8 o
< = & o3 &3 o < o3 3 by
= - - P4 = - s P &2 @ g
Source: Beelf:Lamb New Zealand Economic Sarvice
Sheep & Beef Real Farm Profit before Tax
Al Clagees per Farm (base year 2004-05)
160,000 -
140.0600
120,000 -
£ 106,008
At
L 80008 -
a3
&
@ BOO00 -
40,000
26,000 hY
0 s g
- 5 f=d o3 e - 1] & o g i
e ~ b © @ b @ & < < o
ol < <o <« %3 o < o3 o @ v
g ~ P~ o @0 o3 & &3 o~ 3 <
[ T o < fed 3 f= [~13 j=4 <3 -
ot - - - P e - - & & g

Source: Beelslamb Now Zealand Economic Service

Source: Beef + Lamb New Zealand Economic Service

Headling indicator 1: growth in GDP
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Last year, at a workshop organised by the Rangitikei District Council, to look at the implications for the District
of the then recently announced Regional Growth Strategy, we were given various pieces of paper with
economic facts and figures. One of these is shown here, illustrating the “growth” in G.D.P. for the Rangitikei
District relative to the rest of New Zealand. (the rest of N.Z. doesn’t look too flash either). It doesn’t take a
rocket scientist to recognise the remarkable similarity between the two downhill lines. Regional towns, whether
of the size of Whanganui or Marton, or Bulls or Hunterville, grew up in a symbiotic relationship with their
surrounding countryside to service the needs of the surrounding population and for that population to provide
the custom to maintain the viability of the businesses in the towns. So it continued for a century until the
spending power of the countryside diminished and failed to support the businesses in the towns. As businesses
failed, potential customers travelled further to meet their needs, and so the downhill spiral began.

Why? Since the afore-mentioned Rogernomics disaster, the N.Z. economy, under the largely laissez faire policies
of successive governments, has been bedevilled by either excessive inflation, or excessive interest rates to try o
control that inflation, and an excessively high exchange rate brought about by both of the above. All of these
have had a devastatingly adverse effect on export industries, and on manufacturing industries which suffer from
much the same pressures and are forced to compete with imports made very cheap by the high exchange rate.
Just look at the long list of N.Z. manufacturing firms which have gone out of business over recent years, or
“relocated” to Asia, taking their employment with them. The focus of economic policy has been on controlling
inflation, which had to happen, because it was doing so much damage to the economy, but it should not have
been done at the expense of all other facets of the economy. Because of this preocccupation of controlling
inflation at the expense of everything else, and the Government’s consequent contract with the Governor of the
Reserve Bank, we now have the nonsense of that Governor trying to push inflation back up to the target range,
because that is what his contract says he has to do. His job depends on it. What is needed is a much more
halanced formula, which takes account of the health of the export economy, national savings levels, national
consumption and productivity.

Whenever people talk of these macro-economic factors, most people hold up their hands in horror and put itin
the too hard basket. Talk of the problems of the high exchange rate generates the same response “we're just a
small country in the midst of so many much greater players; we can’t have any influence”. It is precisely because
we are such a small country, more dependent, per capita, on exporting than any other country, that we must do
whatever we can to run our economy in a manner which encourages export and competitive domestic
industries, which are our life blood.

Next week we might look at some of these ways in which we can, and must, do better.
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HOW TO RE-BALANCE THE ECONOMY.

Most economic commentators either overlook the need to address this problem, or say that there is very
little that New Zealand, as a small country at the end of the world, can do to fight against the major forces of
world economies. Yet because we are a very small country, more dependent, per capita, on overseas trade than
any other in the developed world, is the very reason that it is critical that we re-develop our economy in a
manner which gives us the best possible balance in international trade. The key factor in this balance is the
country’s exchange rate. This gives the greatest encouragement to export industries to earn the overseas
income on which we live, and also discourages excessive importing of consumer goods when the country cannot
afford them.

Twice within the past year, when the exchange rate had come down to a reasonable level, | asked the
Minister of Finance, at public forums, what policies the Government had to maintain the exchange rate at that
acceptably low level. The response was totally dismissive. We don’t have such a policy; we don’t need one; we
look to the American economy improving; that will bring their interest rates up and lower our exchange rate
relative to the SU.S. We are still waiting, and our dollar is increasing to the extent that more and more
commentators are expressing real concern at its adverse impact on our export economy.

One of the few independent economists who has addressed this challenge is Bryan Gould, New Zealand
born, who spent much of his life in journalism and politics in Britain before returning to New Zealand as Vice-
Chancellor of Waikato University. No-one can say it better than him. His summary page of his excellent little
book “Rescuing the N.Z. Economy” is reproduced here. They are not necessarily a take it or leave it prescription.
Their value lies in showing that there are many ways in which N.Z. can, and must, address its own problems and
not leave us at the whim of international forces.

Not all of his recommendations will be viewed favourably by everyone, but they should at least provoke
vigorous debate. Many will oppose many of them because they will go against what has become the status quo,
which has enabled many in some favoured sectors of the economy to prosper excessively at the expense of
those in less favoured sectors of the economy, e.g. regional N.Z. and those having difficulty finding jobs and
housing.

Difficult as it will be to implement this major re-balancing, it must be addressed; it will only get worse the

fonger it is left to fester. There are twelve months before the next election. Let’s hope all political parties
address the problem in that time and come up with credible policies to set us on a new course.
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FROM BRYAN GOULD’S BOOK
RESCUING THE NEW ZEALAND ECONOMY.

To summarise, a succinct answer to the challenge that there are no viable alternative policies would specify the
following possibilities, which could be used singly or in combination with each other;

Greater reliance on macroeconomic policies in areas like the exchange rate and interest rates to achieve greater
profitability, competitiveness, productivity and innovation — in other words, policies directed at controlling
inflation by increasing supply rather than restricting demand.

reater use of fiscal policy and an integration of fiscal policy with monetary policy, so that quicker acting and
better focused fiscal measures would take more of the burden of controlling inflation.

A wider remit for the Reserve Bank so that it was required to look at broader goals such as growth and
efficiency in the real economy in addition to the current exclusive priority given to inflation control.

Entrusting decisions on inflation control to a wider group than just the Governor of the Reserve Bank.

A more effective monetary policy that takes account of the major inflationary factor — the huge increase in bank
lending for the purpose of buying residential property — and takes effective action to restrain bank lending
where necessary.

Tackling the housing market by bringing the taxation of housing investment into line with other kinds of
investment, through measures such as a capital gains tax and ending the ring-fencing of losses in housing
investment.

Replacing the Official Cash Rate with the interest — Linked Savings Scheme, which would be more effective in
controlling inflation and would encourage, rather than destroy, our productive economy.

Encourage saving so that, in conjunction with more production-oriented macroeconomic policies, we could
increase investment in our productive industries.

Combine with other countries in restraining the volatility of foreign- exchange markets and in establishing a
better balance between the interests of major foreign investors and the communities in which they operate.

These proposals enable us to identify a clear programme of change that could get us off the treadmill of failure
and open up a new economic future for us. That programme would require us, at the outset, to supplant the
mechanistic doctrines of monetarism with a broad based and coherent macroeconomic policy that would focus
on improving competitiveness, encouraging investment and innovation, and planning for growth. Monetary
policy, including policy on interest rates and the exchange rate, would no longer be focused entirely on the
restrictive business of controlling inflation. It would, in combination with a range of other policies in the
macroeconomic sphere, take account of the general health of the economy, and seek to achieve the optimal
level of activity and expansion so that investment, innovation and new capabilities were encouraged.

Page 98



Page 99



UJwaof bene {?% +  Ahem olseo 5j /@ o Uogwﬁ o
/FO‘/\ ’7‘16 <f(/£s’“ff0c}/\o€z’{/3

f

m;“ﬁL;% I F
Commwv“fj :

In ndor hon Ao TRU writfes  gubmission

e woudol be Wﬁd O male o @ verbad
Submssion ot  one OF yow mee%‘vy\q ;£ ﬂazw’/eo/,

[onding AN
J

P/eaj‘la condact  me dff\éd'(j wi kA Aany
Furtles g vesRong V\ejamliﬁ Tl meaitks.

(e ﬁé@/ Heod New f(booi' /iﬁk/i) oo dd
add  real  valet bo Al Communihy  Going
Lfocoocd

M /[,LO)&/\«Z/(_ Ljoci/i /n 0‘{0{?(}&{/\06 7%),» 500‘/
C;O’ﬂj}ﬁilfm/{'ﬂton oN ALuS Scubmidsion

Tlonks —and Q@ﬁo\mff/

G@&fje Uictars

06 3228604
027 Sub 1L4S

U{C‘k@j . if\ur\‘(”@“ugu,e@&modf, Corvy .

Page 100



Katrina Gray

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Categories:

Leanne Abraham <martonites@xtra.co.nz>
Friday, 4 May 2018 11:31 AM

RDC Information; Gaylene Prince
Submissions

Submission Final.pdf

Carol

To Whom It May Concern,

Here are our submissions. Thank you very much.

Kind Regards

Wiremu Abraham, Leeanne Abraham, Renee Abraham

1
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Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions of Wiremu Abraham, Leeanne Abraham and Renee Abraham

28 Hair Street
Marton 4710

Rate Payer

We have been part of the rubbish collection service since 1998. We contributed to the first
Waste Management plan and have done since then. We opposed the sale of Bonny Glen and
was part of the High Court Action to stop the sale as we believed it was a resource and an
income generation opportunity for the rate payers. Since then, we started a waste removal
business of commercial and residential customers throughout the Rangitikei. With regard to
the commercial customers, we have implemented recycling for a number of businesses by
asking them to get a cardboard and recycling bin to reduce the amount of waste entering the
waste stream. This is very successful and is still in place today with some commercial
customers coming together to share a cardboard and paper bin. These recycling figures are
not in your figures of recyclables as this would have been done privately. Some businesses
take their own waste to the transfer station and recycle there to reduce their bill.

Since we started the waste removal business, we have seen plenty of people try to start up
recycling of plastics, cardboard, paper and bottles and fail a number of times because of
volumes and geographic locations and the cost to do it. This situation has been repeated a
number of times in Rangitikei, Wanganui, Manawatu and particularly Palmerston North
which was a very big flop. We don’t want the rate payers to be burdened by external forces
that we do not control ie: demand and supply of recyclables.

In Tauranga, glass is being taken out of the collectable recyclables and now being dumped.
We have a property in Auckland and while on the surface things are created to meet
government strategies, it has in fact created more waste and is a shambles in the sense waste
bins provided are too small for bigger families which consequently lead to fly tipping which
is really bad. W see evidence of this at a reserve close to our property and guaranteed to fill
up with illegal rubbish bags not only that, trailer loads of rubbish. Also providing a large
240L bin will create a lot more rubbish to landfill based on filling up the bin with everything
which is a human thing including recyclables. A flexible service is what is needed.
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We currently go into all the elderly houses to collect the waste as a lot of them cannot push
and handle the 240L bin. We do this as a part of our service to help support the elderly in the
Rangitikei at no extra charge. All other operations do not provide this service.

The two largest companies in New Zealand are Chinese owned. While they are not related in
New Zealand, they are related in China and as a consequence hold a monopoly. This has been
reflected in Wanganui, Manawatu and Palmerston North by sharp price increases
implemented over the last year and the withdrawing of services in some of these areas ie: bag
collections. Until technology changes the way we deal with waste, there will be more likely
no change to the above scenario including recyclables right across the board.

A very large percentage of recyclables are sold to China. We believe that the cost of
processing recyclables will only rise and then international buyers of recyclable product will
soften leaving a volatile market for recyclables and eventually forcing down prices which is
currently happening in the industry. This would also lead to dumping of recyclables.

Rangitikei has the opportunity to get it right and be sustainable. The past has shown that the
council has had a low regard for waste activities because of the low cost of entry into Bonny
Glen which is now being threatened by the volumes of waste now being produced in the
Rangitikei. We have not been as active as other councils who do not share the privileged of
low entry costs to Bonny Glen and this view has actually made us lose traction and we are not
as far forward as we should be despite the huge advantage that we have had. The council has
taken a conservative stance for the last few years and this has not been reflected in anything
that the council has done for the rate payers including entry to the transfer station which has
always reflected neighbouring council prices. We areddd told this is done because outside
influences will come and dump their waste. Irrespective of this, we as a community haven’t
done enough to secure our resource and our ability to manage our waste. [ believe we should
implement inorganic collections as part of a service which should impact volumes. This is
done successfully in Auckland with the current system which could be adopted in Rangitikei.

We realised that there was no competition in our district with regard to waste which gave the
waste companies no restrictions to prices being charged and this was created by the
Rangitikei District Council and has big impacts on families in the Rangitikei with regards to
extra costs. Then a buy out of the transfer station and subsequent buy out of skip bin
operators which has allowed one of the largest waste operators to establish in the lower North
Island. We as rate payers and a local business have provided the only competition to the
biggest companies in New Zealand. We have managed to stop escalating prices and when the
bigger companies have stopped a service, we have provided it. This has been deliberate and
the benefit of the actions has directly impacted the rate payers of the Rangitikei with cost
savings. We have sponsored many local groups and events which are listed below and we are
proud to serve the Rangitikei community.
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Sponsorship:

South Makirikiri School, Rangitikei College, Ronald Mcdonald House — monies went to the
Wanganui / Hawera room of a new house, Ratana Netball Club, Marton Bears Netball Club,
Marton Bears Rugby League Club, Rangitikei Rugby League Club, Samoan Rugby Club,
Marton Rugby Club, Ratana Kapa Haka Group, Regional Kapa Haka Competitions,
Paimarie Kohanga Reo, Tackwondo Marton, Marton Country Music Festival, Feilding
Rotary Club, Ratana 25" Celebrations, Project Marton, Marton Harvest Festival, Marton
Christmas Parade. Bulls Christmas Parade, Marton Market Day, Lions Club Rangitikei,
Providing support for families in distress, Provision of training for young people.

We would not support the rural sector subsidising the urban dwellings.

In summary we would like to participate with the council and come to amicable process to
further strengthen the services to the rate payers of Rangitikei and create the best solution for
us as a district which we know can happen. We would participate on a contractual basis or
co-operate with in house solutions.

We as a local business and ratepayers would hope that the Council has taken in to account
our efforts to reduce cost to rate payers and residents and at a stroke of a pen wipe us out.

We spend with local businesses and support the local economy. We know all the other waste
companies do not spend locally.

For clarification We have prepared some questions that we did not understand and are listed
below.

We would like to make oral submissions to the Rangitikei District Council.

Kind Regards

Wiremu Abraham, Leeanne Abraham, Renee Abraham
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Rangitikei District Council — Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Questions:

1.

Page 4 - Other initiatives - would like clarification on rationale, disadvantage and cost
to rate payer.

Page 5 - What is SUIP? Clarification on what this means and how you got to this
equation.

Page 11 & 12 - Goals, Objectives and Targets -

a. population specific has been referred to, what does this mean?

b. Increase waste diverted from landfill consumption specific, what does this
mean?

¢. Measuring and monitoring solid waste charges and costs, comparing these on
a like for like basis, what does this mean?

Page 13 - 2016 /207 Waste tonnages Pie Chart - reflect the casual attitude towards
waste over the last 10 years and because we are reaching our quota, we have to
examine other alternatives which [ believe should have been implemented 10 years
ago and left us in a better position. All these decisions were based on cost and not
population specific. Would the Council work with the only local company? It would
have been helpful to be informed about the reasons for the audit.

Page 14 - the swap audit was done with our cooperation. Consequently the
information has been used to build a case which may see us pushed out of this
industry after years of keeping the corporate dogs at bay and running a muck in
Rangitikei with additional and astronomical rise in costs for rate payers to remove
waste. Is it the intent of the Council to push us out of the waste collection business?
Page 15 -

a. In comparing the weights for waste categories sampled, there were
comparisons between Rangitikei District Council and Manawatu District
Council. When and what year was this done?

b. There are differences in Manawatu District Council provide services that are
not provided in the Rangitikei District Council and I believe that Manawatu
District Council provide extra services, what are these?

Page 15 - waste to landfill per capita
a. The plan refers to greater quantities of commercial waste being received at
Councils waste transfer stations. Does this include the commercial operation
that collects waste from residential and commercial properties?
18 -
What has been the income from recycling?
What impact does it have on funding?
[f the Council provides a 240L bin to residents for waste, has the Council
taken into account the inevitable rise in volumes to landfill?
d. Has the Council taken into consideration the extra costs for rise in volumes of
recyclables and how will this be funded?

Pag

o o P o
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9. Page 21 - targeted rates are spread over 7571 SUIP equating to $79.78 / annum /
SUIP. What does this mean?
10. Page 22 — waste minimisations levy funding expenditure.
a. How much revenue is involved here?
b. What is the amount of the levy funding?

Rangitikei District Council — Long Term Plan, Consultation Document 2018-2028

Questions:

1. Page 6 & 7 — we have a number of options
a. There is a term of On Rates, what does this mean?
b. There is a term of On Debt, what does this mean?

Page 107



Page 108



Page 109



Submission # 173

First Name Carolyn

Last Name Bates
Position /

Organisation

Address 1 7 Dalrymple Place
Address 2

Town Marton

Postcode

Telept 1 (06) 327-8088

Email Address

setabac@gmail.com

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Cor d Email
Oral Hearing yes
Details to remain

private?

Issue One Opiton 2
Issue Two a
Priority 1

Issue Two e
Priority 2

Issue Two d
Priority 3

Issue Two c
Priority 4

Issue Two b
Priority 5

Other economic
development activities

Issue Three yes

Other Issues - CD

Recycling. | would prefer to see all recycling to use wheelie bins as | feel for older residents, they may struggle to transport / locate a crate containing glass to the end of their drive,
utilising a mode of transport which is simply wheeled would make it easier for all.

Other issues - Non CD

When projects, works or maintenance are notified, that a clear completion date is stated.

Any slippage due to expanded work requirements should be conveyed in a timely manner.

I am prompted to suggest this having seen the time taken for works on Wanganui Road and Broadway.

| acknowledge that notifications regarding water issues have improved, but | feel, | along with many other Marton residents are frustrated and the regular on-going issues with no clear
end date in site to fix the problem(s).
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Long Term Plan 2018-28

Written submissions
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5. To that end, the NZMCA recommends your LTP includes sufficient recognition, resourcing and
prioritisation to support the continued growth of the domestic motor caravanning sector with a
particular focus on the follow areas:

e  New infrastructure development, e.g. public dump stations and refuse bins;
e  Anintegrated and permissive freedom camping management regime; and
e  Recognition of the NZMCA’s Motorhome Friendly Scheme.

Infrastructure

6. All councils have a responsibility under the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) and the Health Act
1956 to improve, promote and protect public health. Councils are therefore expected to
provide adequate public facilities such as refuse bins and public toilets — which also include
public dump stations accessible to both local residents and visitors®. Furthermore, the LGA
requires councils to assess whether they still meet public demand for these facilities and to take
appropriate action if they do not.

7. Over the past 10 years, the NZMCA has helped co-fund hundreds of public dump station
projects across New Zealand. While we continue to collaborate with councils and fill the gaps
within the national network, there remain significant access and availability issues throughout
many parts of New Zealand. There is growing demand for additional facilities like refuse bins
and public dump stations to support visitors and kiwi families exploring our countryside.

8. The NZMCA also supports council projects that provide refuse facilities in strategic areas for
visitors. For example, in partnership with the Mackenzie District Council the NZMCA financially
supported a new 7m? user-pays compact rubbish bin at Lake Tekapo. This bin is available for
use to all visitors and local residents for a nominal charge.

Benefits and funding options

9. Offering facilities in strategic locations will encourage safe waste disposal and protect public
health. Dump stations built to NZS 5465:2001 specifications will encourage responsible campers
in CSC vehicles to visit and spend money in your towns, while providing visitors with a safe place
to dispose of their waste water. The cost of constructing a new facility varies® and largely
depends on the proximity of the underground services along with any additional requirements,
e.g. widening of the carriageway. The NZMCA is available to provide practical and technical
advice as well as financial assistance (provided the new station meets certain criteria). Councils
can also apply to MBIE’s Tourism Infrastructure Fund for additional financial support.

Recommendations

10. That your LTP includes resourcing and prioritisation for public dump station facilities built to NZS
5465:2001 specifications, along with free/low cost refuse and recycling facilities for visitors.

