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ACC - Accident Compensation Corporation

AHB - Animal Health Board

ALGIM - Association of Local Government Information
Management

AMA - Aquaculture Management Area

AMP — Asset Management Plan/Activity Management Plan
BOI - Bay of Islands

BOPRC - Bay of Plenty Regional Council

CAPEX - Capital Expenditure (budget to purchase assets)
CBEC - Community, Business and Environment Centre
CDEM - Civil Defence Emergency Management

CEG - Co-ordinating Executive Group — Northland Civil Defence
management team

CEO - Chief Executive Officer

CIMS - Co-ordinated Incident Management System (emergency
management structure)

CMA - Coastal Marine Area

CPCA - Community Pest Control Areas

CRI - Crown Research Institute

DHB - District Health Board

DOC - Department of Conservation

DOL - Department of Labour

DPMC - Department of Prime Minister and Cabinet

ECA - Environmental Curriculum Award

ECAN - Environment Canterbury

EE - Environmental Education

EECA - Energy Efficiency Conservation Authority

EEZ - Exclusive Economic Zone

EF - Environment Fund

EMA - Employers and Manufacturers Association

EMC - Environmental Management Committee

EOC - Emergency Operations Centre

EPA - Environmental Protection Authority

FDE - Farm Dairy Effluent

FNDC - Far North District Council

FNHL - Far North Holdings Limited

FPP - First Past the Post — voting system for NRC elections
GE - Genetic Engineering

GIS - Geographic Information System

GMO - Genetically Modified Organism

HSNO - Hazardous Substances & New Organisms Act
HBRC - Hawke's Bay Regional Council

HEMP - Hapu Environmental Management Plan
Horizons - Brand name of Manawatu-Wanganui Regional Council
HR - Human Resources

HSWA - Health and Safety at Work Act 2015

IEMP - lwi Environmental Management Plan

IPPC - Invited Private Plan Change: a process to allow
Aquaculture Management Areas to be established

IRIS - Integrated Regional Information System

KDC - Kaipara District Council

KPI - Key Performance Indicator

LATE - Local Authority Trading Enterprise

LGA - Local Government Act 2002

LGNZ - Local Government New Zealand

LGOIMA - Local Government Official Information and Meetings
Act 1987

LGOL - Local Government Online

LTP - Long Term Plan

LTFS - Long Term Financial Strategy

MCDEM - Ministry of Civil Defence & Emergency Mgmnt
MFE - Ministry for the Environment

MHWS - Mean High Water Springs

MMH - Marsden Maritime Holdings Limited

MNZ - Maritime New Zealand

MOH - Ministry of Health

MOT - Ministry of Transport

MPI — Ministry for Primary Industries

MSD - Ministry of Social Development

NCMC - National Crisis Management Centre

NES — National Environmental Standards

NDHB - Northland District Health Board

NZRC - New Zealand Refining Company (Marsden Point)
NGO - Non-Governmental Organisation

NIF - Northland Intersectoral Forum

NIWA - National Institute of Water and Atmosphere
NORTEG - Northland Technical Advisory Group
NZCPS - New Zealand Coastal Policy Statement

NZTA - New Zealand Transport Agency

NZQA - New Zealand Qualifications Authority
NZWWA - New Zealand Water and Wastes Association
OFI - Opportunity for Improvement

ORC - Otago Regional Council

OSH - Occupational Safety & Health (now Ministry of
Business, Innovation and Employment)

PCBU — Person Conducting Business or Undertaking
PDF - Portable Document Format

PPE - Personal Protective Equipment

RAP - Response Action Plan

RAQP - Regional Air Quality Plan

RCP - Regional Coastal Plan

RFI - Request for Information

RFP - Request for Proposal

RTC - Regional Transport Committee

RLTS - Regional Land Transport Strategy

RMA - Resource Management Act 1991

RMG - Resource Managers Group (Regional Councils)
RMZ - Riparian Management Zone

ROI - Return on Investment

RPMS - Regional Pest Management Strategy

RPS - Regional Policy Statement

RSG - Regional Sector Group

RTO - Regional Tourism Organisation

RWASP - Regional Water and Soil Plan

SIPO — Statement of Investment Policy and Objectives
SITREP - Situation Report

SMF - Sustainable Management Fund

SOE - State of Environment (or) State Owned Enterprise
SOLGM -Society of Local Government Managers
SPARC - Sport & Recreation New Zealand

SRC - Southland Regional Council (Environment Southland)
STV - Single Transferable Vote

SWAG - Surface Water Allocation Group

SWPA - Sustainable Water Programme of Action

TA - Territorial Authority: City & District Councils

TAG -Technical Advisory Group

Tier 1 - Site level plan or response for an oil spill

Tier 2 - Regional level plan or response to an oil spill
Tier 3 - National level plan or response to an oil spill
TLA - Territorial Local Authority — City & District Councils
TMP - Treasury Management Plan

TOR - Terms of Reference

TPK - Te Puni Kokiri (Ministry of Maori Development)
TRAION - Te Rinanga a Iwi o Ngapuhi

TRC - Taranaki Regional Council

TROTR -Te Runanga o Te Rarawa

TUANZ - Telecommunications Users Association of NZ
WCRC - West Coast Regional Council

WDC - Whangarei District Council

WHHIF - Whangarei Harbour Health Improvement Fund
WRC - Waikato Reginal Council

WSMP — Workplace Safety Management Practices
WWTP - Wastewater Treatment Plant
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TITLE: Council Deliberations on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and Supporting Information

ID: A1052445

From: Malcolm Nicolson, CEO

Executive summary

The purpose of this report is to provide background information and convey to council staff advice
and recommendations to support council’s deliberations on the submissions received on the
proposals within the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.
Council consulted on their Long Term Plan 2018-2028 from 14 March until 17 April 2018. Council
put forward a number of proposals for consultation, with the focus being on the areas of water, pest
management, and flood infrastructure.

Over 2,200 submissions were received during the consultation period, which have been collated and
analysed in relation to the original proposals. This report includes recommendations made in
relation to each of the topics. This report contains 118 recommendations that relate to the matters
contained in the consultation document and supporting information, and other feedback received
during the process.

Following deliberations, the final Long Term Plan 2018-2028 will be updated to reflect decisions
made, with final adoption of the plan scheduled for 21 June 2018.

Recommendations

1. That the report ‘Council Deliberations on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and Supporting Information’ by Malcolm Nicolson, CEO and dated 7 May 2018, be
received.