I See NZ5 5465:2001 and Local Government New Zealand (2000). The knowhow guide ta assessing water and sanitary services under the local
government act 2002.

2 We have worked with councils who have built adequate facilities for under $5,000, while other councils have spent upwards of $100,000.
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Freedom Camping

11. The NZMCA supports responsible freedom camping in CSC vehicles only. We encourage all

12.

councils to recognise the value of CSC motor caravanners throughout their camping-related
policies and bylaws. The NZMCA is working with Local Government New Zealand on a ‘good
practice freedom camping guide’ which will include advice to councils wanting to improve their
overall management regimes. Furthermore, central government’s renewed focus on freedom
camping and the formation of a cross-sector stakeholder working group may result in new ideas
and management solutions coming to the fore, to help councils manage the activity differently.

The outcome of both initiatives may motivate your council to review its existing policy
framework over the next 1-2 years, including any camping-related bylaws, reserve management
plan policies, and district plan provisions. It would, therefore, be prudent for the council to set
aside additional resources in anticipation of a comprehensive and holistic policy review.

Benefits

13.

Setting aside sufficient resources in your LTP will make it easier for the council to adapt to the
changing landscape and, if necessary, undertake a comprehensive policy review. From our
experience, having immediate access to sufficient resources will make it easier for council staff
to undertake adequate assessments and reviews along with genuine stakeholder engagement.
Relying on unbudgeted and insufficient resources will inevitably lead to poor outcomes and
exacerbate community/stakeholder angst.

Recommendations

14.

That your LTP includes sufficient resourcing to initiate an integrated freedom camping
management regime, which may require a comprehensive review of your relevant rules,
policies and bylaws.

Motorhome Friendly Scheme

15.

16.

The NZMCA recognises the pressure New Zealand’s booming tourism industry is having on local
communities and infrastructure. In response to these concerns the NZMCA initiated the ‘off the
beaten track’ campaign which encourages CSC motor caravanners to visit lesser known places
around New Zealand. Our campaign helps ‘spread the load’ across New Zealand and supports
local operators in rural/provincial areas calling out for more tourism business. This campaign is
also supported through the NZMCA’s Motorhome Friendly scheme, which promotes
campgrounds and preferred freedom camping areas alongside a range of local events, e.g. food
and wine festivals, music concerts, shows and other family-friendly activities.

The NZMCA Motorhome Friendly scheme was first introduced in 2010 and was modelled on the
very successful RV Friendly scheme initiated by the Campervan and Motorhome Club of
Australia. The NZMCA’s scheme provides a set of amenities and services that guarantee motor
caravanners a warm welcome and an enjoyable visit. Motor Caravanners will generally avoid
towns and districts where they are not welcome and will go out of their way to visit a town that
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To all New Zealand Councils and Councillors 22 January 2018
Physicians and Scientists for Global Responsibility New Zealand page 2 of 6

Appropriate policy and planning responses to these issues are also provided in PSGR’s
recommendations at the end of each following section.

1. Drinking water free of added fluoride and associated bio-accumulative, toxic contaminants
We refer you to our letter recently sent to MPs, attached here for your convenience.

Further to that letter, a paper has just been accepted for publication concerning the cost-benefits of
water fluoridation.i Unfortunately, the authors have made seriously flawed assumptions together with
erroneous statements of fact. As an example, they claimed that fluoridation has resulted in a
nationwide 40% reduction in decay and thus by extension, huge cost savings. This was an
inappropriate extrapolation from an isolated cohort of deprived children mentioned in the 2009 Sapere
Report that specifically stated that its findings should not be used to evaluate any fluoride benefits.
The authors appeared to have ignored another and much more detailed paper. i

In that more detailed paper, there are direct quotes from those involved in running fluoridation plants:

In 2010, amid a budget crisis, the City of Sacramento, CA, instructed all departments to review
programmes and services. Mr Marty Hanneman, then Director of the Department of Utilities, wrote in a
memo to the City Council:

The City of Sacramento has been fluoridating its water supplies just over 10 years. Within that
time, the actual cost of operating and maintaining the fluoridation systems has proven to be
considerably more than the initial estimate. . . . The fluoridation infrastructure at the E A
Fairbaim Water Treatment Plant is overdue for replacement and will be very expensive to
replace . . . Fluoridating water is a very costly and labour intensive process and requires
constant monitoring of fluoride concentrations to ensure proper dosages. . . . The chemical is
very corrosive, so all equipment that is used in the fluoridation process has a very short life
expectancy and needs to be replaced frequently. . . . but also causes frequent and complex
systems failures.

This was echoed by Mr René Fonseca of Carroll Boone Water District in Eureka Springs, AR, which
was required by a 2011 State mandate to begin Community Water Fluoridation (CWF)ii:

All of our chemical feed systems require regular maintenance which is routine, but fluoride feed
equipment often requires replacement and more frequent attention. . . . | have toured plants
and seen in trade publications deteriorating pipes, steel doors and casing, electrical
components, etc. There are millions of dollars spent yearly on infrastructure damage caused
by fluoride in our industry.

The realities expressed in these two quotes are not the exceptions.
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To all Members of the New Zealand Parliament 17 November 2017
Physicians and Scientist for Global Responsibility New Zealand page 2 of 6

Once again the problems with gene drive technologies arise because of the disconnect between the
engineering plan and biological/ecological reality. There is so little that is really known about the long or
short term effects of gene-drive deployment that, in our opinion, it would be utter foolishness to unleash it on
the environment, especially something as delicate as our native ecology. It is as if Hahn and Meitner’,
having discovered nuclear fission on the laboratory bench, told everyone to get busy designing and building
a nuclear power plant.

Molecular biologists present inflated views of the worth of what they do in order to get research grants, start
believing what they have said and then peddle it to the community as a way of justifying their funding. It all
has to sound clever, smart, innovative, commercially viable, entrepreneurial and a solution to climate
change, world hunger, antibiotic resistance, other medical problems, or ecological collapse. What is done is
mostly scientifically and/or commercially speculative. Most of it does not work. The few magic bullets that
are produced are dressed up so that their side effects are masked - like the herbicide, glyphosate - and
sold as complete solutions that are actually partial.

All molecular biological explanations are couched in terms of accepted concepts like “gene” that are not
only problematic philosophically but also practically. We still have very little idea how complete genomes
work. It is important to understand much more than the relationship between the genes and the features of
individual organisms. We need to know what the effects of changes are on entire populations many
generations down the line. Thatis what ecology depends on. It is likely there are huge chunks of ‘junk
DNA'’ in the human genome, and in that of any other mammal, whose sudden loss would drive the species
to extinction. None of that is ever considered in technological evaluations. As long as a proponent
demonstrates the target effect and nothing else very evident, the world can be convinced that what is being
done is safe and smart.

The main problem we are facing with biotechnology is that we are not, as a species, humble enough.
Predictions of safety by proponents have been shown to be false, with short term monetary gain taking
precedence over long term risks. We ask who, in ten years' time, would be held accountable for
environmental damage. We repeat, once released, genetically engineered organisms can self-replicate and
contaminate wild species.

Recently, talk has again suggested applying the technology for uses that would expose genetically
engineered organisms in the New Zealand environment that are capable of replicating. As has been seen
overseas, once released the novel DNA is irretrievable, will spread, and has negative results.

The request for your support to a precautionary approach reflects:

» Evidence from two decades of commercial use of genetically engineered organisms overseas;

- Improvements in society's understanding of complex natural systems, and knowledge in
epigenetics;

« Thelong term impacts from transgenic organisms;

e Success in developing effective non-GE solutions to issues society seeks to address.

PSGR urges caution be adopted by New Zealand's political leaders, in national and local government, for
the regulation of such novel organisms outside of full containment.
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To all Members of the New Zealand Parliament 17 November 2017
Physicians and Scientist for Global Responsibility New Zealand page 4 of 6

Recent reports show US farmers are abandoning transgenic crops because of poor monetary returns. A
media report says: “Bold yellow signs from global trader Bunge Ltd are posted at US grain elevators barring
19 varieties of GMO corn and soybeans that lack approval in important markets."v

A closer-to-home study will show how planting transgenic canola in Tasmania led to disaster with volunteer
seedlings appearing many years after the cessation of plantings. The Moratorium that resulted was made
indefinite in 2014 to protect its clean, green brand.v v

The evidence overseas from commercial release of such novel organisms also includes:

« Increased use of toxic chemicals in agriculturevi,

« Disruption of complex natural systems;

« Changes in gut flora in animals and humans consuming genetically engineered foods;
o Increased incidence of tumour development shown in long-term feeding studies;

-  Genetic instability and unexpected effects from the processes of genetic engineering;

«  Contamination in the field, including by experimental and unauthorised test-crops emerging years
after field-trials, even hundreds of miles away from the trial site, a result of horizontal gene transfer;

« Extensive spread of weeds that have become resistant to genetically engineered DNA sequences
as a result of in-field horizontal gene transferii;

« A new generation of transgenic crops being engineered to resist even more toxic chemicals such as
2.4-D responding to the growing failure of herbicides such as glyphosate, the active ingredient in
Roundup used on Roundup Ready transgenic food crops;

»  The potential for unexpected effects impacting gene expression in future generations.

These and other issues have raised local and international concern in scientific and civil-society
communities. The transfer of risk that commercial release of transgenic organisms involves is indicated by
the fact the insurance industry refuses cover for the potential damage of these organisms occurring,
whether quickly, or slowly, or over an extended term.

Drawing on scientific, legal and other expertise, some New Zealand councils used the then standing
Resource Management Act to consider in their Plans their responsibilities regarding precaution around
genetically engineered organisms in the environment and on long-term land use. This process is ongoing
with more Councils examining what steps they can take to protect their region.

Challenged in the Environment Court, these measures stand. They include a local level of oversight of
transgenic organisms such as requiring bonds from commercial users of genetically engineered organisms
to mitigate exposure of costs to ratepayers under 'socialised risk'. The measures respond to community
and scientific concerns and may also help regional development for producers of safe, clean, premium-
quality, GE-free foods for local and export markets; many of the latter demand ‘GE Free’ produce. In depth
research showed Councils they needed to think long-term and for future generations, especially as the EPA
loses jurisdiction at the point of approving a commercial release of a genetically engineered organism.

Federated Farmers have recently withdrawn their challenge to Northland Environment Court decisions
giving Councils the right to oversight.
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To all Members of the New Zealand Parliament 16 November 2017
Physicians and Scientists for Global Responsibility New Zealand Page 2 of 5

Historical Fact

The premise of a fluoride dental benefit was based on an inadequately researched hypothesis in the
1940s that was enthusiastically endorsed by American commercial and political interests with a need to
sanitise a toxic industrial waste product from the atomic, aluminium and fertiliser industries. The sugar
industry also directly lobbied to support fluoridation. However, subsequent dental research involving a
total that exceeded 200,000 children from the USA (1990) Australia (1996-2013) and now in New
Zealand (released in March 2017) has confirmed at best a reduction of one filling per child [2].

Dental Decay

Dental decay is totally due to excessive sugar consumption and nutrient deficiencies. Notably, the
Maori population on their ancestral diets had no dental decay. This changed to 40 percent within a
generation of adopting foods based on sugar and white flour. No amount of fluoride will change this
whilst Coca-Cola remain cheaper than milk.

The latest Medsafe (December 2014) Guidance document for labelling of fluoride tablets renders the
uncontrolled availability of fluoridated water at up to 1mg/L and even toothpaste at significant variance
with Medsafe limits that specifically included these instructions [5]:

1. Do not use in children under 6 years of age
1.2. Do not use in pregnancy

The Dental Association’s fluoride promotion ignores this important medical directive.
Adverse neurological effect of fluoride

The findings of this latest study have major implications in that an increase in urine fluoride of 1 mg/L
was associated with a significant drop in 1Q of 5 to 6 points. To put this into perspective the Mexican
women subjects had urine fluoride between 0.5 and 1.5 mg/L with an average of 0.9 mg/L. Loss of IQ
in the children was found over this entire range of mother’s urine fluoride when the children were tested
atage 4. A study presented in 2015, reported that the mean urinary fluoride concentration was 0.82
mg/L amongst 55 pregnant women residing in the fluoridated community of Palmerston North [3]. Thus,
mean daily urinary excretion in pregnant women in a fluoridated community in NZ appears to be
virtually the same. The range of fluoride exposures is likely to be well within the range in fluoridated
New Zealand and thus directly applicable to areas with artificial fluoridation.

A study by Broadbent (2015) reportedly found no association between fluoridated water and 1Q [4].
However, unlike the Mexican research, this observational study did not quantify exposure using
established biomonitoring matrices such as urinary or plasma fluoride levels. Neither did this study
investigate prenatal exposure and this could be critical.
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To all Members of the New Zealand Parliament 16 November 2017
Physicians and Scientists for Global Responsibility New Zealand Page 4 of 5

The Trustees of Physicians and Scientists for Global Responsibility New Zealand
Charitable Trust

Paul G Butler, BSc, MSc, MB, ChB, Dip.Obst., FRNZCGP, General Practitioner, AUCKLAND
Jon Carapiet, BA(Hons), MPhil., Senior Market Researcher, AUCKLAND

Bernard J Conlon, MB, BCh, BAO, DCH, DRCOG, DGM, MRCGP (UK), FRNZCGP
General Practitioner, ROTORUA

Elvira Dommisse BSc (Hons), PhD, Mus.B, LTCL, AIRMTNZ, Scientist, Crop & Food Research Institute
(1985-1993), working on GE onion programme, CHRISTCHURCH

Michael E Godfrey, MBBS, FACAM, FACNEM, Director, Bay of Plenty Environmental Health Clinic,
TAURANGA

Elizabeth Harris, MBChB, Dip Obs, CNZSM., CPCH, CNZFP; DMM, FRNZCGP, General Practitioner,
KUROW

Frank Rowson, B.Vet.Med., retired veterinarian, MATAMATA

Peter R Wills, BSc, PhD, Associate Professor, University of Auckland, AUCKLAND

Damian Wojcik, BSc, MBChB, Dip.Rel.Studies, Dip.Obst., DCH, FRNZCGP, FIBCMT (USA), FACNEM,
M Forensic Medicine (Monash), FFCFM (RCPA), General Practitioner, Northland Environmental Health
Clinic, WHANGAREI

Jean Anderson, Businesswoman retired, TAURANGA.
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To all Members of the New Zealand Parliament 16 November 2017
Physicians and Scientists for Global Responsibility New Zealand Page 5of 5
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Carol Dickson

From: Kevin Thompson <kevinthompson737@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, 21 April 2018 9:55 AM

To: LongTerm Plan Communications

Subject: Long Term Plan - Waste Management

Categories: Carol

Good Morning RDC,

I am emailing to provide my support for the council's long term plan, specifically in the area of waste
management. I have long hoped that something would be done to make recycling easier for residents of
RDC, and the LTP appears to have found a way to manage this at low cost to the ratepayers.

I am deeply in support of Option 1 of the Waste Management plan, where council would adopt the provision
of a recylcing service only. From a Bulls resident's perspective, there's nothing wrong with the current state

of play for rubbish collection. The area requiring attention is that of recycling, which if addressed correctly
would lead to a reduction in the amount of general waste being produced anyway (as identified as part of the

plan anyway).
Thank you very much for considering this important matter in the LTP.
Regards,

Kevin
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i would like to see council look at the water issue that happens every Autum - Winter in the
front of the Koitiata village. The lagoon between the village and the sea is land locked by
sand dunes. Water run off from the land fills the lagoon and creates a rising water level,
backing up into the village. The council infrastructure is being destroyed this being the
playground , picnic area , campground and road.

Keith Gray Phone (06) 3273885

25 Omanu Street
Koitiata
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Rangitike] Long Terrm Plan » Consultation Document 2018-2028

a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputationas  (Oither lssues

a great place to live, work and visit.
Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

b. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

L

v‘/ ‘

J What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
W ~ 2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)
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If there is an economic development activity which - N ) 7
isn’t listed but you think Council should undertake, Zpnle SZe b 7
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please write about it below 33 N P ig,%fg
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Privacy Act 1993

. Please note that submissions are public information.
KE}' Issue Three - Vol untary The content on this form including your personal
targeteé rate for Ce;;gﬁg and information and submission will be made availabie

; . . to the media and public as part of the decision
underfloor insulation making process. Your submission will only be used

If Council were to establish this voluntary targeted [0 the purpose of the long term plan process. The

rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would information will be held by the Rangitikei District
you be interested in taking it up? Council, 46 High Street, MartonAYou.have the right to
Z/ access the information and request its correction.
Yes [0 No
. O Please tick here if you want your details to

remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Submitter details (p

Your names:

Emazil address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

- en ey

¢
i

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via i § linle, if that
couid be arranged?

D Yes

Are you writing this

Efaﬁ individuzl, or
1 on behalf

of an organisation

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line, There is no
cost te this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.

%’es | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikel Line
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RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

de rubbish and/or
;ﬁecymﬁg é”:@??e%ﬁ?:é@ in the urban areas
Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiats, Bulls,
éf% ?‘5:@?'%» Hunterville, Mangaweka and
hape, which would be fun&egi by
‘é:a?geé;ed rate?

The options are:

O Option | —Yes | support Council's preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 fitre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate {for glass
bottles) collected fortightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

Q(Optios*r 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly} and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly}), and a weeldy rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.

0 Option 3 — | don't support the provision of 2
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
que to remain — meaning residents continue to
malke their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish

collectdion and how thay recycle

gﬁ %g'i‘»w‘ i

increasing economic growth is important f
improving the guality of life for residents in the
Rangitikel. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have g preferred Optlcf‘: or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most ‘-s:srth\ﬁf%ie, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page & of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.




a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, worl and visit

b. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it belo

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Censultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

¥ Coun olu
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulztion would
vou be interested in taking it up?

cil were to establish this v

M Yes [0 No

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-287 (use extra pages if necessary)

L 4]
s
[

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form inch fffnf’ your personal
information and submission will be made available
to the media and public os part of the dedision
making process. Your submission will only be used
for the purpose of the long term plan process. The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

5¥Please tick here if you want your details to
remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Would vou like to speal to vour
submission at the hearings? If ves, do
you wish to attend (please ticl):

[0 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)
[ at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Weould vou prefer to present your views
to Councii via an audiovisual link, if that
could be arranged!

)=

[ Yes

JAre you writing this submission ase

an individual, or

0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you lilkke to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.

I Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line
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RANGITIKEIL

DISTRICT COUNCIL

K%‘y’ Choice One {refer to pages 6, 7}

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Tathape, which would be funded by
targeted ratel

The options are:

0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

7 Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.

L7
/xﬂ?ption 3 — | don't support the provision of a
# rubbish or recycling collection and want the status

quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle.

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikel. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is-not-worthwhiter=""
§ y




120
(ya

a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, worlc and visit.

b. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which
isn’t listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it below:

Key Issue Three - Voluntary
targeted rate for ceiling and
underfloor insulation

if Council were to establish this voluntary targeted

rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would
you be interested in taking it up?

[ Yes %o

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-287 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available
to the media and public as part of the decision
making process. Your submission will only be used

for the purpose of the long term plan process.The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

N/
)E’j Please tick here if you want your details to
7 retain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Tourism Industry Aotearoa (TIA) welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028 of Rangitikei District Council.

This submission is filed without prejudice to TIA’s future position. Our ability to prepare a
comprehensive submission responding to the consultation document relied on the provision
by the Council of information relevant to the connection between the consultation
document and the benefits that would accrue. If any information is provided at a later
date, TIA reserve the right to comment further.

INTRODUCTION

Tourism Industry Aotearoa (TIA) is the peak body for the tourism industry in New
Zealand. With over 1,500 members, TIA represents a range of tourism-related activities
including hospitality, accommodation, adventure and other activities, attractions and
retail, airports and airlines, as well as related tourism services.

The primary role of TIA is to be the voice of the tourism industry. This includes working
for members on advocacy, policy, communication, events, membership and business
capability. The team is based in Wellington and is led by Chief Executive, Chris Roberts.

Tourism 2025 (v smZ2025.0rg.nz), an industry-led, government supported
economic growth framework was launched in New Zealand in 2014 and has set an
aspirational goal of reaching $41 billion in annual tourism revenues by 2025. Spend
growth has been rapid since 2014 and we are well on target to reach that goal.