2. That the Chief Executive Officer be given delegated authority to approve any consequential
amendments as a result of council decisions on submissions and any minor accuracy and
grammatical amendments.

3. That the Chief Executive Officer be given delegated authority to approve changes required to
revise the financial statements and rating information within the final Long Term Plan 2018-
2028.

4, That the 17 inadmissible submissions that were received not be accepted or considered by
council during deliberations.

Background

Long Term Plan process

Consultation on council’s Long Term Plan (LTP) 2018-2028 proposals, as set out in the Long Term
Plan Consultation Document and supporting information, is now complete. During consultation a
large number of submissions were received, which have been collated and summarised to assist
council in their deliberations, and have been provided to council in full. Council officers have
reviewed the feedback and provided their advice on each of the topics to be considered by council
during the deliberations meeting.
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One day has been set aside (16 May 2018) for council’s deliberation on the proposals set out in the
Consultation Document, submitters feedback, and any other matters that have been raised during
the consultation period.

Following council’s deliberations, council officers will prepare the final Long Term Plan 2018-2028
which will be fully audited to ensure that the decisions made by council during deliberations are
accurately reflected, and the revised financial statement reflect the assumptions stated in the plan.

Preparing the final plan will involve revising financial information, including rating data provided by
the district councils, and new projections for investment income. Should there be any material
differences to budgets or rates as a result of these revisions, council officers will highlight these to
councillors in advance of the adoption meeting.

Audit is scheduled for 28 May to 8 June. A council meeting to adopt the final plan is scheduled for
Thursday 21 June 2018.

Pre-consultation overview

Prior to and during development of the proposals set out in the Long Term Plan consultation
document, council officers and councillors carried out a period of pre consultation. A total of 116
people gave survey feedback across the six ‘pop-up’ sessions were held at local markets around the
region, plus an online survey that ran throughout the period. A report on this feedback was
provided to council in September 2017.

Council officers also worked with the Maori Technical Advisory Group through a series of workshops
during the development of the Long Term Plan proposals, with all input provided to council.

Consultation overview

A period of consultation was carried out on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
from 14 March to 17 April 2018. A wide range of communication tools were used during this time to
promote the proposals and the process.

During the consultation period council officers and councillors ran seven ‘Have Your Say’ events
around the region, which presented an opportunity for members of the community to present their
views to councillors in person, as well as to better understand the proposals. Events were held in
Whangarei (two events), Kerikeri, Kaikohe, Kaitaia, Dargaville, and Mangawhai. Attendance at these
events varied, with over 60 attending at Kaitaia, and only one person attending at Mangawhai.

The ‘Have Your Say’ events were held in place of public hearings, and feedback received at the
events was fully recorded, and is provided as attachment 1, separate to this agenda. Staff have
considered this feedback in providing their recommendations to council as part of this report.

The Consultation Document was also presented to the Te Tai Tokerau Maori and Council Working
Party on 8 March, with an invitation for submissions to be made.

Council received 2,239 written submissions on its Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document. Of these submissions, the majority were about the proposals within the Consultation
Document and a range of other issues which have been summarised in this report (the full summary
of submissions is provided as attachments 2, 3, and 4 separate to this agenda). This included 1514
submissions that were gathered by a community group in Kaitaia, that were completed on full
submission forms, and supported council’s preferred option to establish a new region-wide rate to
help develop regional sports facilities with little other feedback provided.

Social media was also used to inform the community of the proposals, and direct people to council’s
website to provide formal feedback. Comments were received via social media in response to long
term plan posts, which were considered and responded to by staff as appropriate. These comments,
and staff responses where provided, have been collated in to a social media feedback report,
included as attachment 5 separate to this agenda.
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Feedback from the Have Your Say events and social media has been considered by staff in their
analysis of the proposals, however these comments do not contribute to the statistical analysis of
feedback on proposals. The statistical analysis referenced in the summaries of feedback received
rely on written feedback received by way of hardcopy submission form, email, letter, and online
feedback via our consultation portal, that were received during the consultation period.

Late submissions

Council maintains a policy of accepting submissions up to four days after the official closing date.
The council received several submissions after the consultation deadline of 4pm Tuesday 17 April,
and incorporated these into the process as they arrived.

One submission arrived well after the close date and after the submission reports had been run, and
while this hasn’t been included in the full submission book or contributed to analytics, the
comments were included in full in the summary of submissions document (referenced as 2018LTP-
late). The comments aligned with other submissions that were incorporated into the staff
discussion.

Inadmissible submissions

Council received 17 submissions that were deemed inadmissible due to being illegible or not
providing sufficient name and address details. These have not been included in the consultation
process. These submissions were all of a pro-forma nature, and their content was covered by other
submitters.

Structure of this report

The Consultation Document set out specific proposals that feedback was invited on, with a focus on
three big areas of spend on water, pest management, and flood infrastructure. The impact of these
and other spends proposed in the Consultation Document was an average increase of 29.2% to the

region-wide rate.

Each of the main consultation topics are outlined below for discussion. Recommendations for each
topic are set out together, and are followed by a staff discussion or analysis of the proposals
including any alternative options and any impacts on rates if proposals have changed since
consultation. This is then followed by a summary of the submissions received in relation to that
consultation topic.

Generally there was strong support for what council proposed, and in most cases staff recommend
that council support the proposals that were consulted on. However, there are some areas where,
as a result of feedback, staff recommend a different approach from what was consulted on. This
may result in a recommendation that differs from the approach consulted on, or may introduce a
new area of spend. These recommendations are clearly highlighted in this report, and in summary
included:

e New spending for Kauri dieback, to be offset by a slight reduction in spending in other areas
of pest management.

e Achange in the split for flood infrastructure funding, from the 50:50 split consulted on as
council’s preferred approach, to a 70:30 split with regional ratepayers contributing the
greater portion and directly affected communities contributing 30% of the cost. The impact
of this proposed change on ratepayers is clearly outlined in a table included in the
discussion.

e Council is also provided options to ‘go even further’ should it decide there is sufficient public
support and environmental need. Staff have recommended additional spends for
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Information Technology, a poplar and willow nursery in the far north, State of the
Environment monitoring, Enviroschools and the Environment Fund. These are set out in
recommendations 84 - 91 covered in the ‘Proposed additional areas of spend’ section of this
report.

Staff will be available during deliberations to provide clarification on or further explain any
recommendations that may not be clear in this report.

1. Changing the structure of rates
Recommendations:

5. That council supports the division of the land management rate and council services rate in to
six core targeted region-wide rates (the council services rate, freshwater management rate,
pest management rate, land management rate, civil defence and hazard management rate,
and flood infrastructure rate), to provide a more transparent and fair rating system.