NW . EOLU

This year, TIA is working on a Tourism 2025 reset that will include incorporating
sustainability principles, articulating a longer-term view of tourism in coordination with
Central Government; and identifying new priority actions to be addressed over the next
1-3 years.

Any enquiries relating to this paper should in the first instance be referred to Nienke
van Dijken, TIA Policy Analyst at nienke . vanditken@tiz.cra.nz or by phone on 04 494
1842.

TOURISM’'S IMPACT AT A REGIONAL LEVEL

6.

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tiz.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz

The visitor spend from both international and domestic visitors for Rangitikei District
Council was $68m (YE Feb 2018).

The tourism industry makes a significant contribution to regional economic
development through the jobs and income it creates. Only a fraction of visitor spending
actually occurs in places commonly considered visitor specific e.g. accommodation,
attractions. The rest takes place in shops, cafes, petrol stations and other local
businesses. Local farmers and market gardeners benefit from selling their goods
directly or indirectly to visitors.

On any day of the year, your community is hosting the visitors, domestic and
international, who are helping support local jobs and businesses.
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10.

11.

One of the keys to a strong regional visitor economy is the quality of the visitor
experience. Councils play an important part in that experience with the investment
they make in infrastructure e.g. roads, water/waste disposal, broadband, attractions
and events in addition to their support for promotional bodies. Councils play a vital role
in helping visitors, as well as ratepayers, make the most of their time in the community.

Councils’ planning need to consider the needs of visitors and residents so that the
community can reap the benefits of the visitor economy.

In 2016, TIA developed a Local Government Manifesto, outlining eight priority actions
for councils to reap greater economic and social rewards from tourism. A copy of this
manifesto was sent to all Local Councils, ahead of the Local Council Election. For more
details, please refer to Appendix 1.

Challenges and opportunities of tourism growth

12. Tourism growth presents both challenges and opportunities. The visitor economy is a

13

major driver of regional prosperity but the costs and benefits of increased tourism do
not always fall evenly. However, talk of new visitor taxes and levies must be debated
robustly, with all the issues and options considered. Any form of national or local
tourism tax or levy must be fair, efficient and ring-fenced for tourism-related
investments.

.We understand that the growth in tourism in your region may bring with it specific

issues. The following section explores some of those likely issues, how the industry is
responding and what you, as a Council, could do.

i4.Infrastructure

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www . tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz

Recent tourism growth has placed pressure on some infrastructure used by visitors. In
order to better understand and size this issue, TIA undertook a National Tourism
Infrastructure Assessment in 2016/17. The resulting report identified the main
infrastructure deficits in both the private and public sectors.

The priority infrastructure types identified were:
Visitor accommodation
Telecommunications

Airport facilities

Road transport

Car parking

Public toilets

Water and sewerage systems

Much of the infrastructure identified as a priority for investment is local and mixed use
(used by both residents and visitors) and has often seen long-term under-investment.
To optimise the benefits of tourism for host communities, coordination between Central
and Local Government agencies and industry partners is needed for projects to
proceed.

What the Industry is doing:

e TIA successfully advocated for the Tourism Infrastructure Fund resulting in a $100m
fund for local and mixed-use infrastructure.
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e Tourism sectors able to scale-up quickly are doing so, e.g. the road transport sector
has been able to respond quickly with increased fleet size.

e Operators are making significant private investment into infrastructure e.g. Skyline
Queenstown’s $100m redevelopment.

e TIA is undertaking work to identify and address the key barriers to infrastructure
investment.

What you as a Local Council could do in regards to infrastructure:
e Apply to the Tourism Infrastructure Fund for projects like new carparks, toilets
and visitor facilities.
e Coordinate with Central Government and industry partners on infrastructure
projects submitted to the Regional Growth Fund.
e Ensure the Long-term Plan accurately reflects the infrastructure needs of
tourism.

i15.Social Licence to Operate
The fast growth of the visitor economy has caused unease in some host communities,
with locals worried about the number of visitors and the impact. This places pressure
on the social licence the industry has to operate within these communities.

What the Industry is doing:

e TIA in conjunction with Tourism New Zealand undertakes six-monthly ‘Mood of the
Nation’ research to assess New Zealanders’ views of tourism.

e TIA in conjunction with Tourism New Zealand is developing a ‘Tourism Narrative’
project, which includes helping local businesses tell their stories.

e TIA is a key partner in NZTA’s Visiting Drivers project to reduce the number of
accidents by visiting drivers.

o TIA leads the Responsible Camping Forum, a group of 40 organisations representing
rental operators, industry associations, Local and Central Government working
together to manage freedom camping.

e A number of infrastructure initiatives will contribute to addressing social licence
issues such as over-crowding.

What you as a Local Council could do in regards to social licence concerns:
e Ensure freedom camping is effectively managed in your region
e Promote the benefits of tourism in your region to the local community

16.Sustainable tourism
With the rapid growth achieved in the past few years, the tourism industry is facing the
challenges of managing and sustaining growth, rather than generating growth. There
needs to be purposeful effort to actively manage the industry for its long term
sustainable success.

What the Industry is doing:

e TIA has worked with industry and with Government agencies’ support to develop a
Tourism Sustainability Commitment (TSC). The Commitment establishes a set of
aspirational goals at both an industry and business level across the areas of
economic, environmental, host communities and visitor sustainability. Tourism
operators are signing up to the TSC and working towards implementing the

sustainability commitments within their businesses.

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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What you as a Local Council could do to support tourism sustainability :

e Support the tourism sustainability goal through positive policy and regulatory
settings, and funding.

e Sign up the Council or your appropriate agency to the TSC and actively promote
the TSC to your local tourism operators.

17. Protecting and restoring the environment

Tourism is a highly competitive global industry. New Zealand’s environment is our unique
selling point, it underpins our 100% Pure New Zealand tourism position and supports many
of our iconic adventure and outdoor activities. Data from the International Visitor Survey
conducted for the Ministry of Business Innovation and Employment (MBIE) shows that the
top factor for influencing visitors to choose New Zealand is our natural landscape and
scenery.

New Zealand’s natural environmental assets are under threat, including many of our native
species, our freshwater rivers and lakes, and our unique landscapes.

What the Industry is doing:

e The environment is one of the four pillars of the Tourism Sustainability
Commitment. The TSC asks that Tourism businesses actively support and champion
ecological restoration initiatives, and that they are measuring, managing and
minimising their environmental footprint.

e TIA is a member of the Land and Water Forum and advocates with central
government to protect our natural environment.

What you as a Local Council could do to support our valuable environment:
s Recognise the economic value of your environmental assets to tourism
o Ensure the Long-term Plan accurately reflects the environmental needs of tourism

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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e Action the requirements of the National Policy Statement for Freshwater
Management as quickly as possible

18.Regional Economic Development
TIA is pleased to see the increased focus on regional development by Central
Government.

Regional dispersal is one of the big challenges for the tourism industry, as currently
65% of current visitor spend occurs in the four gateways of Auckland, Wellington,
Christchurch and Queenstown. By improving the spread of tourism around the country,
we can ensure that many more regions benefit from tourism activity, while relieving
pressure on those places with the highest visitor loads. We are strongly supportive of
regional development initiatives that encourage and incentivise tourism.

An effective regional tourism partnership relies heavily on a strong and healthy
relationship with Local Government and local communities. The regions where tourism
is well managed are characterised by strong local leadership and support, and Regional
Tourism Organisations (RTOs) and Economic Development Agencies (EDAs) play an
important part in this.

TIA is keen to work with you either in partnership with RTOs/EDAs on areas such as
regional visitor strategies, or directly on issues such as freedom camping and proposed
regional visitor levies.

Funding

19. Tourism funding in this context relates to financial contributions provided through
Central and Local government. There are two components to tourism funding - the
source of funds and distribution of funds.

20.Sources of tourism funding
International visitors pay taxes and are more than paying their way. TIA believes these
taxes, including the border clearance levy and $1.5 billion a year in GST, need to be
taken into account when additional charges on visitors are contemplated.

Tourism businesses support regional tourism activity through general and targeted
rates, regional marketing alliances and their own marketing efforts.

There are infrastructure funding issues at a local government level, especially in regions
with small ratepayer bases. Central government assistance is desirable in some cases
and there are opportunities for greater user pays and better use of council balance
sheets.

Any new funding models contemplated need to be fair and applied nationally. A
strength of the New Zealand tax system is its simplicity. Ad hoc taxes on visitors or
tourism businesses at a local level are undesirable.

21.Distribution of tourism funding
Central government funding support for local mixed-use infrastructure provided by
local government requires a robust governance and allocation process.

Any form of tourism tax, such as the existing border clearance levy, must be ring-
fenced for tourism-related investments, not siphoned off for other purposes.

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 wwvr.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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Regional expenditure on tourism marketing and destination management by local
authorities should be consistent with the tourism aspirations of the community and
cognisant of the impact that visitor spend has on the wider community including
employees and suppliers.

22. New visitor taxes and levies must be debated robustly, with all the issues and options
considered. Any form of national or local tourism tax or levy must be fair, efficient and
ring-fenced for tourism-related investments. TIA will vigorously resist any poorly
designed tax or levy proposals that could tarnish New Zealand’s reputation as a country
that welcomes visitors.

FOLLOW UP PROCESS

23.TIA wishes to have the opportunity to participate further in any follow-up process,
including any formal meetings, to ensure that the potential impacts on tourism are
adequately represented.

24.Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the draft LTP. Any enquiries relating to this
paper should in the first instance be referred to Nienke van Dijken, TIA Policy Analyst
at nienke.vandiiken@tiz.crg.nz or by phone on 04 494 1842.

BACKGROUND

25. Tourism for New Zealand is big business as the country’s largest export sector. It is a
major contributor to the New Zealand economy that will always be here and won't
easily go offshore. Tourism takes the lead in promoting New Zealand to the world. The
brand positioning built by a vibrant tourism industry has become an important source
of national confidence and identity and a front window for “Brand New Zealand”.
Indeed, the ciean and pure offer that is synonymous with New Zealand tourism has
been widely adopted and used to promote New Zealand exports in a range of other
industries as well.

26.The tourism industry delivers the following value to New Zealand’s economy:

o Tourism in New Zealand is a $99 million per day and $36 billion a year industry.
Tourism delivers around $40 million in foreign exchange to the New Zealand
economy each day of the year. Domestic tourism contributes another $59 million
in economic activity every day.

e The tourism industry directly and indirectly supports 14.5% of the total number of
people employed in New Zealand. That means 399,150 people are working in the
visitor economy.

e Tourism is New Zealand’s biggest export industry, earning $14.5 billion or 20.7%
of New Zealand’s foreign exchange earnings (year ended March 2017).

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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Appendix 1: TIA Local Government Manifesto 2016

The following Tourism 2025 actions are the priorities for a stronger local
government/tourism partnership. The industry’s eight priorities we would like to see
from Local Government are:

Destination Management
This is the most important thing councils can do - look after and invest in the quality
of your region as a destination.

e Facilitate and enable communities to meet the needs of growing numbers of visitors,
as well as residents.

s Identify your unique selling points as a destination and promote them.

o Work with neighbouring communities to attract visitors to the wider region.

Infrastructure Facilitation

With the rapid growth in visitor numbers, we have to invest in essential infrastructure
and enable the private sector to develop its infrastructure by delivering efficient
planning and approval services.

o Define and plan for the priority infrastructure that meets the needs of visitors as
well as residents.

e Examine the regulatory environment applied to tourism operators and other
businesses serving visitors, and assess where the compliance burden can be
reduced to support increased productivity

Events programming
Events are one of the best tools for encouraging people to visit your community. Use
them to your advantage.

e Schedule events (meetings, conferences, sports events and festivals) outside of the
peak season to foster off-peak travel activity.

s Attract high value business visitors through the availability of quality facilities, such
as convention centres where appropriate.

Measuring Visitor Satisfaction

It is important to understand what your visitors think of your community. If they are
happy, businesses can grow. If you know there are areas of low satisfaction, you can
address the problems. Without this insight, you can’t increase value.

e Track the satisfaction of international and domestic visitors, whether by direct
customer feedback or social media, and use this information to address areas of
dissatisfaction and deliver ever higher satisfaction levels.

Off-peak Marketing
Help your community to prosper by attracting people to visit throughout the year. This
will develop a sustainable tourism industry with more permanent jobs.

e Council-owned or supported marketing agencies (e.g. RTOs, EDAs) build a stronger
focus on promoting off-peak travel activity to high value visitors.

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROCA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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Regional Development and Tourism
Every region wants to grow and tourism can and does support this goal. Tourism
complements your community’s other industries like wine, horticulture and farming.

e Encourage and incentivise tourism as part of your regional development strategies.

Enabling Airport and Port Facility Development

Great air and cruise links are vital to growing tourism. If your airport or port is council-
owned, make sure long-term plans are aligned with industry forecasts. There are long
lead times, so you have to think ahead.

e Councils work with local airports to establish and implement long-term and
sustainable development strategies.
e Councils work with their port company to ensure cruise tourism is enabled.

Sustainable Tourism Positioning
Every region needs to demonstrate its commitment to look after its economic future
and the resources it uses to operate.

o Identify the regional priorities required to develop a sustainable tourism industry

across economic, social, cultural and environmental considerations.

By actively pursuing these opportunities, your Council can enable real economic and
social gains for their communities.

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEAROA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, Wellington 6140, New Zealand
P +64 4 499 0104 www.tia.org.nz E info@tia.org.nz
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SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

1 wish to speak to my submission.

[J Taihape — 16 May 2018
] Marton— 17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address

Phone

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes | 0| No | O | N/A|
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes |{d | No | O | N/A| O
Hunterville - paper and Yes || Noe |0 |NA|O
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | D | No | IO | N/A|O
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes | 0| No | OO | N/A| ]
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes || No | OO | N/A| O
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes || No | OO [ NA| O
Subsidised compostingunits | Yes | [0 | No | O | N/A| O

Comments:

£ pdto~ 2

only

i
o

b,

CCnr %MW{

[J 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [J

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed

4

T,

Date

I
f~d%f‘é/

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Emall: info@rangitikei.govi.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission.

[ Tathape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton —17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members,

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address

Phone

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes | O | No | OO [N/A| DO
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes | E¥{No | I | N/A | O
Hunterville - paper and Yes | 1| No | EI [ N/A | [
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | I [ No | OO | N/A| LD
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes || No |00 | N/A T
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes | OO | No | O | NA|
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes | LI | No | OO | N/A | O
Subsidised composting units | Yes |0 [No | OO | N/A | O

Comments:

OPTilots T oanosF

[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [

.

e
Attach additional mfonna/tl%;ér pages if necessary

Signed / W 7

Date

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govi.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission.

[ Taihape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton —17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address

Phone

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes | [0 | No | O | N/A| [
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes AlNo |[O [ NA|DO
Hunterville - paper and Yes |0 | No | O | NA O
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | J|No | OO |N/A|O
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes | 0| No | OO |N/A O
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes | 0| No | O |NA| O
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes | 0| No |O |NA|O
Subsidised composting units | Yes | [0 | No | O | N/A| O
Comments:

) Oé’ i &
noe o mn wnuek b

[J 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language

Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [J

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed | 4’ y/;i/%%/
Pate /s/18

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM RANGITIKEI
Draft Waste Management M

. Name | Llurtrs "SI
Submissions close at Organisation
Postal address | /2% ,@qgeﬂ,&g ey E0°
A £4s
Return this form, or send your written Phone @ & 32/Z W/‘ / 22D St 7870
submission to:
Email | /54 /et o e ENI) Q&m@ <o
Draft Waste Mahagement and
Minimisation Plan Do you agree with the following initiatives?
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes | OO | No |00 | N/A| ]
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes HNo |O |[n/a|O
Email: info@rangitikel.govi.nz -
Hunterville - paper and Yes | D [ No | OO [ N/A| O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |0 [No | OO [N/A|LT
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes | I {No | O | N/A O
Taihape Council Chambers acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes || No | OO | N/A|DO
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes || No | O | N/A | OO
I wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units | Yes |0 | No |0 | N/A | O
Comments:
U] Taihape — 16 May 2018 - s
O Marton — 17 May 2018 Cé}}???/é’}\ ol - FLebbiiR. 7
Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak, g%{w
including questions from Elected Members, |
If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.
{1 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy
L. . . Attach additional information or pages if necessary
All submissions will be public, please tick - .
this box if you would like your name Signed M@M X
withheld [ : ) '
Date S

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact

Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM §é§g1%{§§§
Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018 B

Name o
Submissions close at Oonm  Eaoesow
upmissions ciose a Organisation
12 noon on 4 May 2018 (if applicable)
Postal address | \F2 & PAR-T—Fou | RO
his f d S
Return this form, or send your written Phone )
submission to: o6 %272+ &84
Email * Al
OV L2 G ey LY il .
Draft Waste Management and — yTens il AN [\
Minimisation Plan Do you agree with the following initiatives?
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes |0 |No | O |NA| O
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes @ lNo |O |[NA|O
Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz -
Hunterville - paper and Yes |0 | No | O |N/A| O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | OO |[NA|O
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | OO | NA| O
Taihape Council Chambers acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes |0 | No | O | N/A| I
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes |0 | No | O | N/A|O
I wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units Yes | 0| No | O | N/A|L]
Comments:
[ Taihape — 16 May 2018
[ Marton — 17 May 2018 Ne sk 2w 47
Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak, m £CT /g/r{f
including questions from Elected Members.
If you have any special requirements, such as & @’f\kafJ 2 %’Luf ¢
those related to visual or hearing impairments, /
please note them here.
[J 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy —
All submissions will be public, please tick Afwm additional information orpagvsﬁfqﬁ;e i
this box if you would like your name Signed /j‘é"\-—»""
withheld (J .
Date L/ O og _ j %

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM ggﬁgiiﬂljcﬂ
Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018 -

Name | Evi— Keovveows
Submissions close at Organisation
12 noon on 4 May 2018 (if applicable)
Postal address | 1<l 2+ v et (Kead
FEoalls
Return this form, or send your written Phone
submission to: Co 222 oy )
Email .
Draft Waste Management and EYV - K rEnasonng | wat)co

Minimisation Plan

kbt . Do you agree with the following initiatives?
Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes |0 | No | OO0 |N/A| O
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes | 2| No | O | N/A| O
Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz
Hunterville - paper and Yes | 0| No | OO | NA| O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |0 | No |O | NA|O
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 |No | O | NA| O
Taihape Council Chambers acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes | 0| No | O | N/A|DO
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes |0 | No | O | N/A|O
I wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units | Yes | [0 | No | O | N/A| O
Comments:
[ Taihape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton — 17 May 2018 O;)?)m o 2 o | N
] I -
Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak, N S Sl e alas L= ? = C/k;!(;/\ \mj
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language

Privacy

L. . N . Attach additional information or pages if necessary
All submissions will be public, please tick

this box if you would like your name Signed XA NN D

withheld [J Date Q [ = I %8 .
K \

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FOR

RANGITIKEI

DISTRIC

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

COUNCIL

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikel.govi.ng

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

P wish to speak to my submission.

[J Taihape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton - 17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name chz\J { Q\\ C/@f\aw\,\\& \«’\
Organisation -
(if applicable)

Postal address | {<% (] &%ﬁz DG Q(j}\! @D;&

Phone | - 222\ <SS 2

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes || No | OO [ N/A O
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes | | No | OO | N/A | [
Hunterville - paper and Yes |0 [No | OO [N/A| O
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |0 [ No | O [N/ADO
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes | D[ No |O | N/A O
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes | [ No | O | NA| O
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes || No |0 |N/A |
Subsidised composting units |Yes |0 {No | OO | N/A | O

Comments:

@QH@(\ Z

[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed DM

Date ‘/g,._’Z@xg >

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM RANGITIKEL
Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018 o

Name \ o~ Cesne U

Submissions close at Organisation

12 noon on 4 May 2018 (if applicable)
Postal address 16T % Jou I (\&i\’ E?C; {{&@‘i
Return this form, or send your written Phone . )
submission to: ol Z27N SS2
Email

Draft Waste Management and

Minimisation Plan

R ) Do you agree with the following initiatives?
Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes | 0| No | O | NA| O
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes || No | O | N/A| O
Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz
Hunterville - paper and Yes |0 |No | OO | N/A| O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | O | No | O |N/A|O
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes | O No | O | NA|O
Taihape Council Chambers acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes | 0| No | O | N/A |
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes |0 |No | O |N/A| O
I wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units Yes | 0| No | O | N/A| ]
Comments:
[1 Taihape — 16 May 2018 - . —
[J Marton —17 May 2018 ?}i@{\ £

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as

those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

] 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language

Privacy

Attach additional ii ti i
All submissions will be public, please tick och additional info/pR¢ 7 orpages"%’fﬁe cese

M £2 .
this box if you would like your name Signed /j, i
withheld [ D e

ate ; — -

J' j-s-201¢

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM éﬂi%%%ééiﬁgﬁfg%
Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018 '

Name | ., -
brmissi : ViCKI it
Submissions close at Organisation
12 noon on 4 May 2018 (if applicable)
Postal address | . ( .
1962, ?%{éu:eﬁw £
Return this form, or send your written Phone .
submission to: TO 229202073 :
Email oy :HID ‘wBide.co. b
[ CIAL ANaGrG VivpBide.co. |
Draft Waste Management and VicH MK@—b
Minimisation Plan Do you agree with the following initiatives?
Rangitikel District Council
Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes |0 | No | OO | N/A| L
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes & {No [O |[n/alO
Email: info@rangitikel.govt.nz -
Hunterville - paper and Yes | D[ No (OO [ N/A| O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |CI{No | OO [NA|DO
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 [ No |0 | N/A | O
Taihape Council Chambers acceptance
, Mangaweka - paper and Yes |JINo | O [NADO
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes |0 [No | O | N/A|
1 wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units Yes || No | OO |N/A| O
Comments: :
[1 Tathape — 16 May 2018 oo 2
0 Marton — 17 May 2018
Ten minutes are allowed for you fo speak,
including questions from Elected Members.
If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.
1 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy
All submissions will be public, please tick Afmd’ add[ﬁonafmformat:on O pages i necessary
this box if you would like your name Signed /U %&Z&Ez
withheld [ '
bate | 3004 I &

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact

Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangltikei.govi.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Tathape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission.

[1 Tathape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton — 17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

if you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address

Phone

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes || No | O | N/ADD
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes | No | O | N/A T
Hunterville - paper and Yes | D | No | | N/A| O
cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | I {No | O [ N/A |
acceptance
Ratana - greenwaste Yes | T {No | OO |N/A | O
acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes |Cd|No | OO | NA|LO
cardboard
Off farm waste disposal Yes | D | No | OO | N/A |
Subsidised composting units | Yes |0 [No | OO0 | N/A | O
Comments:
Opfre~ 2 .
i

[T 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed

2L = ot

Date

20 [ vg [

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact

Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

Draft Waste Management |

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

linimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council

Name

OVo Lecele

Organisation
(if applicable)

(S Chve e
%CC:\H"S = %\J\\\S v

Postal address

Phone

OL T ol RS

Email

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

R ~,O\:)Qe\: < CW\\ (& H

I~

Private Bag 1102 Koitiata - village recycling Yes | 0 | No | OO | N/A| DD
Marton 4741
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes |0 [ No | OO | N/A | [
Email: info@rangitikel.govi.nz -
Hunterville - paper and Yes | O | No | OO | N/A | O
Oral submissions cardboard
Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | {No | O | NA |
Oral submissions will be held at the acceptance
Marton Council Chambers and the Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | OO | N/A | O
Taihape Councii Chambers acceptance
Mangaweka - paper and Yes || No | O [ N/A |
If you wish to speak to your submission, cardboard
please tick the box below. Off farm waste disposal Yes |1 |No |O |NA| O
I wish to speak to my submission. Subsidised composting units Yes |0 | No | O N/A O
- Comments:
Taihape — 16 May 2018
b v ~ 9
1 Marton — 17 May 2018
Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.
if you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.
[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy
L N . Attach additional, mfonnat,ion’c?l%ages if necessary
All submissions will be public, please tick - ' -~ .
this box if you would like your name | | Signed \ j/ ) Q
withheld [ Date
RO e \F

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

DISTRI

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

T COUNCIL

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikel.govi.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Tathape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission.

[ Taihape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton — 17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you fo speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name

Yave—  HuBBedD

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address

d5L PAREWSN W KD

=

Phone

029 L 2208 ¥

Email

l\wbb\e:\‘wb ® \{QL@ NG ays

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes |0 | No | OO | N/ALO
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes ® [ No |O [N/A|O
Hunterville - paper and Yes || No | OO | N/A| [T
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | CJ | No | OO | N/A| LD
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes | LI | No | O | N/A DD
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes |0 |No |O |[NA|D
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes |D{No | O |NA |
Subsidised compostingunits | Yes |0 |No | O | N/A | O

Comments:

of

[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [

7

Signed

Attach additional fnformatlon//mges W% sary /)/

| 7

Date

20 ~ L}' 201K

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days

of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikel.govi.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

If you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission,

[ Tathape — 16 May 2018
[0 Marton - 17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

if you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name | ol Cubbs

Organisation
(if applicable)

Postal address .
1846  Farevqno KO;

Phone
0L 322 o249

Email

JC’TJ:QBB@XQ@&O#N‘J

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes | 0| No |0 | NA| DO
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes @|No | OO0 |n/Aa|O
Hunterville - paper and Yes | I [ No | OO [ N/A |
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes | O | No | O [ NA|DO
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | O | N/AD
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes |OO|No | O [NA
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes |CI|{No | OO0 [ N/A O
Subsidised composting units | Yes |0 [No | OO | N/A |

Comments:

G%O‘IL@\ 2 onl

N

N {ff;e?i“\ii‘é? é?g(\ \N='2 cfl;‘@,
-

[J 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language
Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld [J

j

Attach additional informatia?%rv pages if necessary

Signed 4/

bate |30/ ;f/ 201¢

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.

PRgg 8208




Page 229



Page 230



Page 231



SUBMISSION FORM

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions close at
12 noon on 4 May 2018

Return this form, or send your written
submission to:

Draft Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at the
Marton Council Chambers and the
Taihape Council Chambers

if you wish to speak to your submission,
please tick the box below.

I wish to speak to my submission.

[ Taihape — 16 May 2018
O Marton—17 May 2018

Ten minutes are allowed for you to speak,
including questions from Elected Members.

If you have any special requirements, such as
those related to visual or hearing impairments,
please note them here.

Name | {3 oy & Hedlhew Revse
Organisation j
(if applicable) ~ /‘?‘ .
Postal address L‘Dx“o%\ QQ@ QG.\IL\C}S\ i‘%féﬁ\ .
o
Fhone | (ob) 2;1; 10 ¢
Email

b \Wowe O xtkn . Co.

Do you agree with the following initiatives?

Koitiata - village recycling Yes |0 | No | OO | NA| O
Scotts Ferry - village recycling | Yes || No | O [ NA| DO
Hunterville - paper and Yes | O | No | O | NA|O
cardboard

Hunterville - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | O | NA|O
acceptance

Ratana - greenwaste Yes |0 | No | OO | N/A| O
acceptance

Mangaweka - paper and Yes |0 | No | O | NA|O
cardboard

Off farm waste disposal Yes |0 | No | O | NA| O
Subsidised composting units | Yes | [J | No | O | N/A| [

Comments:

We  wast e Robbian 2

Qe enming covdor (£1@L60).

We do a7 < SoR T N4

Mebi e Q@Uﬁ é’/\e\\*{\a C@*f\ﬁ%‘@& GL

ey oee Xbp oo N6 obuce,

[ 1 wish to use New Zealand Sign Language

Privacy

All submissions will be public, please tick
this box if you would like your name
withheld []

&N the oheze BN Cangof

N

B o0 ek Love.  \Aeag .

Attach additional i matior%or pages if necessary

Signed

Date

%~ A-\<.

J&%%‘ﬁm

Your will receive an acknowledgment email/letter of your submission within 3 working days
of being received by Council. If you do not receive this acknowledgement please contact
Katrina Gray, Senior Policy Analyst/Planner on 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522.
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4. Ngati Rangi mihi to our Whanaunga Nga Wairiki Ngati Apa, Mokai Patea, and Ngati Hauiti whanau, hapu,
iwi. It is our relationships with our whanaunga that supports the management of our traditional and

contemporary areas.

5. The purpose of this submission is to increase the awareness of Ngati Rangi interests through our
whakapapa from Koro Ruapehu, Te Wai-a-moe, Te One Tapu (Rangipo Desert) to the Whangaehu Awa as
a key part of the catchment. through the statutory process such as the Rangitikei District Council Long Term

Plan 2018-2028.

Te Waiii-o-te-lka (TWOTI)

6. TWOTI upholds the mana of the statutory recognition as a catchment based approach as a key part of the
Ngati Rangi settlement. This conceptual design reflects the Ngati Rangi expectations of underpinning
cultural foundations for increasing the health and wellbeing of this catchment. Any activities in TWOTI must

include meaningful engagement with Ngati Rangi and TWOTI Governance.

2|Page
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4 ARARAWA

<« HAPOKOPOKO

Figure 1: Te Waiu o te lka — Whangaehu Catchment
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7. The Ngati Rangi Strategic Plan, Te Ara ki te Moungaroa?, highlights the priorities set by and for our people;

these comprise four main Pou Whainga (Strategic Goals).

-

Figure 2: Te Ara ki te Moungaroa ~ Our Pathway to the Milky Way (Strategic Plan)

8. Te Pou Whainga is founded on a values based approach that underpins our decision making for our people,

and therefore our community.

Te Ao Tiroa; A health environment sustainably cared for by Ngati Rangi
Hauoratanga; All Ngati Rangi whanau achieve their absolute well-being
Ngati Rangitanga; Ngati Rangi ethos and being vigorously burns in all
Muramura te ahi; Ngéati Rangi determines its own sucess

Our Strategic Mission is:

“E Kokiri tahi ana a Ngéati Rangi | nga kaupapa hei oranga mé te katoa —

Together Ngdti Rangi will grow itself and its communities”.

% Te Ara ki te Moungaroa — Our path to the Milky Way: https://www.ngatirangi.com/Data/Sites/5/key-
documents/strat-plan-2014---16.pdf

4P
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9.

In the development of Rukutia te Mana two more Pou were required to align Rukutia te Mana goals with

Te Ara Ki Te Moungaroa.

Ko Te Poupou
Hohourongo
Reconciliation

¢ An agreed historical
account

Crown acknowledgments of
its Treaty breaches

An apology to Ngati Rangi

L)

@

Ko Te Poupou Ngati
Rangitanga

Ngdti Rangi nationhood
and cultural revitalisation
{Cuitural redress)

e Vesting of cultural sites

s A cultural fund

¢ Statutory
acknowledgements & deeds
of recognition

¢ Place-name changes

¢ Relationship agreements

Ko Te Poupou Te

Matapihi

Crown/Ngati Rangi

relationship

¢ Relationship redress

e Partnership & relationship
arrangements with Crown
agencies

Ko Te Poupou

Muramura Te Ahi

Prosperity {Financial and

Commercial redress)

¢ A total of $17 million in cash
& assets, plus accumuiated
rentals of approximately 58

W

:s the return of

Figure 3: Rukutia te Mana Deed of Settlement - Strategic Pou

s

Ko Te Poupou Te Ao
Throa

Environment {Natural
resources & Cultural redress)

« Conservation Partnership
Framework

¢ Pakohe, Pakere, Onewa &
Matd

« Te Wail-0-Te-lka —
framework for the
Whangaehu River
catchment

Ko Te Poupou

Hauoratanga

Well-being

¢ Te Kbpae - collective
framework

= Relationship agreements
with Crown agencies

10. Te Hohourongo and te Matapihi are the pou that recognises the future focused approach to work together

11.

12.

in partnership under Rukutia te Mana, the Ngati Rangi Deed of Settlement with the Crown and those crown

representative Ministries and organisations that administer these settlement pou.

Te Hohourongo;

Te Matapihi;

Reconcilliation by way of acknowledgement and apology from the Crown

Partnership and relationship agreements with the Crown

These combined pou interlink as mechanisms towards a sustainable and holistic approach for the

betterment of our environment, our culture and the health and well-being of our people and our

community.

Our submission will be based around our six key pou that make up Rukutia te Mana and our Ngati Rangi

Strategic Plan, and will also support the RWT submission.
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Te Ao Tiroa - A health environment sustainably cared for by Ngati Rangi

13. The Ngati Rangi 2014 Taiao Management Plan® outlines our key engagement requirements in regard to the

environmental and cultural expetations for our rohe (tribal management area).

HGATI RARGS ARTA OF WILREST EN

. N - s o

Figure 4: Ngdti Rangi Contemporary and Whanaunga Area of Interest

14. Itis the expectation that Rangitikei District Council (RDC) is familiar with this plan and considers each take
to inform meaningful engagement with Ngati Rangi on all environmental activities in the rohe.

15. NRT prefer this type of engagement to ensure we have a voice in the early stages to support the design, and
decision making, long term. Ngati Rangi prefers a solutions based approach towards environmental

management.
Te Mana o te Wai - Water Quality and Supply

16. Ngati Rangirecognise and support the socio-economic health and wellbeing of local communities; we reflect
that the health and wellbeing of our rivers and streams reflect on the health and wellbeing of our

communities which is heavily linked with the quality and quantity of mouri.

3 Taiao Management Plan 2014 - hitps://www.ngatirangi.com/taiag-management-plan.aspx
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22

23.

24,
25.

The lifeforce of individual awa and it's health is a representation of where we are as people; we are
inextricably linked and this link underpins our connection to our waterways. Therefore, it indicates why the
demand we have of policy and legislation to trust in this relationship for the betterment of our people, and

our communities.

Wai ora. Wai tapu. Wai mate. Wai tai. Wai mana. Te mana o te wai. Water has many purposes. It is an
authority unto its own, and it holds its own mana. Whilst Ngati Rangi rely on water for cultural, traditional
and spiritual purposes our awa have the authority to flow as naturally as possible, to sing its natural song,

and to house life or natural qualities as it pleases.

Therefore, it is our responsibility is to ensure that the quality of our environment; our air, water and land,
is of a better state, but at the very least, no worse than the conditions that exist currently. In order to fulfill
these responsibilities we look for strong policy to safeguard our lifeblood — our waterways, such as the

National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management, so that our responsibilities can be fulfilled.

Statutory Acknowledgement

Te Waiu-o-te-lka (TWOTI) which is a key part of Rukutia te Mana, will have statutory acknowledgement
requiring a framework designed to inform policies, regulations and plans such as, the NPS for freshwater
and Regional and District policies and plans including this Long Term Plan. As this is a long term plan (10
years) TWOT! will need to be a key consideration to include in the forecasts to anticipate how all RDC plans

will adopt and implement the objectives of the framework.

Water Quality — Water Supply
Water quality is of paramount importance to Ngati Rangi as it flows off Koro Ruapehu. The Glaciers and
snow fields are the “Water Towers” of our region. These water towers are the font of our water supply and

determines how sustainable our water supply is in our region.

Climate Change is an ever increasing reality. It is now a Climate Crisis. Ngati Rangi are monitoring a Climate
Crisis research programme which will help to inform future recommendations towards the impact of this
issue on the environment and what our community resilience needs to be in response to thisissue. Alternate

water supply options need further investigation as multiple demands put pressure on a finite resource.

Everything to do with Climate Change should be referred to as Climate Crisis in RDC planning,

communications, and response.

RDC should make Climate Crisis a priority as a key issue of a water supply strategy.
Ngdti Rangi see this is a priority area of concern and should be a key part of the RDC design and

development for key strategies in regard to the Climate Crisis.
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Water Allocation
The demand for quality water supplied for human consumption has increased alongside goals for

swimability in the National Objectives Framework for Freshwater Management (NOF-FM).

Ngédti Rangi expects RDC to work together to design an innovative solution that captures these aspirations

that is affordable, and meets the legislative requirements.

Ngdti Rangi does not support any initiative that leads towards a risk of over allocating water supply.

Wahi Tapu Wahi Tupuna

Protection of key Wahi Tapu and Wahi Tupuna require management plans to ensure the protection of these
special areas. Cultural Interpretation can provide a better understanding of these areas and would give our

community and manuhiri (visitors) the reason to respect our place and leave no trace.

Ngadti Rangi will work with the RDC RMA team and lwi to establish a shared approach to managing RMA
activities in our rohe. This includes, but is not limited to the joint development of a Heritage Management

Plan.

Ngdti Rangi will initiate discussions towards developing a Mana Whakahono a Rohe to add another

legislative tool to aid partnership outcomes in the RMA framework if other iwi see a benefit for this.

Muramura te Ahi - Ngati Rangi determines its own success

32.

33.

The Ngatirangitanga strategic goals outline key initiatives for increasing the prosperity of our whanauy,
Marae, businesses, and communities. It will be working with RDC to find the balance for managing

“sustainable growth pains” in our infrastructure and community capability.

Ngdati Rangi would like to continue to have representation in the tourism and regional growth space to

have continuity from the Rangitikei Region to Koro Ruapehu.

Te Matapihi - Partnership and relationship agreements with the Crown

34.

In summary, Rukutia te Mana will lay the next platform for Ngati Rangi to increase the ability and capability
to engage more alongside RDC. The Partnerships that continue to build will be acknowledged through the
settlement act (after the third reading in parliament, approximately 12-18 months time), via relationship

agreements and letters of introductions.
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35. It has been discussed, that engagement between Ngati Rangi and RDC goes beyond the statutory processes
such as consulting on a LTP. Communication is paramount for working together into the future. The
establishment of key forums, committees and groups are examples of this continued participation.

Hearing Attendance

36. Ngati Rangi will present this submission in person if a hearing takes place.

Heoi ano,

David Milner

Pou Taiao
Environmental Manager
Ngati Rangi Trust

PO Box 195

Ohakune
david@ngativangi.com
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Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

Email address: )

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Would you like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? If ves, deo
yvou wish to attend (please tick):

O at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)
O at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual link, if that
could be arranged?

Mo

Are vou writing this submission as:

[ Yes

an individual, or

I on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s oniine
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.

[ Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

-t

RANGITIKEI

DISTRICT COUNCIL

K%y Choice One (refer to pages &, 7)

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted rate?

The options are:

H.Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

KOption 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.

E/Option 3 — 1 don't support the provision of a
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
malke their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle.

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, work and visit.

b. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which
isn’t listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it below:

Bo you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
BDocument? (use extra pages if necessary)

Key Issue Three - Vol
targeted rate for ceili
underfloor insulation
If Council were to establish this voluntary targeted

rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would
you be interested in taking it up?

O Yes No

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-287 (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available
to the media and public as part of the decision
making process. Your submission will only be used

for the purpose of the long term plan process.The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

Mmease tick here if you want your details to
remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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re: Recycling options

As we are supporters of a cleaner environment we
generate very little waste. We would like to suggest the
'Recycle Bins' be added in strategic spots through out the
towns and popular visitor spots [iookouts, river camp sites
etc. In Marton we thought for example -

*Broadway central one each side of the street,

*one at the back of Countdown and at New World,

*one by the library,

*one in the vicinity of WINZ,

*one by Centennial Dairy,

*one at the motor home site,

*one at each of the parks with more added when there are
events such as Market Day, Harvest Fair, Country Music
efc,

*one by Memorial Hall,

*one by the rail over bridge [plus a normal rubbish bin
please. Snack food is bought from the dairy and New
World and wrappers/bottles etc are dropped on the street
as there are no bins.]

Many residents pick up rubbish off the streets and if these
bins were added perhaps that would keep the town tidier.
Residents need to understand what they can recycle so
graphic information needs to go with the household bins
plus information in the local news papers. Residents could
also be encouraged to compost their green waste with
information in local newspapers. This information needs to
be mulii lingual for our new residents.

Perhaps the schools could be encouraged to participate in
these projects but | think most are teaching the children
about living in a clean environment.

Gillian and Allan Fuicher
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Carol Dickson

Ol

From:

Sent:

To:
Attachments:

Categories:

Trudi Mattock <fishaway@xtra.co.nz>
Friday, 4 May 2018 10:22 AM
LongTerm Plan Communications
council submission.pdf

Carol
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Submitter detalls

Your name:

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

Would you like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? If yes, do
vou wish to attend (please tick):

(16 May)
[ at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

O at the Taihape Town Hall

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual linl, if that
could be arranged?