6. That council supports the establishment of a new freshwater management rate, to be set
based on the equalised land value of each rateable unit in the region.

7. That council supports the establishment of a new pest management rate, to be set based on
equalised capital value and number of rating units or separately used or inhabited parts of a
rating unit (SUIPs).

8. That council supports the establishment of a new civil defence and hazard management rate,
to be set based on equalised capital value and number of rating units or separately used or
inhabited parts of a rating unit (SUIPs).

9. That council supports the establishment of a new flood infrastructure rate, to be set on a fixed
amount on each rateable SUIP/rating unit.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion

The proposal to divide the land management rate and council services rate into six core targeted
region-wide rates (the council services rate, freshwater management rate, pest management rate,
land management rate, civil defence and hazard management rate, and flood infrastructure rate)
will provide a fairer rating system, with greater transparency, and a greater proportion of rates
collected based on equalised capital value. The proposed rating structure better applies the
responsibility for rates to different parts of the community across the region, as identified in the
rating examples in the consultation document.

Feedback received through the consultation process demonstrates support for a more transparent
rating structure. Comments made specific reference to using fees and charges more widely, and
that a Uniform Annual General charge (UAG) be adopted for services that benefit all. Council
reviews the use of fees and chargers via its annual review of the charging policy, and staff consider
that these are currently sufficient. Additionally, council sets a number of geographically specific
targeted rates. In terms of a UAG, staff consider that the targeted region-wide Council Services Rate
achieves the purpose of providing for services that benefit all.

The above recommendations provide for the retention of two existing rates (the council services
rate and land management rate), and the creation of four new rates (the freshwater management
rate, pest management rate, civil defence and hazard management rate, and flood infrastructure
rate).
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Summary of feedback received | Changing the structure of rates

The majority of people who responded to the proposal to change the rates system were supportive,
with 65.5% indicating that they agreed. Comments made by submitters who agreed mentioned
general agreement with increased accountability, transparency and equity, and that the change is an
improvement.

There was an acknowledgement of the administrative challenges for district councils collecting rates,
and a separate comment that council should lobby central government to address inequities in
funding mechanisms. Comments also requested that fees and charges be more widely used, that
water and land management rates be applied on equalised capital value, and that a funding system
be employed where the use made by each sector of the community for each of council’s services is
established and sheeted home to that sector.

Approximately 8% of submitters disagreed with the proposal, with comments that it is impossible to
make it equitable and raising concern at the cost of the proposed change, that it will result in an
increase in rates, that rates are too high generally, and that the system will create silos across
council.

Of submitters who indicated that they were neutral (26.5%), concern was raised about complexity,
cost and administration, that the new system could disadvantage tangata whenua, and that more
input is needed.

Of those that didn’t select an option but still made comment, support was noted for the
continuation of the Whangarei Heads pest management rate (more analysis on submissions in
relation to this rate is in the pest management section), support for a region-wide pest management
rate, and several comments of support were made for more user charges or a more user-pays
system. Other comments included disagreement with equalised capital value for pest management
but agreement with this system for CDEM, request that a UAG be adopted for services that benefit
all, that council find where savings can be made, and raising concern about the use of the SUIP
definition.

2. Fresh and coastal water
Looking after lakes and wetlands
Recommendations:

10. That council supports the provision of an additional $280,000 per year from 2018/19 to
2021/22 for four additional staff members (including associated overhead costs), to progress
freshwater improvement in the Northern Wairoa and Northland dune lakes, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

11. That council supports the provision of an additional $127,858 in 2018/19, and $35,681,
$91,535, $119,000, and $12,000 over the following four years for Council's contribution
toward the operational costs of the Northern Wairoa and dune lakes freshwater improvement
projects, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

12. That council supports the provision of an additional $364,000 per year from 2021/22 to
continue freshwater improvement projects, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

13. That council supports the provision of an additional $7,800 in 2019/20 and 2020/21, and then
every second and third year after that, for expansion of council's wetland monitoring
programme, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

ID: A1052445 8



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

14. That council supports the provision of an additional $48,490 in 2018/19, $5,104 in 2019/20,
and $6058 in 2020/21 for the expansion of council's annual lakes ecological monitoring
programme, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion

Submitters have demonstrated support for more spending on water management, echoing the clear
message from the government that more work needs to be done to protect and improve water
quality. This is being responded to by securing grant funding from the Freshwater Improvement
Fund to undertake the Northern Wairoa and dune lakes freshwater improvement fund projects. This
funding reduces the local burden of the cost of the projects, but still requires council to contribute to
the cost of the projects. The above recommendations provide for the work to enable water quality
improvement to be delivered to these two areas.

The above initiatives will also see an expansion of the lakes ecological monitoring programme and
wetland monitoring programme to cover a wider network of lakes and wetlands, which will improve
our understanding of these lakes and our ability to manage these.

Keeping the soil where it belongs
Recommendations:

15. That council supports the provision of an additional $229,556 in 2019/20, increasing to
$307,043 each year following, for three additional hill country erosion staff (including
associated overhead costs), increasing to four additional staff in 2020/21, to progress council's
soil conservation programmes and priority catchment management plans as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

16. That council supports the provision of an additional $85,500 in 2020/21, increasing to
$303,000 by 2027/28 to increase funding to create a council afforestation grant scheme, as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

17. That council supports the provision of an additional $507,942 in 2018/19, and $369,412 and
$387,883 in the two years following, to be made available in council's Environment Fund,
which supports land management and biodiversity projects, as proposed in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

18. That council supports the provision of an additional $36,000 in 2018/19, $47,000 and $58,000
the following two years for an expansion of council's Flyger road nursery, as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

19. That council supports the provision of an additional $66,285 per year for a full time
equivalent Flyger road nursery manager (including associated overhead costs), as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

20. That council supports the provision of an additional $3,500 in 2018/19, and $6,500 each year
following, for additional equipment to support the increase in level of service for land and
water, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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Discussion:

Sediment is one of the major contaminants of Northland's waterbodies. There are many benefits of
keeping soil where it belongs including improved water quality, ecological status and productivity of
the primary sector. Northland has a large area of highly erodible soils and council is the leading
agency for working with landowners and stakeholders to implement soil conservation.

Feedback received demonstrated very strong interest in the community for sediment and soil
erosion management and improving water quality, with over 75% of submitters either agreeing with
council's preferred option to spend $2.2 million to step up a gear (45%) or go even further (30%).