Ol Yes 1 No

s

i;&y% writing this submis
4
n individual, ¢

ston a

[ on behalf of an organisation

f on behalf of an organisation, please provide
etails:

[

Organisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to

date with Council and commumty news. .

1 Yes | want to subscribe to Counc;l S onhne
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

5LTIKEI

TRICT COUNCIL

Key Choice One (refe

to pages 6, 7)

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted ratel

The options are:

1 Option | —Yes | support Council’s pré@ed
option: the provision of a Councd;ecyc!mg service
only, where all urban properties ‘will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie Bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one- A5 Jitre crate (for glass
bottles) coll ected/ortmghty Disposal of other
rubbish willremain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a<argeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

1 Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: alktiban properties will
be supplied thh,one wheelie bin for recycling
mhdy) and one crate for giass

lettion service. This weu%d mean a ‘targete@‘
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.

@fi} tion 3 — | don’t support the provision of 2
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
quo to remain — meaning residents co“imm to
make their own arrangements for ke rubbish
collection and how they recycle

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as  (Other Issues
a g;‘ea{ place to live, work and visit.

£

Do vou have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

b. Expandjng markets — To focus on business
growth and pros erit

c. Facilitation -To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.
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K@f? RATES 1M Clehse S
B (N ELAT (o0 LATE

m..w

If there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it below:

Privacy Act 1993

. Please note that submissions are public information.
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making process.Your submission will only be used

lish this voluntary targeted for the purpose of the long term plan process.The

If Council were to est
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access the information and request its correction.
E Yes %’ No

@/Piease tick here if you want your details to
main private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Submission to Draft Long Term Plan 2018-2028 — Rangitikei District Council
Name: Toimata Foundation Contact person: Kristen Price, Operations Manager

Postal Address: PO Box 4445, Hamilton, 3247 Physical Address: Lockwood House, 293 Grey Street, Hamilton
Phone: 07 959 7321 Email: kristen.price@toimata.org.nz We DO NOT wish to speak to this submission

Toimata Foundation (a charitable trust) is the national support organisation for Enviroschools and
Te Aho Tt Roa.

This submission covers the following points:

1. What is Enviroschools?

e Enviroschools is a holistic framework that supports the development of
resilient, connected and sustainable communities.

e Enviroschools operates nationwide as a collaboration between school
communities, Toimata Foundation, Local Government and Central
Government with additional community partners.

e ltis specifically designed to meet multiple Local Government outcomes and
is supported by over 80% of all councils in NZ.

e Enviroschools is proven. It has a 20-year track record and is backed by a
5-year research and evaluation programme.

e It operates at a significant scale. Nationally over 1,100 early childhood education (ECE)
centres, primary, intermediate and secondary schools are part of the Enviroschools network —
this is a third of all schools and 6% of the large ECE sector.

2. Ngd mihi — Rangitikei District Council has been an Enviroschools partner since 2014.

e We thank Rangitikei District Council (RDC) for supporting your community to participate in
Enviroschools.

e This submission requests that RDC maintains its valuable supporting role in Enviroschools.

e Currently there are 6 Enviroschools in your district. This is made up of 4 schools and 2 early
childhood centres {(18% of your schools and 17% of your early childhood centres).

e Due to increasing community demand for Enviroschools, this submission requests that RDC
invest in the further growth and development of the Rangitikei Enviroschools network.

3. The Enviroschools implementation model provides value for council partners

e Creating sustainable, resilient communities involves bringing together many different skiils,
perspectives and resources. |t requires organisations to work together.

e The implementation approach and collaborative funding mode! of Enviroschools provides
significant value.

e Councils provide cornerstone investment in regional implementation that equates to 20-25% of
the total annual investment in Enviroschools, with the balance being funded by other
contributors.

Appended: Key Results from the 2017 Enviroschools Census - overview for partners.

The following pages have further information on the three points above.
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1. What is Enviroschools? A proven programme specifically designed to meet
multiple Local Government outcomes

Enviroschools is a holistic framework that supports the development of resilient, connected and
sustainable communities. Through Enviroschools children and young people plan, design and
implement a wide range of sustainability projects in collaboration with their communities.

The Enviroschools Programme was first developed by councils and community in the Waikato region.
It is specifically designed as a programme that empowers children, young people and their
communities to take action that addresses a wide range of the key outcomes that councils are also
seeing for their communities.

Nationwide, 81% of councils are currently part of the Enviroschools network. This is made up of:
- 94% of Regional Councils and Unitary Authorities
- 77% of Territorial Authorities

Toimata Foundation has undertaken a 5-year research and evaluation programme with external
evaluators Kinnect Group.  This has involved two national censuses (2014 & 2017), return on
investment analysis and a comprehensive evaluation drawing on multiple sources. Highlights include:

e Participating schools and centres are highly engaged in a wide range of environmental actions
and sustainability practices.

e Evaluators found that Enviroschools is “a very high-performing programme”? that provides a
broad range of outcomes covering environmental, social, cultural, education and economic
aspects.

e 11% Return on Investment. While only a small number of the outcomes can be monetised, so
results are conservative, expert analysis showed a RO! of 11% per annum.

2. Recognising your support for the Enviroschools Programme — Ngda mihi nui

We would like to thank RDC for supporting your community to be part of the Enviroschools network
since 2014. There is now a network of 6 Enviroscheols in the Rangitikei District that are part of a
larger network of 47 Enviroschools in the Manawati-Whanganui region.

The Enviroscheols in the Rangitikei District are:

e Bulls School e Nga Tawa Diocesan School e Marton Childcare Centre

e Pukeokahu School ¢  South Makirikiri School e Bulls Kindergarten

This network is also supported by Horizons Regional Council in partnership with Palmerston North City
Council; the Whanganui, Tararua, Ruapehu, and Manawat District Councils; the Ruahine Kindergarten
Association and Central Kids Kindergartens.

Due to increasing community demand for Enviroschools, this submission requests that RDC continues
to work with Horizons Regional Council (as the coordinating agency for Enviroschools) to invest in the
further growth and development of the Rangitikei Enviroschools network.

1 page 4, The Enviroschools Programme: Evaluation Report, Kinnect Group, 2015
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3. The Enviroschools implementation model provides value for council partners

Creating sustainable, resilient communities involves bringing together many different skills, perspectives
and resources. The complex environmental, social, cultural and economic challenges facing us today call for
a holistic response from a range of different people and organisations working together. Key aspects of
the Enviroschools model are:

e A focus on connecting with, and working, with the wider community. This results in a substantial
level of support from businesses, community organisations and individuals providing donated goods,
volunteer time, advice and expertise to the Enviroschools network.

from schools and centres investing ' es including staff time, project
costs and capltal investments. This resourcing comes prmcrpally via Mlmstry of Education funding.

o Role of the Enviroschools Facilitator — unlike many programmes in schools that deliver key messages
to children in a classroom setting, Enviroschools Facilitators work principally with adults — teachers,
caretakers, school management, community members etc. — supporting them to develop their
knowledge of sustainability and integrate it into how they undertake their roles.

e Collaborative approach to regional implementation with Enviroschools Regional Coordinators and
Facilitators are funded by/employed by over 90 organisations - Local Government/Councils,
Kindergarten Associations and other community agencies.

e Toimata has solid support from Central Government through Ministry for the Environment for our
work as a national hub — providing a wide range of support and ongoing programme development.
The graphic below shows the organisational model and the percentage investment provided by different

groups for the different aspects of Enviroschools. The percentages are from analysis undertaken in
2014/15 and based on a total annual investment in the programme of $10.4 million. 2

Organisational model for the
Enviroschools Programme

and camaemty

2 Model information and monetary values are from The Enviroschools Programme — Return on Investment Scenario
Analysis, Kinnect Group, 2015
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Key Results of the Enviroschools

Nationwide Census 2017
Overview for partners - March 2018

o,
[

Seu?

H
:

In 2017 Toimata Foundation, the national support organisation for the Enviroschools Programme,
undertook a nationwide census of the Enviroschools network.
census, the first was in 2014. In both census projects, Toimata has worked with external

This was the second nationwide

evaluators and engaged a specialist advisory panel to ensure a highly robust process. Both
census had high response rates and have provided a wealth of valuable information for reporting
purposes and for ongoing programme development.

We have produced this initial results overview of the 2017 Census to share with our partnersin
Central and Local Government. Further reporting will be undertaken in the coming months.

There is significant nationwide reach through a large number of active participants and a
focus on collaboration with the community

e 1,100 + Enviroschools - schools and early childhood education (ECE) centres, representing
34% of schools and 6% of the large ECE sector.

e Actively participating are 153,000 children & young people, supported by 15,700 school
and centre staff - teachers, caretakers, administration staff, principals, boards of trustees.

e Reach is growing — around 50% more children & young people and over 1.5 times

the number of adults actively participating compared to 2014.
e Strong commitment — high response rate to a comprehensive questionnaire

e 88% are connecting with other organisations in their community - councils,
restoration groups, Iwi, landowners, businesses etc.

e Data shows Enviroschools has a substantial positive influence on the degree of
interaction with families/whanau and the wider community.

There is a wide range of action for sustainability - environmental, social, cultural &

economic

100%

Wasle

92%

Kaviood
distribution
systems

88%

Biodiversity
restoration and
biosecurily

67%

Energy!

99%

Cultural
susiamabibly

92%
Crealive
projects in
ihe fandscape

83%

Water

63%

Eco-Bulding

97%
Kavtood
production

89%

Sogiat
sustamabilily

75%

Econonuc
susiamabilidy

* Percentages are the total % of participants
who are taking one or more actions in the area
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All Enviroschools are engaging in a range
of sustainability action areas ...

..and participating in multiple ways
within each action area.

i
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Enviroschools is positively influencing a wide range of sustainability outcomes
The Census asked to what degree participants thought Enviroschools positively influenced 40
different outcomes associated with creating a sustainable world.

In addition to the positive influence on the sustainability of the physical environment, there was
also evidence of a positive influence on a wide range of other outcomes. Examples include:

SRR N L

Citizenship  Educational Social Cultural Economic
Children and Motivation to Ethics being a Respecting differing Integration of
young people learn - 84% key part of beliefs — 80% sustainability into
initiating and Teachers people’s Correct te reo Maori  their strategic
taking action on collaborating - decisions and pronunciation — 80% and operational
sustainability 77% actions - 79% planning - 71%
issues that are Healthy eating
important to them and physical
- 74% activity - 79%

* Percentages are the total % of participants who rated the influence as ‘moderate’, ‘considerable’ or “high’
(ratings 3, 4 & 5 on a 5-point scale)

Key aspects of programme design are valued by participants and contribute to
effectiveness

The Enviroschools Programme was intentionally designed to be a long-
term journey supported by a collaborative network.

The 2017 Census showed the value participants place on key aspects
of the programme’s design and the relationship of programme design
to the effectiveness of the programme. The aspects of programme
design strongly reinforced by the census data include:

e Student-led action

e  Support from an Enviroschools Facilitator

e Long-term nature of an Enviroschools journey

e Integration of Maori Perspectives

e  Focus on community involvement

e Emphasis on participants networking with each other
e Links made to globhal issues

e The Enviroschools visioning process

e ;
We need to prepare students for their future - ™=
sustainability is a no brainer, Enviroschools is the only
comprehensive programme to address that.

r
ré)

p——

§$
&

R e e, TeCIChEr 2017 Census

{
)
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Carol Dickson 2 - P -1k
From: Angie <akananla@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, 3 May 2018 5:30 PM

To: RDC Information

Subject: Submissions

SUBMISSIONS

From Angela Oliver, 1A Otaihape Valley Road, Taihape 4720

To Rangitikei District Council, Private Bag 1102, Marton 4741

3 May 2018

I wish to comment on the following drafts:

Draft Policy on Development Contributions

Yes, agree with Council's approach

Draft Waste Management and Minimisation Plan
Yes, agree with Council's approach. However, I do not agree to changes in the urban collections (part of
LTP consultation). The weekly rubbish collection kerbside, using bags purchased at New World, and use of

the recycling facilities at the transfer stations are more than adequate. Further increases to rates should be
avoided.

Regards

Angela Oliver
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Carol Dickson

e S
From: John and Viv Eames <mangaweka@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, 3 May 2018 9:33 PM
To: LongTerm Plan Communications
Subject: LTP Submission
Attachments: RDC Submission.pdf
Categories: Carol

Attached submission from: John Eames
PO Box 12
06 382 5717 Mangaweka 4746
027 782 5717
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LTP Submission from John Eames
Mangaweka
06 382 5717

Rubbish and Recycling

Some years ago the then new Mangaweka transfer station was abandoned a short time
after it was built because how it started operating was far from viable.

It was replaced with a system called Jack Trash that I administered on my service
station property and that proved completely unsatisfactory. As a result I initiated the
present system which has since developed to include recycling. The very good
transfer facility is conveniently located for the town, has worked well for years and
continues to do so. Any change from the status quo for Mangaweka is entirely
unnecessary with no benefits to justify a rate rise.

I'm not qualified to comment on the position in other towns but surely Mangaweka
would not have to change and swallow a rate rise just because they do.

My submission is that the status quo remain for Mangaweka rubbish and
recycling.

Mangaweka Bridge

It is vital for the economic life of the district that a new bridge over the Rangitikei at
Mangaweka is built as soon as possible. The low weight limit on the present bridge is
already a very costly factor and any failure of the structure would be a catastrophe.
The present unique bridge is a superb heritage structure with high value for tourism.
Every effort needs to be made to retain it beside a new one. The Springvale Bridge
has thankfully been deemed worth saving yet it is remote and of no actual use at all.

My submission is:
That a new bridge at Mangaweka is a critical district priority.
Removing the old bridge would be seriously shortsighted and hugely regretted.
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Submitter detai

Your name:

— N F % v~

Email address:

P

kreferred contact phone number:

Your postal address: ,

N

Would vou like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? If ves, do

you wish to attend (please ticl):
1 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)

[ at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual link, if that
could be arranged!

ﬁs

»ﬁ»@; you writing this su

[1Yes

dividual, or
L1 on behalf of an organisation
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

COrganisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.

[ Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

Ei%}’ Choice One (refer to pages 6, 7)

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted rate!

The options are:

[J Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

[0 Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
{collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
{collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted

rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.
@ég}iisn 3 — | don't support the provision of 2

rubbish or recycling collectio né want the status
guo to remain — meaning residents continue to
make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikel. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
sach option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputationas  (Other lssues
a great place to live, work and visi

Do you have any comment on other

matters noted in this Consultation

Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

b. Expanding markets —'%?3 focus on business
growth and prosperit

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)

4
i

L /«»’ﬁ’if
/

,Dvs*i%’i 705/6?% 0 cf‘f;

if there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Council should undertaie, A Slal /&

please write about it below:

7 f o B - - i
L Ahay€  Seen @@@;}k

< 5 é%wif'f é;??ff 11994 ‘f./g if}&é’iéﬁ‘ (49

Privacy Act 1991

, ’ Please note that submissions are public information.

£ =% % H

y ie | nree - Voluntary "
f{ﬁ}" [ssue Three - Voluntat g The content on this form including your personal
igggg{gé rate for ggﬁgzggg and information and submission will be made available

to the media and public as part of the decision
making process.Your submission will only be use

o . ¢ . varmn - T
If Council were to est tablish this voluntary targeted 07 the purpose of the long term plan process. The

rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would information will be held by the Rangitikei District
you be interested in taking it up! Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to

access the information and request its correction.
[1Yes %o

rd
B Please tick here if you want your details to
remain private

%

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018

e
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Horizons Requests

oL TE- b= lo

c14

Page 1 of 2

Request ID : 52340

¢ To : haveyoursay@horizons.govt.nz
- Description

Hi there

between 5 to 10 percent a year.
- Thanks Paul

Sent from my iPad

Requester Details

Requester
Name
Contact
number

Pgconnor21

Department -

LTP submission via website link
By Pgconnor21 on Apr 30, 2018 06:29 PM

Due Daie : N/A éi g

Status :Open
Priority : Not Assigned

. l'am not in support of any changes to Mangaweka's refuse collection. The current system works
- well. We do not need any kerb side collections especially rates increases to fund this. The current
rates increases are already unsustainable to many living in the region. Wages are not increasing

E-mail
Address
Mobile
number

pgconnor2l@gmail.com

Business
Impact

88
http://corporatesupport/workorder/PrintConfj slpjg?q\%lDZSZB 40&woMode=printWO

1/05/2018
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Submitter éet

Your name: .

Emalil address:

¥

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

®ovsow Ly,

Would you like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? If ves, d
you wish to attend (please tick):

L1 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)
[ at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would you prefer to present your views

to Council via an audiovisual linlg if that
could be arra;?@‘f

[ Yes No

Are you writing this submission as:

an individual, or

[F on behalf of an organisation

iy

if on behalf of an organisation
tetails:

, please provide

[

Organisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitilkei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.

[ Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

Cx>

ITIKEI

COUNCIL

Agh

E{%}" Choice One (refer to pages 6, 7}

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted rate!l

The options are:

[0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.
Eétion 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will
be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling ., .
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass %K’
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per vear per eligible
ratepayer.

0 Option 3 — 1 don't support the provision of a
rubbish or recycling coilection and want the status
quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle.

B

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

hc*eas ing economic growth is important for

improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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jx%s

. Promotion - To build the District’s reputationas  (Other lssues

a great place to live, work and visit.
Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

-

. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

o

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-287 (use extra pages if necessary)

7}? mf\cg?‘ D 5@2‘*\@{’?‘“{
Sthool o rbbisi~ 1S
(Aleeded ot wdeelie

If there is an economic development activity which - /
isn't listed but you think Council should undertake, fz}ﬂm .

please write about it below:

Privacy Act 1993

; . i Please note that submissions are public information.
géﬁff Issue Three - Voluntai }4 The content on this form mds ing your personal
£ P £ £ P i
tar §§{$é rate tor éjﬁg%w% ang information m:; éés on will ée{ ;zg‘; a}!c‘z:e‘abfe
~imertlarien to the media an lic as part of the decision
un :Eﬁf%‘ oor insulation

making process.Your submission will only be used
If Council were to establish this voluntary targeted  f0F the purpose of the long term plan process. The
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would information will be held by the Rangitikei District
you be interested in taking it up? Council, 46 High Street, Marmﬂ.‘f’sa have the right to
ythe information and request its correction.

lease tick here if you want your details to
remain private

[ Yes No

€3

o

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 201
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ANGITIKEI

C{w ] DISTRICT COUNCIL
Oy

Submitter details e‘g:séea% print clearly): KS}; Choice One (refer to pages 6, 7)

Your name: Should Council provide rubbish and/or

' recyciling collection in the urban areas
e — ——— of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Email address: Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
P Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted rate?

Preferred contact phone number:

The options are:

N [0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
Your poséai address: option: the provision of a Council recycling service
- e only, where all urban properties will be supplied
_ with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
- plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
S bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per

Would you ililkke to speal to your vear per eligible ratepayer.
submission at the hearings? If yes, do
you wish to attend (please tick): Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish

and recycling service: all urban properties will
be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
jéf’E at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May) (collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
Would d vou §§=e-§egﬂ to present yvour views collection service. This would mean a targetefi
1

£1 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)

to Council via an audiovisual link, if that rate of approximately $165 per year per .% Shek
could be arranged!? ratepayer.
[Yes E?ﬂl/g [0 Option 3 — | don’t support the provision of a
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
Are you writing this submission as: quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
[ an individ make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
an individual,

) o collection and how they recycle.
1 on behalf of an organisation

if on behalf of an organisation, please provide E\&}’ Choice Two - Economic
details: E}%Xfﬁgé}?;z%@?‘%a

Organisation name: Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
Your position in the organisation: been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick

[dYes | want to subscribe to Council’s online the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
newsletter, Rangitikei Line any option you think is not worthwhile.

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.
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o

. Expanding markets - To
growth and prosperity.
Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business

development agencies with local businesses.

_(')

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Counc
please write about it below:

il should undertake,

I/ Ay A L7 BN
Key Issue Three - Voluntary

targeted rate for ceiling and

if Council were to establish this voluntary targeted
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would
you be interested in taking it up?

[ Yes 1 No

Submissions clos

Other lIss

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document!? (use extra pages if necessary)

What other issues would vou like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)

Wil e firopise et
./L/pf/ «jfé«?f?” gy Mzg@éﬂ
v e

Privacy Act 1992

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available
to the media and public as part of the decision
making process.Your submission will only be used

for the purpose of the long term plan process.The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

V»

[¥ Please tick here if you want your details to
remain private

e at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Submitter detalils

s

Your name:

¢

Email address: o

DI QT“RK,( COUNCIL

Ke}f Choice One (refer to pages 6, 7}

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and

- nTaihape, which would be funded by

Preferred contact phone number:

s

Your postal address:

Would you like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? if ves, do
you wish to attend (please tick):

1 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)

[T at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would vou prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual linl, if that
could be arranged?

1 Yes No

Are yvou writing this submission as:
\Zé/gﬁ in

n behalf of an organis

dividual, or

(n
0

ation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details

Organisation name:

NA

Your position

in the organisation:

A

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep vou up to
date with Council and community news.

[0 Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

Cﬂi:%iif’\g b clve o &(ﬂ

targeted ratel
The options are:

[0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

‘Q/C}ption 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish 7 Cv‘@f
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible
ratepayer.

[d Option 3 — | don’t support the provision of a
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle.

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

‘i"}

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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If there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Council should undertake
please write about it below:

Promotion - To build the District’s reputat

i H N wly st yied
a gireat pace o %i‘v’eg WOIK and visit

-

. Expanding markets —To focus on business

growth and prosperity

>Facilitation - To facilitate and connect b

development agencies with local businesses.

. Labour planning - To align businesses

employment needs with education providers.

. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential

susiness

development, new businesses & expand existing

business.

if Council were to e
rate for ceiling and underfloor
you be interested in taking it up?

1 Yes {1 No

establish this voluntary targeted
insulation would

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation

Document? (use extra pages if necessary)

What other issues would you like Council

to consider as part of its planning for
2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)

| oglicn o

E«:{;’ dirles -
e HLK{:’{‘ ey

-he rublb
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Lohee e
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{
sh e K

iggz

[#8]

Privacy Act
Please note that s

bmissions are public information.

The content on z%fs form including your personal

%ﬁ;’{’}?’f“ﬁ?@?ﬁi@ﬁ and submission

to the media Gﬁé fpui:si’;’:: as part of the decision

m
&

making pmce
for the purpo

m.ul\

will be made available

our submission will only be used
the long term plan process. The

information wsf! f*ﬁ held by the Rangitikei District

Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to

access the information and request its correction.

\E/Piease tick here if you want your details to

remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May
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Further submission for the Rangitikei District Council 10 vear “Unfolding the plan”.

Re “What else is happening?”

01. Wastewater upgrades.
| agree with the Councils concept for the upgrades.
Piping waste from Marton to a Bulls Treatment Station certainly appears a good option.
The cost of the extra approximate 7km of piping must be factored into this butitisnota
new idea. | believe there is something similar between Oakura and New Plymouth?

02. Waste minimization.

I have made comment in the tick box section of this submission re the recycling concepts. |
agree with all concepts and have ticked the box for a kerbside recycling service with a
Council waste pick up included (option 2).

03. Tutaenui/ Hunterville Water schemes.

Tutaenui. | agree with the investigation of providing a stock water from the Tutaenui
Scheme. This would be a great thing for animal welfare and financial outcomes for farmers
especially during the heat of summer.

| am not quite so sure if in the current environmental climate if an irrigation schemeis a
great consideration. As a farmer myself, irrigation is a great asset and perhaps if there is
enough water then it may be a form of revenue for the Council but it will have quite a few
“fish hooks” in the detail

Hunterville. Hunterville town water is inherently expensive. If a new clean source of water
can be provided at a suitable price as well as leaving more water in the Rural Scheme for
further expansion to stock supply then this is also a good idea.

I have spoken with the President of the Hunterville Rugby Club who explained the Club
would like to light the playing field at the Demain on Paraekaretu Street in Hunterville. |
understand the bore and subsequently electrical equipment is to be located behind the
Rugby Club | believe that it would be worthy of investigations into making the electrical
substation of sufficient size to allow for the connection of the lighting towers to draw power
from it. The electricity use would need monitoring and costs likely passed onto the user. |
understand the Rugby ground has also been used by the Fire/Ambulance service as a landing
ground for the Rescue helicopter and if it could be well illuminated it would allow for night
landings. Lighting may also benefit other community sports and functions at this site

04. Improving Martons Water.

Martons drinking water has a long history of being sub-standard in taste and smell. It has
improved markedly over the past few years. The Council should continue with its
replacement programme of the concrete pipe to PVC.

Page 305



05. 24/7 toilet for Marton.
A replacement toilet in Follett Street near the Marton Park is a good idea alongside moving
the bus parking. Perhaps with all the spending planned in this 10 year plan it may be worthy
in the short term to promote the toilets we have. If it is to be moved then a Bus Depot
partially of wholly funded by the bus Companies who stop there could be built to keep both
the passengers and their possessions shaded, dry and warm as per the season.

06. Upgrade to the Taihape Pool.

Swimming is a very important life skill so providing swimming pools to communities is a
must. Swimming pools like Taihape continuously require maintenance and upgrades.

| agree with the proposed upgrades but as a coach at the Hunterville Swimming Pool | feel
there is a real necessity to upgrade further at the HVL pool. The tiered seating there is a real
health and safety issue. It is in need of many more extra handrails and steps to allow access
to the higher seating. They are so steep that a fall is not usually arrested until the person is
on the concrete beside the pool meaning a fall could be from metres above the ground.

The Hunterville Pool is well used by the Swim Club and Hunterville School children as well as
other Community members especially on the weekend. This pool is in serious need of some

sort of heating as it is just too cold for the kids to swim in, usually after the 2"’ week of
March.

The Hunterville Community is extremely lucky to have the Management Trust looking after
its day to day management. Hunterville is a community who is renowned for taking care of
its assets and this should continue. Perhaps some of the cost of upgrade could be borne by
users, fundraising and with the assistance of the Council Parks Upgrade funding.

07. Amenities on Taihape Memorial Park.

Again as with most things everything has its lifespan. The toilets and Grandstand upgrades
sound worthwhile. These will make the grounds more user friendly and make visiting the
area more pleasant for everyone not just the rugby fraternity.

08. Bull Community Centre.

This has become an ongoing project. This building will have numerous uses once completed.
There appears to be a need for the building and it should proceed.

09. Havlock Park, Bulls

| would hope Dr Haylock would not be too concerned to see this area sold off and used for a
subdivision. The asset he helped provide, if sold would provide funding for the new
Community Centre and open up land for new housing to be built. [t would be a nice touch to
retain the name of the area, the walkway and playground. Perhaps a room in the new
building could bear his name?
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10. Marton CBD Buildings
As the Council is now the owner of the Cobbler/Davenport/ Abraham and Williams building
this new building should proceed. | believe the whole building should be demolished if it
can. The facades are heritage listed but | feel of insignificant value. In fact the whole area

between the two roundabouts on Broadway should be demolished and started again except
perhaps Countdown and what was once the Farmer Co-op and the Cooks Bar.

The other buildings have had their day, are a serious danger to the public and unlikely to be
viably worth strengthening. A plan for the next 30 years should look at removing them all.
Shift the Library and Council Building to this site and sell the old buildings or site for
development and do it sooner than later!

11. Taihape Civic Centre
Please don’t throw away good money strengthening this site. [t will still be an old building

that needs replacement in a few more decades or less. Build a new purpose building that
meets all the Building Codes of 2018 and will last another 100 years. Like the other
Community plans, what it costs today will be cheap in twenty years time and the Consenting
process is just going to become harder and more expensive.

As long as the Council and its Communities can afford to meet any repayments then get on
with it.

As a farmer the idea of borrowing to grow a business is the norm. | don’t have any qualms if
the Rangitikei District Council need do the same; to borrow to do as many of these upgrades
as possible and make the repayments over 30 years of more. Future generations will pay for
these upgrades that they and their families will benefit from.

12. Community Housing.

Community Housing is an asset that the Council could and should consider selling to fund its
core requirements at some point. These houses presently provide a service, that appears to
be now being well used. Having owned a rental property some years ago | would think they
may be more of a management hassle than their financial return; hence their sale could
mean other services or assets may be purchased or retained/improved.

13. lwi/Maori Liason.

| agree with lwi Liason members being selected for Council Committees to assist with future
planning. Will they be there for advice or have voting rights?

Maori wards are an option, the same as it is on the Central Govt electoral role. | believe
extra investigation as to how the vote or electoral process would go in the Rangitikei
Council. | am sure that in time these Wards will come to fulfil the Treaty ideals and so Maori
have a larger role in decision making.

Page 307



14, Parks.
These ideas are nice but should be put in the last to do file. In the scheme of things they are

no hugely expensive. Could portable toilets be managed in some of these areas in the short
term?

15. Youth.

Taking care of Youth can be the stitch that saves nine. A busy occupied Child or Youth usually
keeps out of trouble. I'm not sure that this is really Council Core Services but is it is deemed
important then consideration to one full time staff member may be a saving over two part
time. Making use of all Organizations with a similar role such as Police, Truancy, and Church
and sports clubs will be necessary.

16. Increased Online Services.

Online services are the way the future will continue to grow. The Council will need to
pursue this.

17. Local Governance Excellence.

Council should use these external assessments to retain its transparency to the Citizens of
the Rangitikei.

Council Infrastructure and Financial Strategy.

Roading.

Roading is a huge investment and expense in this district. About % of my farm rate bill is
roading.

The Council need to continue to do its best to keep quality roading throughout the district
whether urban or rural. The huge roading rate % | pay, should continue to provide me with
a good road and the quality should not decline just because I live some distance from a
higher population.

My opinion is that roading is a district wide issue. The Council should examine an extra
amount being added to the urban rate to fund all District roading. Done by way of a “good
will” Roading rate similar to the cost on the rural rate to support town water, and waste.
This will share the road cost a little more equitably by all who use them, urban or rural.

Forestry will create some major roading damage during extraction of the trees.
Unfortunately forestry is an allowable land use. Trucks pay Road User Charges already.

The only way to fund road damage during logging is to somehow value commercial forestry
trees into the rates as the trees grow. This will take something of a shift in law.
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Bridges are like buildings. They have a life and need replacement, unfortunately much of
the Rangitikei’s infrastructure is aging at the same time. Again the idea to share the cost
and borrow to pay for these upgrades should be considered so the Council is not financially
crippled, the work can be done when it need to be done and the future generations who
will use them will continue to pay for them over the coming decades.

The borrowing must be capped to a level that is within the means of the Council to repay
and still go about its day today services.

The 3 Waters.
Earlier | have written a little about the waste water, drinking water and Rural Schemes.

Storm water is a pollutant that is not often a highlight in the newspapers compared to
Dairying and other farming activities. Storm water is a reason over this summer why
numerous beaches in Auckland are closed to swimming. Wash from rain onto roads and
town is likely to require treatment in the next few years because of what is being washed
down the drains into the streams and rivers and into the sea.

The Council will likely be required to collect this runoff at huge expense.

It will be the price for a clean green environment in the future whether we like it or not, or
can afford it or not! Some planning will go along way with this as some knowledge with set
the Council up for future resource requirements efc,

Our Community and Leisure facilities.

I have made my views on some of these earlier in this submission.
Costs.

Further study should continue be made to ensure the Maintenance, Renewal and Capital
expenditure programmes are providing the Council with the best information and cost
versus return is achieved,

How will Councils Activities and proiecis be funded?

Status quo appears to be the way via rates, outside grants and fees for services. | would
aggress that the Council investigate a suitable borrowing strategy to assist with the extra
spending requirement to replace the assets that have done their time.

Level of Service.

The levels of service as written on page 25 in this Consultation Document should be well
received by the District.
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Submitter details

Your name: -

Email addresss

Preferred contact phone number:

Your postal address:

. p— N
ould you like to speak to your
i}E:E‘EﬁSSEGE“‘E at the hearings? If ves, do
you wish to attend {(please tick):
[0 at the Tathape Town Hall (16 May)

[1 at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual link, i that
could be arranged?

A~
[Yes & No
Are vou writing this st as:

Iz individuzl, or

1 on behalf of an or

Q

rganisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you like to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
date with Council and community news.
[1Yes | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line
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Key Choice

€ (refer to pages 6, 7}

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas

of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Buils,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Tathape, which would be funded by
targeted ratel

The options are:

0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass

bott! es“} collected fartnightly. Disposal of other

rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a taz‘geteﬁ rate of approximately $106 per

year per efigible ratepayer.

0 Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties wil
be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish

collection service. This would mean a targeted
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Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 20
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SUBMISSION ON RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT LONG TERM PLAN

2018-2028
To: Rangitikei District Council
Submission on:  Rangitikei District Council Draft Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Name: Public Health Services, MidCentral Health
Address: Public Health Centre

Private Bag 3003, Whanganui 4500
Attention: Dr Patrick O’'Connor

MidCentral Health’'s Public Health Service is responsible for promoting the reduction
of adverse environmental effects on the health of people and communities and for
improving, promoting and protecting their health pursuant to the New Zealand Public
Health and Disability Act 2000 and the Health Act 1956. These statutory obligations
are the responsibility of the Ministry of Health and, in the Whanganui District are
carried out under delegation by Public Health Services.

Health is influenced by a wide range of factors beyond the health sector and so we
are grateful for the opportunity to make the following comments.

Securing Water Quality and Supply

The MidCentral Public Health Service supports the planned upgrades to water supply
infrastructure over the next 10 years. We acknowledge that Rangitikei District
Council along with the MidCentral Public Health Services and water suppliers are
waiting for the Government’s response to the Havelock North Inquiry. Depending on
the adoption of the recommendations and the time frame the consequential changes
the Government makes, there will be new challenges facing Council in the provision
of water supply over the next 10 years.

In addition, the Health (Fluoridation of Drinking Water) Amendment Bill is currently
before parliament. The MidCentral Public Health Service encourages the Council to
take into account the challenge of this future legislation on their water supplies.

With regards to the performance measures for the Water Supply Group of Activities
(page 111), we note that none of the treatment plants were compliant in 2016-17,
particularly with regards to protozoal compliance. It states that from year 1-10 there
will be no incidents of non-compliance. We presume this indicates a difference
between a general non-compliance for protozoa, and particular incidents where
micro-organisms are actually found.

Wastewater

The MidCentral Public Health Service supports the proposal to work through the
options for the Wastewater Treatment Plant upgrades. We acknowledge the
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problems faced by Council on the provision of community wastewater schemes for
communities that continue to shrink in population.

With regards to the alternative proposals for Taihape and Mangaweka, any
exclusions from the community scheme may require individual properties to treat and
dispose of their wastewater within the confines of their property boundary. Whether
this can be done in a safe manner in terms of environment and public health
concerns would have to be fully assessed.

Waste Management

We note that Council’'s Draft Waste Management and Minimisation Plan is also being
reviewed. This plan is informed by a Waste Assessment. Consultation for the Waste
Assessment must include the Medical Officer of Health (Waste Minimisation Act 2008
s.51(5)(b)). We will be happy to be involved in future assessments

We support the target of increasing waste diversion from landfill to 27%. Some form
of kerbside recycling, will be needed if this target is to be reached. We support moves
to reduce food waste, and we think the draft plans should make reference to ongoing
provision of facilities for collection and containment of hazardous waste.

The statistics presented in the Draft WMMP and LTP could be clearer, especially in
terms of comparison with other district councils. The table in the Draft WMMP which
compares Rangitikei and Manawatu District Councils is somewhat confusing.
Voluntary targeted rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation

We support introduction of this extension of the Warm up New Zealand: Healthy
Homes programme. This has been introduced by ten other councils in New Zealand,

including New Plymouth and South Taranaki Disctrict Councils. No doubt advice
would be available from them if needed.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Long Term Plan.

/'ZZ Z =

ﬁ)r Patrick O’Connor
MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH
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a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, work and visit.

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? (use extra pages if necessary;

b. Expanding markets ~To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business 7o
development agencies with local businesses. S

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)

If there is an economic development activity which
isn't listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it below:

Privacy fct ¢

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available
to the media and public as part of the decision
making process.Your submission will only be used

If Council were to establish this voluntary targeted fc‘}’{ the purpose ‘ff the long term fj‘k‘g? process. ??;e
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would infor: mation Wf'ﬁ be held by the Rangitikei Distr, et
you be interested in taking it up? Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

[ Yes 0 No
LI Please tick here if you want your details to

remain private

Submissions close
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a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, work and visit.

b. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which
isn’t listed but you think Council should undertake,
please write about it below:

if Council were to establish this voluntary targeted
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would

you be intereste;yaking it up?
L Yes No

Submissions close

Other

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document!? (use extra pages if necessary}

i

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-287 (use extra pages if necessary)

-y

st

Ry
o
Kad

z

Privacy Ac

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available

to the media and public as part of the decision
making process. Your submission will only be used

for the purpose of the long term plan process.The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

O Please tick here if you want your details to
remain private

at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Doc: “}

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

I e

————

Email aé?fress:

[

Preferred contact phone number:

.

Your postal address:

NI

Would you like to speak to your
submission at the hearings? if ves, do
vou wish to attend (please tick):

K

1 at the Taihape Town Hall (16 May)
[T at the Marton Council Chamber (17 May)

Would you prefer to present your views
to Council via an audiovisual link, if that
could be arranged?

1Yes 0 No

Are-you writing this submission as:

an individual, or
3 on behalf of an organisation

if on behalf of an organisation, pleas
details:

e provide

Organisation name:

Your position in the organisation:

Would you lilkke to receive Council’s online
newsletter Rangitikei Line. There is no
cost to this and it will keep you up to
éaZe with Council and community news.

es | want to subscribe to Council’s online
newsletter, Rangitikei Line

T SOEIVED
~ | MAY 2018 ITIKEL

TRICT COUNCIL

Ke}f Choice One (refer to pages 6, 7)

Should Council provide rubbish and/or
recycling collection in the urban areas
of Ratana, Scotts Ferry, Koitiata, Bulls,
Marton, Hunterville, Mangaweka and
Taihape, which would be funded by
targeted ratel

The options ares

[0 Option | —Yes | support Council’s preferred
option: the provision of a Council recycling service
only, where all urban properties will be supplied
with one 240 litre wheelie bin (for cardboard,
plastic, cans) and one 45 litre crate (for glass
bottles) collected fortnightly. Disposal of other
rubbish will remain a resident’s choice. This would
mean a targeted rate of approximately $106 per
year per eligible ratepayer.

[ Option 2 — | support the provision of a rubbish
and recycling service: all urban properties will

be supplied with one wheelie bin for recycling
(collected fortnightly) and one crate for glass
(collected fortnightly), and a weekly rubbish
collection service. This would mean a targeted
rate of approximately $165 per year per eligible

L2 Option 3 — | don’t support the provision of a
rubbish or recycling collection and want the status
quo to remain — meaning residents continue to
make their own arrangements for kerbside rubbish
collection and how they recycle

Key Choice Two - Economic
Development

Increasing economic growth is important for
improving the quality of life for residents in the
Rangitikei. A provision of $200,000 to do this has
been included in the Long Term Plan. Council does
not have a preferred option or group of options
and wants to know what the community thinks
would be most worthwhile, so please note your
preference below - list all the options, outlined
below, that you think have merit in priority order
(highest to lowest). Please read the full detail of
each option on page 8 of this document and tick
the priority you prefer in the matrix below. Omit
any option you think is not worthwhile.
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. Promotion - To build the District’s reputationas  Other lssues

a great place to live, work and visit
Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document!? (use extra pages if necessary)

o

. Expanding markets —To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

&
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you be interested ip taking it up? Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
J access the information and request its correction.

[ Yes No

Q/P%ease tick here if you want your details to
remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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a. Promotion - To build the District’s reputation as
a great place to live, work and visit.

b. Expanding markets — To focus on business
growth and prosperity.

c. Facilitation - To facilitate and connect business
development agencies with local businesses.

d. Labour planning - To align businesses
employment needs with education providers.

e. Incentivising Growth - To attract residential
development, new businesses & expand existing
business.

If there is an economic development activity which

isn’t listed but you think Council should undertake,

please write about it below:

If Council were to establish this voluntary targeted
rate for ceiling and underfloor insulation would
you be interested in taking it up?

«ﬁ Yes 1 No

Do you have any comment on other
matters noted in this Consultation
Document? {(use extra pages if necessary)
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What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2018-28? (use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy £

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available

to the media and public as part of the decision
making process.Your submission will only be used

for the purpose of the long term plan process. The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton.You have the right to
access the information and request its correction.