The aforementioned initiatives will enable more work to be done in this space. These initiatives
include a subsidy for the establishment of new forests in areas of high erosion risk, and the ongoing
expansion and management of our poplar and willow nursery which provides planting resources to
support landowners.

Monitoring our water resources
Recommendations:

21. That council supports the provision of an additional $146,883 in the 2019/20 year and
$222,918 every year following, for two additional full-time equivalent positions for hydrology
(including associated overhead costs), rising to three positions in 2020/21, as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

22.  That council supports the provision of an additional $81,221 per year from 2019/20 for an
additional groundwater scientist (including associated overhead costs) as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

23.  That council supports the provision of an additional $55,809 per year for a junior hydrology
officer (including associated overhead costs) from 2019/20, as proposed in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

24. That council supports the provision of an additional $40,000 in 2019/20, $40,000 for 2020/21,
and up to $45,000 every year following to support the increase in hydrometric operations as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

25. That council supports the provision of an additional $69,500 per year for council's coastal
state of the environment monitoring programme, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-
2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

26. That council supports the provision of an additional $152,069 per year for two additional staff
members (including associated overhead costs), for environmental science reporting and
freshwater ecology as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

27. That council supports the provision of an additional $81,000 per year from 2019/20 for an
additional staff member (including associated overhead costs), for freshwater monitoring as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

28.  That council supports the provision of an additional $55,809 for 2018/19, and $105,924 from
2019/20 and every year following to cover the cost of field and digital equipment and lab
testing associated with state of the environment monitoring, as proposed in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.
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29. That council supports the provision of an additional $15,000 per year from 2019/20 for a
regional sediment monitoring programme, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

30. That council supports the provision of an additional $70,848 per year for an additional
compliance monitoring officer (including associated overhead costs), as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion

Providing further knowledge and understanding for managing Northland's water resources (both
guantity and quality) is a big job, hence the wide range of new initiatives that were proposed. Key
focus areas were prioritised and targeted, these included climate change, flood and drought events,
water allocation, freshwater quality monitoring and forecasting, and measuring sediment in
Northland rivers, which were the areas of concern raised by a number of submitters. Additional staff
are proposed to increase the council’s science output and predictive capability.

We want to provide strong science to local and central government policy-makers but also offer
simple tools and easily accessible environmental information to help communities manage water
resources and build resilience through significant weather events. Good science relies on solid
trustworthy data, which the hydrometric and water quality networks provide, but requires the
upkeep of sensors, data loggers, satellite units, databases and telemetry systems. Hence a range of
capital items and an increase in the operational budget are proposed.

Some of the submissions in support of increased funding for water management specifically support
either an increase in both state of the environment and compliance monitoring and/or seek that the
council be more vigilant in compliance monitoring or take more enforcement action in relation to
non-compliant activities. Therefore, these submissions effectively support the additional resources
proposed for both state of the environment and compliance monitoring. No submissions were
concerned that we were doing too much state of the environment and compliance monitoring,
except one submission (in support of Option3) wants the council to “Spend less money on testing
and more on active protection”.

Summary of feedback received | Fresh and coastal water

Of the people who responded to the question about looking after our water resources, over 45%
agreed with our preferred option to spend an extra $2.2 million a year by 2020 (Option 2). Of those
who selected this option and also made comment, most agreed that support for water was
important and stated that they were willing to support this financially, however many wanted to be
sure that the money was spent efficiently. Comments acknowledged that clean water was
important to the Northland way of life and to tourism, and saw the issue as urgent or critical. Some
comments questioned why farmers alone get support, while others asked that funding be made
more widely available and advertised. Other comments stated that landowners should plant at their
own cost.

Other issues that were raised from submitters that supported option 2 included concern about
water being taken without consent, in excess, or not being paid for (horticulture). Several
comments requested more funding and support for catchment groups, and supported work on
wetlands, reducing sedimentation, and riparian planting. Other issues raised included questioning
the use of exotic trees for erosion control instead of native trees, clearance of drains, rubbish, plastic
pollution and the use of technology and modelling for water management. Several comments
related to drinking/potable water.
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Comments made from those who supported the current pace (15%) were focussed on concern
about rates increases and that the current programme is okay, with commenters also stating that a
steady approach is better.

A large number of submitters (30%) thought that council should go even further to look after water,
with comments noting water management as a high priority, and noting the connection between
water and environmental health, public health, kai moana, collective wellbeing, tourism, and the
economy. Comments were similar to those that supported option two, with requests for more
fencing, riparian management, stock exclusion, research, active planting, education, monitoring,
protection of dune lakes, and use of native trees for planting. Concern was also raised that funding
should not subsidise farmers, or that only low-income farmers should be subsidised.

A small percentage of submitters (8.5%) selected none of the provided options, with varied
comments made. These included support for water protection with similar points raised as covered
above, acknowledgement of the size of the job and questioning if council can achieve it, concern
about protecting water from mining, and combining the work with employment opportunities.
Comments were also made that council should act on existing issues and just get more effective and
prioritise.

There were numerous comments received from submitters who did not clearly indicate a preferred
option, however all of these comments showed overall support for water quality noting its
importance and urgency, with most comments closely mirroring the comments of submitters that
had selected option 3 (go even further). Other comments urged a collaborative approach between
agencies, noted that targets are too modest, that water management had insufficient funding when
compared to other activities, and raised concern that council is providing funding to farmers.

3. Pest management
Work across the region
Recommendations:

31. That council supports the provision of an additional $10,000 per year until 2022/23, for the
control of wild ginger as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
and supporting information.

32. That council supports the provision of an additional $40,000 per year for a feral animal
eradication response programme as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and supporting information.

33. That council supports the provision of an additional $190,000 for the 2018/19 year and
$330,000 for two years from 2019/20 for additional staff members (inclusive of associated
overhead costs) to implement the Pest Free Northland programme as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information, with ongoing costs
for up to eleven additional members by 2027/28 as proposed in the supporting information.

34. That council supports the provision of an additional $431,120 in 2018/19, $530,702 in
2019/20, and $606,802 in 2020/21 for the operational costs associated with the Pest Free
Northland programme as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
and supporting information, with ongoing costs until 2027/28 as proposed in the supporting
information.