[ Please tick here if you want your details to
remain private

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 4 May 2018
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Submission #

122

123

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

yes

Oral Hearing

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 2

Option 1

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

e

b

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

b

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 124 125
First Name Don and Vivienne

Last Name Tantrum

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 34 Swan Street

Address 2

Town Taihape

Postcode 4720

Telephone 1 06 3880635

Email Address

wakanuiconifers@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain yes
private?

Issue One Option 3 Option 1
Issue Two a d
Prioritv 1

Issue Two a b
Prioritv 2

Issue Two a c
Prioritv 3

Issue Two a e
Prioritv 4

Issue Two a a
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three yes

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

In addition to looking at kerbside recycling | would really like to see some kind of option
for collection of recycling out and about town near existing rubbish bins - maybe a long
term plan?
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Submission #

126

127

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

yes

yes

Oral Hearing

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

yes

Issue One

Option 1

Option 1

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

b

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 128 129
First Name Alan

Last Name Fowler

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 5 Saleyard Close

Address 2

Town marton

Postcode

Telephone 1 021139 1150

Email Address

fowler.

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 1

Option 1

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

e

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission #

130

131

First Name

Janine

Last Name

Spence

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

212461303

Email Address

jspence@wrhn.org.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

Withdrawn

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 3

Option 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

e

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

yes

Other Issues - CD

I am a professional working locally through the healthy homes scheme.

it is obvious to me that the area has many poorly insulated houses and often these are
rented out to young families. These families then end up having health issues which are
attributed to and impacted on by poorly insulated homes.

Unfortunately when young families own their own home it is often difficult for them to
loan more money to top up insulation grants. 1000-3000 being the approximate shortfall.
Also rental properties appear to have landlords unwilling or unable to afford upfront costs
to allow insulation to take place.

It would be awesome if we could point people to the subsidised rates scheme as an
option to enable them to afford retrofitting of insulation.

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 132 133
First Name Anton

Last Name Pernthaner

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 19 High Street

Address 2

Town Bulls

Postcode

Telephone 1 211091599

Email Address pernthanert@hotmail.com

Sign up to Rangitikei |yes Not Specified
Line

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain yes
private?

Issue One Option 3 Option 1
Issue Two b b
Prioritv 1

Issue Two c c
Prioritv 2

Issue Two a a
Prioritv 3

Issue Two d d
Prioritv 4

Issue Two e e
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three no no

Other Issues - CD

your e-mail address published in the District Monitor seem not to be active.

In regards to the Rubbish and Recycling 'Key Choice' options - | support council's preferred
option (Option 1). However, | do wonder whether the introduction of a Council recycling
service (which will lead to a reduction in waste to landfill) will mean that it may be less
viable for private rubbish collectors to operate, especially in the smaller communities, and
whether this would result in a large increase in the cost of them continuing to provide this
service to the communities in our district. If private contractors are going to increase the
cost of rubbish collection then | would support a Council rubbish service if it was found to
be more affordable for residents/ratepayers than the private rubbish service.

Other issues - Non CD

The vacant site on the corner of Broadway and Lower High Street does not make the most
attractive entrance to Marton's commercial centre. If this site is not likely to be
redeveloped in the immediate future then is there a way that it could be 'beautified' if the
property owner was agreeable (e.g. perhaps Council could facilitate the erection of
temporary murals along the street frontage done by local artists or senior art students).

The Building (Earthg prone Buildi di Act 2016 could have substantial
implications for our district's town centres. Looking along Broadway | would imagine that
quite a few of the buildings are earthquake prone and no doubt the property owners are
currently considering (or soon will be) whether it is financial viable to strengthen them,
relocate to another building, or construct a new building. Has Council considered how it
might aid or encourage property owners to continue doing business in Marton (and other
towns in the district)? This could involve Council providing advice to property owners or
the provision of incentives. Ideally the most significant heritage buildings should be
strengthened and retained.
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Submission # 134 135
First Name Elizabeth

Last Name Roberts

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 58 Bredins Line

Address 2

Town Marton

Postcode 4710

Telephone 1 027 2469272

Email Address

lizandwayne2@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain yes
private?

Issue One Option 3 Option 2
Issue Two a e
Prioritv 1

Issue Two a a
Prioritv 2

Issue Two a b
Prioritv 3

Issue Two a d
Prioritv 4

Issue Two a c
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three no no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 136 138

First Name Tyrone

Last Name Barker
Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 232 Bridge Street
Address 2

Town Bulls
Postcode

Telephone 1 021 820 837
Email Address bullsbarkers@xtra.co.nz
Sign up to Rangitikei |yes Not Specified
Line

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain yes

private?

Issue One Option 2 Option 2
Issue Two e e

Prioritv 1

Issue Two a c

Prioritv 2

Issue Two b b

Prioritv 3

Issue Two c a

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d d

Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 139 140

First Name Gill

Last Name Duncan

Position / Rangitikei Guardians
Oreanisati

Address 1 1531 Moawhango Valley Road
Address 2

Town Taihape

Postcode 4793

Telephone 1 (06) 3881409

Email Address

gduncans@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain yes

private?

Issue One Option 2 Option 2

Issue Two e a

Prioritv 1

Issue Two a b

Prioritv 2

Issue Two b d

Prioritv 3

Issue Two c e

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d c

Prioritv 5

Other Greater p of existing b within the district so that residents can support |Promotion: The Rangitikei Guardians (RGs) ask that the "magnificent hill country of the

them. A central online database maintained by the council. upper Rangitikei" (p.13 Draft Long Term Plan 2018-2028.docx), be promoted in Priority 1-5

activities above. This Landscape contains 17 of the listed 21 landscape 'sites of significance' in the
Rangitikei and most can be seen from the Gentle Annie, Inland Patea traverse.
Growing Economy (p. 24 para 4, Draft LTP) : We disagree with this statement and believe
there will be significant adverse effects and that Northern Rangitikei Tourist development
will be constrained without further enabling of traffic and waste control.
The primary economic development activity in the Northern Rangitikei is in Farming and
Tourism, with the sealing of the "Gentle Annie" that is promoted as both a driving
(http://i.stuff.co.nz/motoring/great-nz-roads/6384269/Top-10-NZ-roads-Number-2) and
cycle route, (https://www.nzcycletrail.com/trails/gentle-annie/). Therefore Council need
to provide facilities for the observed increase in traffic including camper vans, cars and
cycles starting with drinking water, toilet, shower and waste facilities at Moawhango
Village and upgrading the toilet and waste disposal available at Springvale Bridge.
Camper van traffic needs to be encouraged to stop and spend in Taihape with the Linnet
Street Dump Station needing upgrading for greater capacity and land designated for
overnight parking. Options such as formalising the land behind the Bowling Club, Kokako
Street, (which is currently used by Camper vans), with signage and the future intention of
putting in toilet facilities. Any camper van and/or camping sites need to be within walking
distance of shops and restaurants.
The Landscape and History of the Inland Patea is significant to Maori and Pakeha.
Information Boards at both Moawhango Village and at noted points along the route would
contribute greatly to the image, identity and sense of place for locals ("home") and the
visitor experience.
(p. 11 Draft LTP) Considering the large rate take from the rural upper Rangitikei the

Issue Three yes

Other Issues - CD

The RGs object to the listing of the Erewhon Water Scheme upgrade as part of the budget
for Future Projects and its inclution in the proposed rates increases as this Scheme is
completely user-funded and these funds are already in hand. This is false representation
and misleading to the general public of the Rangitikei District.

Other issues - Non CD

includes lots of references to our

A greater focus on al issues. The
waterways however the couuncil continues to use vast amounts of herbicides to spray our
drains and council land all of which can potentially run into water ways. The council
needs to be looking a better ways to manage weeds.

There needs to be a widespread installation of public recycling bins within our

to reduce the recyclable materials being sent to landfill.
It would be great to see council focus on planting fruit trees and nut into parks instead of
ornamentals as a way of providing for the community.

That the importance of Landscape and rural amenity be given priority in managing and
preparing policies in relation to any actual or potential use, development or protection of
land such as the Northern Rangitikei that is of Regional Significance.
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Submission # 141 142

First Name Tyrone

Last Name Barker

Position / Bulls Community Committee
Oreanisati

Address 1 232 Bridge Street

Address 2

Town Bulls

Postcode 4818

Telephone 1 21820837

Email Address

bullsbarkers@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 2

Option 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

e

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

Halt the current and future installation of LED streetlights and change the modules to
2700K (most streets) and 3000K (main roads) LED lighting with properly sheilded lamp
fittings as per the International Dark Skies A international r
this will make a significant impact on the light pollution issues and reduce future human
and animal health issues that come from the use of LEDs over 3000K.
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Submission #

143

144

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

yes

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

yes

Issue One

Option 2

Option 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

e

a

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

yes

Other Issues - CD

H#NAME?

Other issues - Non CD

-Public transport from small centers to main centers such as Whanganui, Palmerston
North or Fielding:

reduces cost of living in these areas, encourages pro-social behavior and allows for work
and study options that may be more affordable or accessible than driving. Potentially
brings money back into small towns instead of forcing people who cannot drive to cities.
-Water Quality:

Marton's ongoing water issues and publicity around water in Bulls may negatively impact
the regions growth.

-Parks and Recreational areas:

Bulls is a beautiful place but with the river and domain things are often left covered in
rubbish. Better maintained walking tracks would encourage bulls as a place to live and
visit bringing money in.

-Clean up town &amp; encourage Business growth:

When you come into Bulls via SH1 you are meet with dirty buildings that may be heritage
but are externally poorly maintained. While around the corner there is a great place to
stop for people passing through it is not something that is advertised. A park for the kids,
keeping the public toilets clean and better signage would encourage more people to stop
and promote economic growth.
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Submission # 145 146

First Name Jasmin

Last Name van der Werff
Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 2 Willis street
Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1 273535753

Email Address

jasmin.vanderwerff@gmail.com

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 3

Option 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

e

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

I would like to see issues around housing and rentals addressed in the plan more
thoroughly as there is no point promoting Rangitikei and a great place if nobody can buy

or rent here...
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Submission # 147 148

First Name Geoff

Last Name Watts

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 11 William Street
Address 2

Town Marton
Postcode

Telephone 1 212552682

Email Address

watts-05@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option 2

Option 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

e

a

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 149 151
First Name Alison Edward )
Last Name Dorrian McCulloch
Position /
Oreanisati
Address 1 3 Swan Street
Address 2 P o Box 42
Town Mangaweka Taihape
Postcode 4746 4720
Telephone 1 06 3825750 06 388 0222 or 021 658653
Email Address adorrian@xtra.co.nz cullol il.com
Sign up to Rangitikei |yes Not Specified
Line
Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain
private?
Issue One Option 3 Option 3
Issue Two a e
Prioritv 1
Issue Two e c
Prioritv 2
Issue Two b a
Prioritv 3
Issue Two c b
Prioritv 4
Issue Two d d
Prioritv 5
Other economic I believe our local history, tourism and economic development are intertwined and
council support is imperative to progress. District wide signage i.e places of interest such
activities as the old Heritage Trails signage needs looking into.
Issue Three no no

Other Issues - CD

Your Strategy Factors mention Fit-for-purpose Community Centers to Replace the
Earthquake prone centers.(Aren't ALL buildings?)

This, | take it means the demolition of the Town Halls in Marton and Taihape?

I am aware that the Council view is that the Taihape Town Hall is not used. This may be
true of the Marton Town Hall but is certainly NOT true of the Taihape Civic Center/Town
Hall/Library/Information Center/Council Chambers/Auditorium.

Of these it is only the Auditorium that is under used. That only because Council will not
provide heating and catering facilities for its use.

The 100+ year old building is part of our heritage and should NOT be demolished.

The cost of demolition, removal and replacement will be more expensive than Earthquake
strengthening, heating, installation of catering facilities and the repair of the gallery.
These improvements will provide Taihape with a top quality venue for things like the New
Zealand Ballet and for much needed Wedding events and Stage Concerts.

Other issues - Non CD

Health of the Rangitikei River is paramount.

Green waste is a problem with dumping to wasteground and over banks exacerbating the
weed problem. Could there be a dedicated dumping area, managed by burning, spraying
or composting?

Council seem to regard Taihape as a distant nuisance and neglect proper frequency of
street cleaning and tidying.
Long term planning requires more attention to

and
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Submission # 152 153

First Name Emma Jenny

Last Name Abernethy Pearce

Position / Taihape and Districts A&amp;P Taihape Dressage

Oreanisati

Address 1 27 Paradise Tce Taihape 8A Heron Drive

Address 2

Town Taihape Taihape

Postcode 4720

Telephone 1 212120756 027 235 8325

Email Address emaingoe@hotmail.com jenny_taihape@hotmail.com

Not Specified

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain

private?

Issue One Option 2 N/A
Issue Two e a
Prioritv 1

Issue Two b a
Prioritv 2

Issue Two c a
Prioritv 3

Issue Two d a
Prioritv 4

Issue Two a a
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities
Issue Three no
Other Issues - CD Taihape A&amp;P support the building of an ablutions block at Memorial Park Taihape Dressage supports the building of an abultion block at Memorial Park

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 154 155

First Name Sandy

Last Name Rowland
Position / Koitiata Community Committee

Oreanisati

Address 1 40 Goldfinch St
Address 2

Town Taihape
Postcode

Telephone 1 273206927
Email Address ksrowland@xtra.co.nz
Sign up to Rangitikei |yes yes

Line

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain yes

private?

Issue One Option 2 Option 2
Issue Two c b

Prioritv 1

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 2

Issue Two e e

Prioritv 3

Issue Two b c

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d d

Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three no yes

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

A further written submission will be handed in on Friday

| would like council to investigate rather than be dictated to by government. Other
councils are using their own minds.

Council does not focus on Taihape in any major way. We have empty shops and sub
standard buildings housing very small business which make little money. There is no
encouragement for new or existing owners to upgrade their facilities.

Allow some encouragement to people who are thinking outside of the box on possible
businesses and could help taihape grow. At present any ideas are pushed to Marton or
completely poo pooed by the mayor.
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Submission # 156 157

First Name Alan

Last Name Mc Cubbine
Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 20 Hunia Street
Address 2

Town Marton
Postcode

Telephone 1 021 181 2900
Email Address i il.com
Sign up to Rangitikei |yes yes

Line

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain yes

private?

Issue One Option 2 Option 3
Issue Two e a

Prioritv 1

Issue Two d e

Prioritv 2

Issue Two c d

Prioritv 3

Issue Two a b

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d c

Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

Improving drinking water quality in town. Everyone in know either buy bottled water or
have a filter system in their houses. We have red/brown water at least once a week.

Council should be actively seeking ways to reduce rates and encourage residents to take
responsibility for their own and others good instead of always expecting 'someone else' to
do it. Encourage a sense of community and to help others.
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Submission # 158 159

First Name Ngaire Vanessa

Last Name Wishnowsky Witt

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 16 Tennent Court 59a Micklesons Road
Address 2 RD4

Town Marton Taihape

Postcode 4710

Telephone 1 06 327 6339 06 3880608

Email Address nr com vanessa@greenhaus.co.n:

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain

private?

Issue One Option 1 Opiton 2

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 1

Issue Two e a

Prioritv 2

Issue Two b d

Prioritv 3

Issue Two c d

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d e

Prioritv 5

Other economic Given the importance of agriculture in the Rangitikei, | would support Council incentivising
the growth of the organic farming sector and other more environmentally sustainable

activities alternatives to intensive agriculture. This will not only support economic growth, but also
avoid the cost to ratepayers of having to fix up the degradation of soil and water that
occurs with intensive agriculture. These costs are usually avoided by private landowners
and are instead passed on to the rest of society. Hence, | do not support any Council
funded economic development activity that will promote privatised gains and socialised
losses. Development activities supported by Council should be win-win-win for social,

i | and i i.e. using the triple bottom line to measure

success.

Issue Three no no

Other Issues - CD

Rubbish and recycling

1 Paper products (news papers, junk mail, etc) should be considered as part of the
recycling process. Paper products should include cardboard.

2 Investigate the possibility of a divided wheelie bin, one side for plastics and the other
for glass. The technology was in use in Adelaide in the early 2000's.

Community Housing

'Making this place home.' is the slogan that Council has chosen to use. It seems to sum up
nicely what a Council is or should be doing for the residents and ratepayers of the District.
It also seems like an increasing number of people are wanting to make the Rangitikei
District their home, to the point that there are insufficient homes for everyone to live in.
When | attended the meeting in Taihape, it was good to hear the Mayor explain how
Council was trying to make it easier for people to subdivide their land so more houses
could be built. A new house for $250,000 or so might seem like a bargain to someone
moving in from a big city, but what about the people who can't afford to buy a house, let
alone a new one? Every week | see people desperate for rental accommodation on local
facebook pages. We seem to have a shortage of suitable rental homes for the residents of
the Rangitikei. After years of central government divesting itself of social housing, it has
become even more important that local councils continue to provide suitable homes for
all the people who want to live in the area, not just the ones lucky enough to be able to
purchase their own home.

I am pleased to see that Council intends to continue providing community housing in
towns throughout the district and will invest $0.3 million into community housing
upgrades. However, | would also like to see Council increase community housing capacity
as, without enough houses, people simply cannot 'make this place home'. | would support
increased spending by Council for the provision of more community housing, whether this
is owned directly by Council itself or through the likes of a community housing trust.

Other issues - Non CD

Wastewater

Looking at the 'Future Projects' page, the proposed spending on the various wastewater
projects is significant, totaling $27.5 million. While | do not propose to be an expert on
wastewater management, it simply seems common sense that the best way to deal with a
problem is to avoid creating it in the first place. One way that we create a wastewater
problem is every time we use a flush toilet, by mixing perfectly clean (even drinkable!)
water with our bodily waste. Why? The clean water is a valuable resource, and the bodily
waste can easily be turned into a useful resource when mixed with carbon-rich material
and composted. Composting toilets of all types are readily available. Given the expense
and potential for environmental harm involved in dealing with wastewater, it would seem
sensible to me for Council to take the initiative in greater use of i
toilets in all homes, b and facilities through the District. This
could be done by installing composting toilets in all Council-owned facilities and by
providing a financial incentive (e.g. subsidy or reduced rates) to home owners and
businesses who install composting toilets.

As well as saving fresh water and avoiding the creation of wastewater, a further benefit of
composting toilets is that they provide greater resilience in cases of man-made or natural
disruptions to water and wastewater systems. Just consider examples like Christchurch
after the earthquakes or Raetihi after the water supply was contaminated and you can
easily see the benefit of composting toilets over flushing toilets when disaster strikes. In
an area such as ours with precious natural resources and deemed to be at high risk of
earthquakes, | would suggest that promoting the use of composting toilets throughout the,
district provides the safest, cleanest and most disaster-proof option for ratepayers.
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Submission # 161 162
First Name Michael

Last Name Cathels

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2 P O Box 31

Town Mangaweka

Postcode 4746

Telephone 1 272121244

Email Address cathmaill@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei |yes Not Specified
Line

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain yes
private?

Issue One Option 2 Option 2
Issue Two e e
Prioritv 1

Issue Two c d
Prioritv 2

Issue Two a c
Prioritv 3

Issue Two b b
Prioritv 4

Issue Two d a
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three yes no

Other Issues - CD

The entrance's to Mangaweka village (gardens) could do with an upgrade, which would
encourage more people to stop and perhaps consider moving to the district. Would also
be good to see the township beutification group re-energised and re-undetaking some
improvement projects.

Other issues - Non CD

Would the Council consider higher yearly Rates Rebates for Ratepayers earning under
$27,000 per year. Some single people over 65 on Super payments struggle to pay yearly
higher rate increases.
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Submission # 163 164

First Name Dawn Gill

Last Name Storey Duncan

Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 1531 Moawhango Valley Road
Address 2 P O Box 230

Town Marton Taihape

Postcode 4741 4793

Telephone 1 027 450 7305 63881409

Email Address

dawn@dpstorey-assoc.co.nz

gduncans@xtra.co.nz

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing no no

Details to remain

private?