35. That council supports the provision of an additional $60,000 in 2018/19, and $40,000 in
2019/20 for a vessel hull surveillance database for marine biosecurity, as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

36. That council supports the provision of an additional $5800 in 2018/19, increasing $2475 every
year following for additional costs associated with pest control and monitoring equipment, as
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proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Public submissions were in favour of doing something more for pest control, with a clear preference
for council’s preferred option to step up a gear and spend an extra $2.29 million on pest
management, with 37.8% of submitters that responded to the question agreeing with this option
and 25% supporting to go even further and spend more than council’s preferred option.

Staff recommend option 2 (extra $2.29M per year) as the preferred option as this aligns with
councils vision for a pest free Northland and supporting community led initiatives such as the
Kiwicoast and biosecurity partnerships in western Northland and the Far North. It would also mean
that Northland could also begin pest control initiatives in urban environments and support urban
based pest control similar to other cities around New Zealand.

Kauri Dieback
Recommendation:

37. That council support an additional $200,000 every year to address established and emerging
risks posed by Kauri dieback on private land throughout the region, to be funded by a
reduction in the funding of the projects (by 16.68%) in Western Northland, and the Mid
North/Bay of Islands, Tutukaka, Kai Iwi Lakes and the Mangawahi/Waipd high value pest
control areas.

This recommendation is additional to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The issue of doing more specifically to reduce the incidence of Kauri dieback featured in the
feedback received via the consultation process. Kauri dieback was not subject to a specific
recommendation in the Long Term Plan and is a significant disease which could have serious
negative consequences for regional tourism and our forest environments. Therefore staff
recommend a further $200,000 be allocated to meet the demand of field inspections on private
land, to provide landowner advice and to develop management plans so that the risk of disease
spread can be minimised.

In order to fund this additional $200,000 of work, and not increase the pest management rate, it is
proposed that the projects in Western Northland, and the Mid North/Bay of Islands, Tutukaka, Kai
Iwi Lakes and the Mangawhai/Waipi high value pest control areas are reduced in funding by
16.68% which generate $200,000 of funding.

The impact of this reduction is shown in Table 1, below.
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Table 1: Impact of funding decrease on pest programmes

Area Funding Proposed In LTP| :;r:lrfpb::::ozr;: ::n?:r:/; reduction
Tutukaka $110,000 $91,652
Waipi/Mangawhai $200,000 $166,640
Mid North/Bay Of Islands $300,000 $249,960
\Western Northland $439,000 $365,775
Kai Iwi Lakes $150,000 $124,980
Sum $1,199,000 $999,007
Difference $199,993

A 16.68% reduction in funding in these projects is not considered to have a material influence on the
delivery of these projects, as even with a 16.68% reduction in funding these projects are receiving a
significant increase in funding (for example the existing Kai Iwi Lakes budget is currently $90,000 per
annum). In addition to this, the majority of these projects are building on existing pest control
initiatives and require time to reach full capacity, as such budgets can be reviewed in future years
and potentially increased if shown to be necessary.

The proposed additional Kauri dieback work will also be taking place in several of these areas,
particularly in Western Northland, mid North/Bay of Islands and Waipi/Mangawhai, and this also
provides an opportunity for additional work in these areas that offsets the impact of the
recommended 16.68% reduction in funding. Given the iconic status of Kauri, particularly in
Northland, it is considered essential that the funding of the Kauri dieback programme is prioritised
accordingly.

Projects in western Northland
Recommendation:

38. That council supports the provision of an additional $365,775 per year for Western Northland
projects associated with Pest Free Northland, including projects at Tane Whakapiripiri, Puketi,
Mataraua, Waima, Waipoua and Warawara, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

This funding will support the council's goal of a Pest Free Northland, ensuring more on the ground
work is delivered with communities and forging new partnerships and building capacity,
skills/knowledge and capability for pest control in Northland. This funding will provide for increased
trapping infrastructure to achieve multi-species pest control across a range of community led
projects.

The original funding proposed in the LTP was for $439,000, the recommendation for $365,775 per
year is a reduction of $73,225. This change provides for increased Kauri dieback work as proposed
by recommendation 37 of this agenda.
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High value pest control areas - Whangarei Heads
Recommendations:

39. That council supports the provision of an additional $93,000 per year for biosecurity work in
the high value pest control area of Whangarei Heads, to be funded from the pest
management rate, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

40. That council support ceasing the collection of the Whangarei Heads Pest Management
targeted rate.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

It was clear from feedback received at the Long Term Plan 'Have Your Say' events and from
submissions, that the pest control work being undertaken in the Whangarei Heads is hugely
successful, and this proposal will allow this work to continue.

There were submissions for and against changing the Whangarei Heads funding from the targeted
rate to the pest management rate. It is noted that the change in the funding mechanism has no
impact on the quantum of funds being raised or provided to Whangarei Heads, has no influence on
the nature of the work occurring at Whangarei Heads (i.e. the pest control work and the way this is
managed will remain the same) and does not have any influence on the 'security' or guarantee of
pest control funding for Whangarei Heads; in essence the change is totally immaterial to the future
success of the pest control programme at Whangarei Heads. Changing of the funding mechanism
also means that the proposal to fund via the biosecurity rate is the same with all other high value
pest control areas in Northland and is administratively simpler to apply.

High value pest control areas - Mid North/Bay of Islands
Recommendation:

41. That council supports the provision of an additional $249,960 per year for biosecurity work in
the high value pest control area of the Mid North/Bay of Islands, as proposed in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

This funding will support the council's goal of a Pest Free Northland, ensuring more on the ground
work is delivered with communities and forging new partnerships and building capacity,
skills/knowledge and capability for pest control in Northland. Council has supported 14 community
pest control programmes in this area over the past 12 years and 25 Environment Fund projects,
which demonstrates the community interest for pest control in this high value area.

The original funding proposed in the LTP was for $300,000, the recommendation for $249,960 per
year is a reduction of $50,040. This change provides for increased Kauri dieback work as proposed
by recommendation 37 of this agenda

ID: A1052445 15



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

High value pest control areas - Tutukaka
Recommendation:

42. That council supports the provision of an additional $91,652 per year for biosecurity work in
the high value pest control area of Tutukaka, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The Tutukaka community has been working with council for over five years through community pest
control programmes and Environment Fund funding for pest control. This funding currently
amounts to around $50,000 per annum. The proposed funding will enable the Tutukaka community
led pest control initiatives to continue and grow into a larger high value pest control programme,
supporting the council's goal of a Pest Free Northland.

The original funding proposed in the LTP was for $110,000, the recommendation for $91,652 per
year is a reduction of $18,348. This change provides for increased Kauri dieback work as proposed
by recommendation 37 of this agenda

High value pest control areas - Kai Iwi Lakes
Recommendation:

43. That council supports the provision of an additional $124,980 per year for biosecurity work in
the high value pest control area of Kai Iwi Lakes, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Council has been working with the Taharoa Domain since 2014 to undertake pest and weed control
activities at the Kai Iwi lakes. The funding will support the growing and ongoing work in this area,
and ensure that the ecological recovery of these iconic lakes is maintained and improved.

The original funding proposed in the LTP was for $150,000, the recommendation for $124,980 per
year is a reduction of $25,020. This change provides for increased Kauri dieback work as proposed
by recommendation 37 of this agenda

High value pest control areas - Mangawhai/Waipu
Recommendation:

44, That council supports the provision of an additional $166,640 per year for biosecurity work in
the high value pest control area of Mangawhai/Waip, as proposed in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Council has supported more than 20 biosecurity Environment Fund projects in this area since 2010,
and the community in this area is motivated to do more pest and weed control work. This funding
will ensure this work can continue to grow and protect the high ecological values of this area.
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The original funding proposed in the LTP was for $200,000, the recommendation for $166,640 per
year is a reduction of $33,360. This change provides for increased Kauri dieback work as proposed
by recommendation 37 of this agenda

Summary of feedback received | Pest Management

Responses to this question demonstrated a preference for council’s preferred option to step up a
gear and spend an extra $2.29 million on pest management, with 37.8% of submitters that
responded to the question agreeing with this option. There was a more even split across the other
two options for pest control, to do a bit more and spend half the preferred option (22%) and
conversely, to go even further and spend more than council’s preferred option (25%).

Submitters who agreed with option 1 - do a bit more and also made comment raised concern about
rates increases, that council should apply for central government funding, that landowners should
take responsibility, and also that landowners already face costs associated with pest management so
shouldn’t need to pay more. There was also some general support for pest management.

Submitters who agreed with option 2 — step up a gear (council’s preferred option) were generally
supportive of pest management, recognising its benefits and that more work needs to be done.
Many comments related to specific areas and work that was being done. Submitters recognised
council’s role in pest management, and acknowledged the need for a coordinated approach and the
importance of giving people the right information and resources. There was support for high value
pest areas, and also support for providing funding to other areas that are not already recognised as
high value, along with support for work in more populated and urban areas. There was support for
Kiwi related pest control, and also comments that pest control shouldn’t only be about Kiwi.

Comments also acknowledged the employment opportunities that arise from pest management,
that contracts should be given to Northlanders, concern about the use of 1080, concern about the
health impacts of privet, and noting that council needs to keep up with world research.

Submitters who supported option 3 - go even further with pest control raised concern about the
rate of decline, noted increasing threats, and the value of biodiversity to the region. There was an
acknowledgement that council provides supports to pest control initiatives and that this should
continue, acknowledgement of marine biosecurity work, and concern about Kauri dieback, and that
significantly increased investment is needed to address these threats. Funding comments included
there should be an ‘abuser pays’ system, and that central government should contribute. There
were several comments raising concern about the use of 1080, the impact of privet on health, and
supporting more work in urban areas. Others commented that there should be a focus on specific
areas, one at a time.

Submitters who selected none of the above commented that the current level of management was
okay, that pest management wasn’t achieving results, it wasn’t important or not an issue. Issues
already covered were mentioned, and there was also concern raised that cats and dogs were seen as
pests and about the management of these animals, and concern that non-violent methods should be
used, such as birth control. There were several comments that disagreed with extra spend due to
rates increases, that council should just be more efficient or use existing funds, and discussing the
use of skins/meat in economic enterprise. Several submissions acknowledged marine pest
management and legal challenges around the marine biosecurity charge.

Several comments were received from submitters who did not select an option, with the majority of
these comments being supportive of pest management. Other comments echoed concerns already
mentioned, including references to the marine biosecurity charge and the inequity of a pest
management rate verses a pest management user charge, concern about Kauri dieback, and that
pest free goals are unrealistic. Other comments included that it was unclear which council was
responsible and that facilities were needed to enable marine biosecurity.
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Whangarei Heads rate

Six comments were made that specifically referred to the Whangarei Heads pest management rate.
Of these, three comments wanted the current Whangarei Heads pest management rate to be
retained, acknowledging the work that has occurred and the success of the funding. Comments also
noted that if a region-wide rate was raised, that Whangarei Heads residents should not pay both this
and the targeted rate. One comment supported the region-wide rate and a reduced targeted rate,
to keep the community engaged. Two comments disagreed with the current targeted rate, stating
that everyone should contribute to this activity.

4. Flood infrastructure rate

The recommendation to establish the flood infrastructure rate can be found in the 'changing the
structure of rates' section of this report.

Recommendation:

45.  That council supports the funding of 70% of the cost of new flood infrastructure capital work
that meet the criteria of the Flood Infrastructure Fund, via the newly established flood
infrastructure rate (FIR), making the portion of the rate to fund these works $7.81 per
SUIP/rating unit.

46. That council supports lowering the local contribution from 50% to 30% for ratepayers in the
Awanui, Kaeo-Whangaroa, and Whangarei flood management areas.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long-Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Of the 366 submissions on the Flood Infrastructure Rate (FIR), 46% supported the proposed 50/50
split (option 2) and another 30% supported a 100% contribution from the FIR (option 3). Only 16%
favoured option 1 (User pays), and a further 8% supported none of the options. From this it can be
concluded that 76% of submitters supported at least a 50% contribution from the FIR for new flood
scheme works, but a significant 30% of submitters supported a 100% contribution from the FIR.

Feedback from 'Have Your Say' events generally recognised the need for new flood works, but
concern was raised over the amount of the associated targeted rate, even with a 50% subsidy from
the FIR, and many requested a greater contribution to flood schemes from the FIR. In light of this
feedback, and the submissions referred to above, staff have modelled the impact of different FIR
funding contributions (refer table 1 below).

The recommended 70/30 split, comprising 70% contribution from the FIR and 30% from the targeted
rate, would see an increase in the portion of the region-wide Flood Infrastructure Rate that supports
these projects of $2.18 (GST inclusive), which sees it rising from the $5.63 consulted on to $7.81
inclusive per SUIP per year. This amount has been calculated based on the inclusion of all works as
proposed in the consultation document. There are several recommendations in this report that
would alter the timing of these works (see resolutions 53 and 54) however staff anticipate that these
changes would have minor impacts on the per SUIP/rating unit amount per year. Staff will be
available during the deliberations meeting to discuss this further with council.