Issue One Optionl Option 2

Issue Two b a

Prioritv 1

Issue Two a b

Prioritv 2

Issue Two c e

Prioritv 3

Issue Two e d

Prioritv 4

Issue Two d c

Prioritv 5

Other economic Tourism in Taihape and the rural Northern Rangitikei with supportive infrastructure such
as parking, toilet/shower blocks and drinking water, signposting and information boards

activities at points of interest and in information centres throughout the district.

Issue Three no yes

Other Issues - CD

MISLEADING: Being paying members of the Erewhon rural water scheme we object to it's
$1.3 million inclusion in 'Future Projects' where Council list it as being part of Council's
budget and included in the proposed rates increases. We see this is a deliberate deceit, as
the Council is well aware that project is completely self-funded with cash in hand, and
risks negative impacts on the farming community's reputation. This false accounting puts
the whole document's validity in doubt.

'WASTE: Setting up a best-practice rural farm waste disposal guide must include
consultation with the Farming Communities of the Rangitikei, not just Horizon's or other
body.

Disposal of farm waste needs to have good support from waste disposal stations that are
open more than they are closed and free.

Free Rural Waste disposal would go some way to addressing the inequality of rate take to
service that the rural Rangitikei currently suffer, especially in the District's north.

Large companies that supply rural services and deliver goods in plastic non-recyclable
containers and wrap should be part of the solution by providing collection points and
otherwise contributing to the cost of disposal.

Super markets should have collection points for rubbish.

Other issues - Non CD

CAMPER VANS: Taihape is particularly in need of Camper van facilities. At present the area|
on Kuku Street beside the weather station is casually used for their overnight parking. This
area should be formalized with sign posting, toilet and shower facilities and drinking
water.

Camper vans and camping requests are frequent. Without the Abba Motor Camp people
are having to travel to Mangaweka or Ohakune for Motor Camps.

PROMOTE MAORI_PAKEHA HERITAGE: The Gentle Annie, Taihape-Napier Road should
also have Camper van parking, toilet facilities and drinking water with information boards
about the Historic Inland Patea journey; Moawhango Village should be promoted as the
start of a special and unique NZ adventure.

We support the RDCs continued lobbying for State Highway status for the Gentle Annie,
Taihape-Napier Road.

TAIHAPE TOWN HALL and GRAND STAND: We support retaining and
renovating/strengthening both of these heritage buildings to promote the Heritage and
History of Taihape. Successful examples of centres that have done so are Martinborough,
Greytown and Arrowtown, to name a few. Taihape already has the Majestic Theatre;
other facades representing the town's heritage should also be encouraged to renovate to
add to the Town's charm.

Potentially the Town's Historic and listed Rotunda should be rebuilt to add to the Town's
character. Photos exist as it was particularly attractive. This would be a valuable 'place
making' exercise, raising Taihape's sense of pride and self esteem.

https://teara.govt.i /pl graph/4323; ihape-b band-at-the-band-rotund:
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Submission # 165 166

First Name Amanda Amanda
Last Name Jane Jane
Position /

Oreanisati

Address 1 Gordon Cresent
Address 2

Town Marton
Postcode

Telephone 1 3276755 32767556
Email Address hopegraciechadwick@gmail.com hopegraciechadwick@gmail.com
Sign up to Rangitikei |yes yes

Line

Oral Hearing no no
Details to remain

private?

Issue One OPtion2 Option 2
Issue Two a a

Prioritv 1

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 2

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 3

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 4

Issue Two a a

Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

Other Issues - CD

Please can the rubbish and recycling contracts go to local firms to keep locals in jobs.That
is my only concern that good businesses would close because we have a different system
.Lets support the business that support the community.

Other issues - Non CD
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Submission # 167 169

First Name Paul Michelle
Last Name Eames Fannin
Position / Mangaweka Adventure Company

Oreanisati

Address 1 62 Kiwi Road
Address 2 P.0.Box 69

Town Mangaweka Taihape
Postcode 4746

Telephone 1 63825744 211526412

Email Address

info@mangaweka.co.nz

michelle.fannin62@gmail.com

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

Issue One

Opiotn3

OPtion2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

e

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

b

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

| would not be taking the offer of insulation up but | do think it is smart to have this option
available. | think the council should insist the loan be paid up upon sale of the house.

Other issues - Non CD

Mangaweka Adventure Company operates rafting and kayaking trips on the Rangitikei
River, a licensed venue and the two campgrounds at Mangaweka.

We welcome the decision to build a new bridge here over the Rangitikei, it is a

requif to maintain the ic viability of many agricultural, horticultural and
tourism. We are however a little bemused at the reluctance to a commitment from this
council toward keeping the old bridge there for pedestrian/cycle access and scenic and
heritage value .

The bridge is absolutely one of the heritage highlights for the area and one that is
especially accessible to the general public. The full value of the bridge would be realised
with a little marketing to entice State Highway One travellers to visit, not only influencing
the decision to travel through the centre rather than the two coastal options, but also to
make it a leisurely trip and an easy way to expose the visitors to scenes of the region that
are not just SH1.

Crossing the Rangitikei on foot is a popular visitor attraction in its own right, it is a very
common sight to see photographers standing on the bridge and | would be very surprised
if the Mangaweka Bridge carried more cars than pedestrians. Having a pedestrian
dedicated crossing here would not only prove to be a valuable asset but an important
safety consideration as well. There will be pedestrians on the bridge whether this is
planned for or not.

o bcid

I do understand that there will be a reasonable cost to restoring the bridge. However the
"

TPTIN ool L bloot L
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Submission #

170

171

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

Not Specified

Oral Hearing

no

no

Details to remain
private?

yes

yes

Issue One

N/A

Option 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

a

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

yes

Other Issues - CD

1. Rubbish and Recycling.

a. | do not accept the statement made in paragraph 1 on page 6 of "Unfolding the
Plan" relating to the Council having "no involvement" in this (waste management)
services. If that statement is correct, why am | levied $16.78 for "Refuse (Litter)
Collection" as part of my UAGC"?

b. Taihape has an aging population. How is 94 year old Mrs X going to deposit her
240 Itr wheelie bin and her 45 Itr crate to the roadside?

c. Your preferred option "ONE" accounts for "cardboard, plastic, cans_ in a 240 Itr
wheelie bin and "glass bottles in a 45 Itr crate - but how do | dispose of any other rubbish,
such as chicken bones - light bulbs - serviceable small electrical appliances etc?

d. If you develop a "recyclable" service, can | presume that RDC would "sell" the
recyclable objects. Where, in the Plan, is the projected income from the sale of these
objects?

2. Amenities on Taihape's Memorial Park.

a. Not only is the Grandstand "historic" - DON'T FORGET - it is a MEMORIAL to about
200 men from Taihape who were killed in action during WW1.

b. RDC appear to have a fixation on the provision of showers and toilets. Why build
more when an upgrade of existing facilities or allowing existing facilities (eg. in the

Pool) to be used by other interested bodies?

3. Taihape Civic Centre. The Council may remain "Committed to developing an
improved civic facility on the Town Hall site" but | doubt of the majority of Taihape's
ratepayers share the same view. Using "motherhood statements" such as a building
being "earthquake prone" is being mischievous. Every building in New Zealand is
"earthquake prone" - even recently built buildings in Wellington, such as Defence House
and the BNZ occupied building on Aotea Quay.

Other issues - Non CD

We have read Section 2 of the financial and infrastructure strategy report and we strongly
object to money being spent on the Taihape Town Hall, when there are so many issues
that need immediate council attention. i.e. a retainer wall in Swan Street to stop land
slipping which | am sure you are aware has happened over the last few days. The Taihape
Town Hall is a beautiful building, with a top class library, toilet facilities and council and
information offices. The Hall itself is used for concerts and various functions and would
be probably used more often if it had an efficient heating system and stage curtains.
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Submission #

172

First Name

Last Name

Position /
Oreanisati

Address 1

Address 2

Town

Postcode

Telephone 1

Email Address

Sign up to Rangitikei
Line

yes

Oral Hearing

Details to remain
private?

yes

Issue One

Option2

Issue Two
Prioritv 1

d

Issue Two
Prioritv 2

Issue Two
Prioritv 3

Issue Two
Prioritv 4

Issue Two
Prioritv 5

Other economic

activities

Issue Three

no

Other Issues - CD

Other issues - Non CD

Pathways should be completed, particularly in the Marton area. For instance, my street,
Princess Street, has pathways completed only on one half of the street. It has been this
way for many years and this should be rectified.
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Draft Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Submissions of Wiremu Abraham, Leeanne Abraham and Renee Abraham

28 Hair Street
Marton 4710

Rate Payer

We have been part of the rubbish collection service since 1998. We contributed to the first
Waste Management plan and have done since then. We opposed the sale of Bonny Glen and
was part of the High Court Action to stop the sale as we believed it was a resource and an
income generation opportunity for the rate payers. Since then, we started a waste removal
business of commercial and residential customers throughout the Rangitikei. With regard to
the commercial customers, we have implemented recycling for a number of businesses by
asking them to get a cardboard and recycling bin to reduce the amount of waste entering the
waste stream. This is very successful and is still in place today with some commercial
customers coming together to share a cardboard and paper bin. These recycling figures are
not in your figures of recyclables as this would have been done privately. Some businesses
take their own waste to the transfer station and recycle there to reduce their bill.

Since we started the waste removal business, we have seen plenty of people try to start up
recycling of plastics, cardboard, paper and bottles and fail a number of times because of
volumes and geographic locations and the cost to do it. This situation has been repeated a
number of times in Rangitikei, Wanganui, Manawatu and particularly Palmerston North
which was a very big flop. We don’t want the rate payers to be burdened by external forces
that we do not control ie: demand and supply of recyclables.

In Tauranga, glass is being taken out of the collectable recyclables and now being dumped.
We have a property in Auckland and while on the surface things are created to meet
government strategies, it has in fact created more waste and is a shambles in the sense waste
bins provided are too small for bigger families which consequently lead to fly tipping which
is really bad. W see evidence of this at a reserve close to our property and guaranteed to fill
up with illegal rubbish bags not only that, trailer loads of rubbish. Also providing a large
240L bin will create a lot more rubbish to landfill based on filling up the bin with everything
which is a human thing including recyclables. A flexible service is what is needed.
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We currently go into all the elderly houses to collect the waste as a lot of them cannot push
and handle the 240L bin. We do this as a part of our service to help support the elderly in the
Rangitikei at no extra charge. All other operations do not provide this service.

The two largest companies in New Zealand are Chinese owned. While they are not related in
New Zealand, they are related in China and as a consequence hold a monopoly. This has been
reflected in Wanganui, Manawatu and Palmerston North by sharp price increases
implemented over the last year and the withdrawing of services in some of these areas ie: bag
collections. Until technology changes the way we deal with waste, there will be more likely
no change to the above scenario including recyclables right across the board.

A very large percentage of recyclables are sold to China. We believe that the cost of
processing recyclables will only rise and then international buyers of recyclable product will
soften leaving a volatile market for recyclables and eventually forcing down prices which is
currently happening in the industry. This would also lead to dumping of recyclables.

Rangitikei has the opportunity to get it right and be sustainable. The past has shown that the
council has had a low regard for waste activities because of the low cost of entry into Bonny
Glen which is now being threatened by the volumes of waste now being produced in the
Rangitikei. We have not been as active as other councils who do not share the privileged of
low entry costs to Bonny Glen and this view has actually made us lose traction and we are not
as far forward as we should be despite the huge advantage that we have had. The council has
taken a conservative stance for the last few years and this has not been reflected in anything
that the council has done for the rate payers including entry to the transfer station which has
always reflected neighbouring council prices. We areddd told this is done because outside
influences will come and dump their waste. Irrespective of this, we as a community haven’t
done enough to secure our resource and our ability to manage our waste. I believe we should
implement inorganic collections as part of a service which should impact volumes. This is
done successfully in Auckland with the current system which could be adopted in Rangitikei.

We realised that there was no competition in our district with regard to waste which gave the
waste companies no restrictions to prices being charged and this was created by the
Rangitikei District Council and has big impacts on families in the Rangitikei with regards to
extra costs. Then a buy out of the transfer station and subsequent buy out of skip bin
operators which has allowed one of the largest waste operators to establish in the lower North
Island. We as rate payers and a local business have provided the only competition to the
biggest companies in New Zealand. We have managed to stop escalating prices and when the
bigger companies have stopped a service, we have provided it. This has been deliberate and
the benefit of the actions has directly impacted the rate payers of the Rangitikei with cost
savings. We have sponsored many local groups and events which are listed below and we are
proud to serve the Rangitikei community.
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Sponsorship:

South Makirikiri School, Rangitikei College, Ronald Mcdonald House — monies went to the
Wanganui / Hawera room of a new house, Ratana Netball Club, Marton Bears Netball Club,
Marton Bears Rugby League Club, Rangitikei Rugby League Club, Samoan Rugby Club,
Marton Rugby Club, Ratana Kapa Haka Group, Regional Kapa Haka Competitions,
Paimarie Kohanga Reo, Tackwondo Marton, Marton Country Music Festival, Feilding
Rotary Club, Ratana 25" Celebrations, Project Marton, Marton Harvest Festival, Marton
Christmas Parade, Bulls Christmas Parade, Marton Market Day, Lions Club Rangitikei,
Providing support for families in distress, Provision of training for young people.

We would not support the rural sector subsidising the urban dwellings.

In summary we would like to participate with the council and come to amicable process to
further strengthen the services to the rate payers of Rangitikei and create the best solution for
us as a district which we know can happen. We would participate on a contractual basis or
co-operate with in house solutions.

We as a local business and ratepayers would hope that the Council has taken in to account
our efforts to reduce cost to rate payers and residents and at a stroke of a pen wipe us out.

We spend with local businesses and support the local economy. We know all the other waste
companies do not spend locally.

For clarification We have prepared some questions that we did not understand and are listed
below.

We would like to make oral submissions to the Rangitikei District Council.

Kind Regards

Wiremu Abraham, Lecanne Abraham, Renee Abraham
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Rangitikei District Council — Waste Management Minimisation Plan 2018

Questions:

1. Page 4 - Other initiatives - would like clarification on rationale, disadvantage and cost
to rate payer.

2. Page 5 - What is SUIP? Clarification on what this means and how you got to this
equation.

3. Page 11 & 12 - Goals, Objectives and Targets -

a. population specific has been referred to, what does this mean?

b. Increase waste diverted from landfill consumption specific, what does this
mean?

¢. Measuring and monitoring solid waste charges and costs, comparing these on
a like for like basis, what does this mean?

4. Page 13 -2016/207 Waste tonnages Pie Chart - reflect the casual attitude towards
waste over the last 10 years and because we are reaching our quota, we have to
examine other alternatives which I believe should have been implemented 10 years
ago and left us in a better position. All these decisions were based on cost and not
population specific. Would the Council work with the only local company? It would
have been helpful to be informed about the reasons for the audit.

5. Page 14 - the swap audit was done with our cooperation. Consequently the
information has been used to build a case which may see us pushed out of this
industry after years of keeping the corporate dogs at bay and running a muck in
Rangitikei with additional and astronomical rise in costs for rate payers to remove
waste. [s it the intent of the Council to push us out of the waste collection business?

6. Page 15 -

a. In comparing the weights for waste categories sampled, there were
comparisons between Rangitikei District Council and Manawatu District
Council. When and what year was this done?

b. There are differences in Manawatu District Council provide services that are
not provided in the Rangitikei District Council and I believe that Manawatu
District Council provide extra services, what are these?

7. Page 15 - waste to landfill per capita

a. The plan refers to greater quantities of commercial waste being received at
Councils waste transfer stations. Does this include the commercial operation
that collects waste from residential and commercial properties?

8. Page 18 -

a. What has been the income from recycling?

b. What impact does it have on funding?

c. If the Council provides a 240L bin to residents for waste, has the Council
taken into account the inevitable rise in volumes to landfill?

d. Has the Council taken into consideration the extra costs for rise in volumes of
recyclables and how will this be funded?
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9. Page 21 - targeted rates are spread over 7571 SUIP equating to $79.78 / annum /
SUIP. What does this mean?
10. Page 22 — waste minimisations levy funding expenditure.
a. How much revenue is involved here?
b. What is the amount of the levy funding?

Rangitikei District Council — Long Term Plan, Consultation Document 2018-2028

Questions:

1. Page 6 & 7— we have a number of options
a. There is a term of On Rates, what does this mean?
b. There is a term of On Debt, what does this mean?
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From: Madeleine Grove

Sent: Friday, 20 April 2018 11:06 AM

To: 'ltp@rangitikei.govt.nz' <ltp@rangitikei.govi.nz>
Subject: LTP initial feedback

Please see initial response below for inclusion in feedback responses

Madeleine and Vernon Grove
T: 8290 3204 | M: 0407 557 630 | mgrove@stonnington.vic.gov.au

1427 Parewanui Rd, PAREWANUI, postal address:

PO Box 255
Chadstone Centre, VIC 3148
Melbourne Australia

From: Madeleine Grove

Sent: Friday, 20 April 2018 10:59 AM

To: 'Andy Watson' <Andy.Watson@rangitikei.govt.nz>
Cc: 'vern grove' <twolevels@yahoo.com.au>

Subject: FW: Rangitikei Line — April issue out now!

Good morning Cr. Watson,

It was terrific to listen to your clear and extremely informative overview of the key points related to the Rangitikei
Plan.

I look forward to submitting a response to the Plan in more detail but in brief my key feedback is:

o Justification of a 2.8% pa increase in rates, given the low CPI and notwithstanding that there is significant
Capital investment required in the Region arising from legislative requirements. You may be aware that
Victoria is operating within a rate capping environment with a cap of 2%pa. Is the National Govt
contributing and to what extent are we advocating on our needs? I've noticed an increased level of
complacency amongst the NZ community over the years which I find concerning. People seem to be “battle
weary” and | can understand why, as some of my contacts with “people in power” have resulted in poor
customer service, responsiveness and a total disregard for the resident. This is why I'm so excited by your
willingness to be “upfront” and accessible to your constituents.

e Waste Collection. Where do our recyclables go? China has stopped taking ours which means all waste now
risks going to landfill which is a travesty. | would prefer to ditch the landfill waste bags in preference of
wheelie bins and maintain the status quo regarding recycling. 1think the Council Waste Depots are fabulous
and we have always seen recycling in NZ as ahead of elsewhere. We strongly urge Council to continue to
operate the transfer station, “in house” as contracting out in Vic has seem tip fees increase resulting in an
increase in illegal rubbish dumping. 100% pure NZ needs to be supported at all levels, from the individual, to
all levels of government

VIl now return to the rest of the Newsleiter, to read with interest but thank you for your leadership and clear outline
of the Plan.

Have a relaxing weekend!
Regards,

Madeleine

2
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Madeleine Grove

Manager Building and Local Law Services | Planning & Amenity
T: 8290 3204 | M: 0407 557 630 | mgrove@stonnington.vic.gov.au

From: Rangitikei Line [mailto:info=rangitikei.govt.nz@mail11l.atl231.mcsv.net] On Behalf Of Rangitikei Line
Sent: Friday, 20 April 2018 9:04 AM

To: Madeleine Grove <mgrove @stonnington.vic.gov.au>

Subject: Rangitikei Line — April issue out now!

Rangitikei District Council News View this email in vour browser

B

Hi Madeleine

This month’'s newsletier focuses on the Council’s consultation process for the draft 10 Year
Plan. In a video address Mayor Andy talks about what's in the consultation document
“Unfolding the Plan” and encourages everyone to make a submission on the three key
choices in the document and anything else the public want to comment on.

Your Rangitikei Line Team

What's in this issue...

= = =

Stormwater Projects Managing Asbestos Update on Centennial

Skatepark Design

3
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From: Angie <akananta@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, 3 May 2018 5:30 PM
To: RDC Information

Subject: Submissions

Categories: Carol

SUBMISSIONS

From Angela Oliver, 1A Otaihape Valley Road, Taihape 4720

To Rangitikei District Council, Private Bag 1102, Marton 4741

3 May 2018

I wish to comment on the following drafts:

Draft Policy on Development Contributions

Yes, agree with Council's approach

Draft Waste Management and Minimisation Plan
Yes, agree with Council's approach. However, I do not agree to changes in the urban collections (part of
LTP consultation). The weekly rubbish collection kerbside, using bags purchased at New World, and use of

the recycling facilities at the transfer stations are more than adequate. Further increases to rates should be
avoided.

Regards

Angela Oliver

1
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