The alteration to the split of contribution represents a transfer of funds collected from specific
targeted rates to region-wide rates, and while this doesn’t impact the total overall rate take of
council, it will result in a 1.1% increase to the portion of rates collected on a region-wide basis.

The impact of this adjustment on the targeted rate is variable across the different flood schemes,
but as an example, the increase in the targeted rate associated with Awanui Flood Scheme Option 1
(515 million capital works) would be 59.6% with a 70% contribution from the FIR, compared with the
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81% targeted rate increase with a 50% contribution from the FIR which was proposed in the LTP.
Increasing the FIR contribution to 70% has a significant benefit in reducing the increased targeted
rate burden on communities such as Kaitaia and Kaeo, whilst having a modest impact (approximately
an extra two dollars per SUIP per anum) on all ratepayers that contribute to the FIR.

Table 2: Modelled impact of different FIR funding contributions.

Total Targeted Rate and FIR

CD Option 2
- . 30% subsidised 70% subsidised 100% subsidised
50/50 split - ital by FIR ital by FIR ital by FIR
resulting capital by capital by capital by
Increase. Increase | Increase or | Increase | Increase or |Increase or| Increase or
(decrease) in or decrease from or decrease from| decrease |decrease from
rates from | gecrease | Consultation | decrease | Consultation from Consultation
2017-18 from from 2017-18
2017-18 2017-18
Awanui 80.9% 102.2% 21.3% 59.6% -21.3% 27.7% -53.2%
Whangarei 8.7% 11.0% 2.3% 6.4% -2.3% 2.9% -5.8%
Kaeo / 24.2% 30.6% 6.3% 17.9% -6.3% 8.4% -15.8%
Whangaroa
(including
Matagirau)
Taumarere $115,000 $136,956 $21,956| $93,044 -$21,956 $60,112 -$54,888
(Kawakawa)
FIR $519,170( $318,165 -$201,005| $720,176 $201,006( $1,021,684 $502,514
FIR per SUIP $5.63 $3.45 -$2.18 $7.81 $2.18 $11.07 $5.45

Summary of feedback received | Flood Infrastructure

A large portion of people who responded to the question of how to fund flood infrastructure
supported council’s preferred option, option 2 — Split the cost (46%). Most of the comments
associated with this option indicated a willingness to pay, noting community responsibility, fairness,
maintaining connectivity across the region, and financial implications across the whole region.
Several comments suggested other similar options, including a multi-tiered funding scheme where a
lower amount is paid by all northlanders, a medium amount to be paid by far north residents, and
ratepayers in a scheme area paying most. Others suggested the 50/50 arrangement only where
council infrastructure and interests are at risk, that flexibility is needed where new dwellings are
built in flood prone areas, and that the rates be lowered again once infrastructure is in place.

Other supporters of council’s preferred option made comments about global warming and the
urgency that is needed, mentioned the value of council expertise and mapping, that compostable
erosion control is used so that it doesn’t pollute when it eventually breaks down, raised concern
about the impact of big business on flooding, and that council should consider a proposal for
managed retreat.

Of the 16% who supported option 1 - user-pays, the most common comment was that people who
bought land in flood prone areas should have to pay, as they will benefit the most, this land may
have been cheaper, and those who purchased flood-free land should not have to subsidise them.
There were also comments that those who aggravate flooding, and benefits from draining wetlands
etc should also have to pay, and that farmers should pay more.
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There were also comments about needing to be mindful about where development goes, and that
councils should not have allowed people to build in these areas, and that council should assume
liability for all ill-advised river reserve plantings by the catchment commission.

A large number of respondents, almost a third, selected option 3 — everyone pays as their preferred
option for funding flood management. Comments associated with this option recognised that there
was a need to share the load, and to get the work done, and that everyone benefits from the work.
Specific considerations included the need to retain populations in these areas, to use the roads, and
that there are impacts on the economy and the whole region when floods occur. A comment
guestioned other non-core spends when infrastructure is needed. Submitters comment that there
would be unreasonably high rates burden to people in these areas with any other option, and that
many families in this area are low-income.

Other comments included that council need to clear waterways and remove fallen trees and use
works as an opportunity to create employment.

Submitters who indicated ‘none of the above’ raised concern about rates increases in general and
raised issues like those raised by the user-pays respondents, noting that people shouldn’t be living in
flood-prone areas.

Options for funding raised by these submitters included: borrow enough for 30 years then fund via
rates; put a levy on the users of flooded roads; go at a slower pace, reduce the rates; split the costs
three ways between all ratepayers, central government and affected properties; fund works 40:60
where the cost falls slightly more with the people most affected; split the funding private vs public
on case by case basis using criteria. Submitters also commented that locals shouldn’t be charged the
targeted rate and the region-wide rate, and that the cost of the flood schemes needs to be weight
against the costs of the assets that are at risk.

Other comments included that forest removal causes floods, there needs to be consideration of
climate change, locals should be employed, there needs to be more money for flood management
strategies within the Waitangi and other catchments, and general opposition of the schemes with a
need for more consultation.

Where no option was selected, there were comments about development in flood-prone areas,
opposition to maintenance of waterways, a request for funding improvisation between regions that
have flooding hazards, and concern about the amount of impermeable surfaces.

5. Proposed new flood works - Awanui/Kaitaia
Recommendation:

47. That council supports the $15 million 'Option 1' Awanui flood scheme upgrade proposal, as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Proposed works for the Awanui Flood Scheme constitute 72% of the capital budget for flood scheme
works under the LTP. Of the 336 submissions on the Awanui Flood Scheme, 66% supported council's
preferred option (Option 1), which includes a $15 million upgrade to handle larger floods. Whilst
there is clearly substantial support for the proposed upgrade submitters expressed concern about
where the funds should come from and specifically the amount to be borne by local ratepayers.

There was strong turnout at the Kaitaia 'Have Your Say' event with approximately 60 people in
attendance. To a large extent, the feedback received during this event mirrored the submissions

ID: A1052445 20



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

with strong support for the proposed $15 million upgrade, and with the main debate on how to pay
for the works and the need to seek additional external funding.

The analysis and consideration of the funding split between ratepayers in and around the affected
areas and all ratepayers across the region is addressed in recommendation 45 and 46 of this report.

Summary of feedback received:

The majority of submitters that responded to the question of flood works for Awanui/Kaitaia agreed
with Option 1 (our preferred option), to upgrade the scheme to handle bigger floods. 66% of
respondents agreed with this option, with many of the comments echoing the message “Just get it
done”. Other comments noted the need to be forward thinking, consider the chaos and disruption
that floods bring, think long term, that there’s no other choice, and noted the increase of severe
weather events as a result of climate change.

There were also comments, similar to those received as feedback on the Flood Infrastructure Rate,
about buildings being located in flood-prone areas, and affected people needing to pay. Questions
about how the scheme would be paid for were raised, and it was noted that central government
should contribute and that funding should not be borne only by local ratepayers, while other
comments noted that all ratepayers should cover the cost of protecting public areas.

20% of people who responded to the question selected Option 2, to make repairs only, with more
similar comments about building in flood zones. Funding comments included that the work should
be done over a longer period, that rating is unfair between urban and rural, that the work plan
should be reviewed and made more cost effective, that the whole region should pay as communities
cannot afford the rates, and that the rates should be dropped when the work is completed. There
was a comment that the correct option will be determined by the outcome of funding models and
what people can afford.

There were also comments about a lack of knowledge about the scheme and that the community
should pay attention to the knowledge and mapping held by council.

Submitters who selected ‘none of the above’ noted the impact of climate change and forest
clearance, the need to consider adaption in the long term rather than stop gap measures redevelop
lake and wetland areas, and recommended other options such as planting programme for the whole
catchment.

Funding comments included that enough rates had been paid, noted support for user pays, that
council should stay within current budget and just be more effective, and that work should be
funded more from urban than rural ratepayers.

Submitters that made comment without selecting an option noted both general agreement and
disagreement with the scheme and echoed the comments mentioned above. There were also
comments about the equity of farmers paying for flood mitigation that benefits the urban
community, and questioning the cost for landowners further down the river.

6. Kerikeri-Waipapa
Recommendation:

48. That council supports ongoing flood works in Kerikeri-Waipapa, to be funded from the existing
Kerikeri-Waipapa flood scheme reserve, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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Discussion:

Of the 296 submissions received 38% agreed and 15% disagreed with the proposal to not re-strike
the rate and spend the reserve on the works now proposed in the LTP. There are effectively two
parts to this question which has potentially complicated analysis of submitter responses. Comments
from a few of the submitters in opposition clearly supported future flood works, suggesting that the
targeted rate should be continued for future projects. As 85% of submissions in relation to the
proposal are in support or neutral, staff do not recommend any changes to what was proposed in
the LTP.

Summary of feedback received:

37.5% of people agreed with council’s proposal not to re-strike the flood management rate, with
mixed comments supporting ongoing work, and noting financial implications. There were comments
about increasing needs for flood and stormwater management, that development should not have
occurred in a flood zone, and questioning whether the reserve could be spent on an option for the
storage of water.

Of those that disagreed, comments were made that the works are not supported, that they should
be user pays, that the rate should continue until there are funds for future flood protection, and
providing ideas of other areas where the reserve could be spent.

Submitters who were neutral or didn’t select an option made comments about the accuracy of
computer modelling and urging close monitoring.

7. Proposed new flood works - Kaeo-whangaroa
Recommendation:

49. That council supports the provision of an additional $400,000 total funding from 2019/20 for
floodway construction and channel benching works at Matangirau, as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

50. That council supports the provision of an additional $750,000 total funding from 2024/25 for
flood works at Kaeo (Kaeo Flood Scheme Stage Il), comprising: widening of Waikare Creek
(5150,000); re-alignment of the Kaeo River ($450,000); and deflection bank extension work
(5150,000), as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

From the 317 submissions for the proposed new flood works for Kaeo-Whangaroa, 61% were in
favour and only 9% opposed. Interestingly a number of the submitters who were opposed or
neutral raised the option to re-locate the township of Kaeo instead of doing flood works. This was
previously suggested by central government following the 2007 floods, and robustly rejected by the
local community at that time. Re-locating the town would also incur a substantially higher cost than
the proposed flood works.

There is strong support from the Kaeo-Whangaroa River Working Group with whom staff have
developed the flood scheme proposals.

The analysis and consideration of the funding split between ratepayers in and around the affected
areas and all ratepayers across the region is addressed in recommendation 45 of this report.
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Summary of feedback received:

The majority of submitters who responded to the proposal for Kaeo-Whangaroa agreed with the
proposal to spend an extra $1.15 million. Comments include acknowledgement that there are
serious flooding issues and a need to reduce the impact of flooding to protect people and property,
with a feeling that there is no other choice. Comments also acknowledged that the area is an
important transport link, and an area that needs a sustainable solution.

Comments from people who disagreed included several on managed retreat, moving the township
or bypassing it. There were also comments on climate change and deforestation, and that it should
be user pays. Comments from people who were neutral or didn’t select an option also discussed
managed retreat, with a comment that everyone should pay.

8. Proposed new flood works - Whangarei urban
Recommendation:

51. That council supports the provision of an additional $950,000 total funding from 2018/19 for
the lower Waiarohia stream flood overflow reduction project, as proposed in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

52. That council supports the provision of an additional $50,000 total funding from 2022/23 for a
basin wetland creation project at the Hopua te Nihotetea detention dam, as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Of the 294 submissions received 39% agree and 15% oppose the proposed works. It is noted that in
many cases the neutral submitters were not residents of Whangarei. There was a relatively low
public turn out at the two 'Have your Say' events hosted at Whangarei.

Staff have worked through the options with the Whangarei Urban Rivers Working Group which
supports proposed works to raise the Level of Service for river flooding in the CBD to a 1:50 year
flood.

The analysis and consideration of the funding split between ratepayers in the and around the
affected areas and all ratepayers across the region is addressed in recommendation 45 of this
report.

Summary of feedback received:

As with other flood schemes, those people who agreed with the proposal to spend $1 million on the
Whangarei flood scheme (38%), made comments about protecting people and property, stopping
development on flood plains, charging the user, and being willing to contribute via a region-wide
rate.

Those that disagreed (15%) commented that the CBD should be moved to higher ground, that no
more money should be spent because a large amount has already been spent, and commented on
deforestation and climate change.

Other comments included questioning whether the money is an effective use of funds, noted
support for the creation of a wetland, and support for monitoring.
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9. Proposed new flood works - Panguru
Recommendation:

53. That council supports the provision of an additional $440,000 total funding from 2018/19 for
the development of a flood scheme at Panguru, to be funded 100% from the Flood
Infrastructure Rate. The works, budget, and funding arrangements are as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information, however the
timing of the works is proposed to be brought forward to 2018/19 - 2019/20, with $40,000 in
2018/19 (design and consenting) and $400,000 in 2019/20 (construction).

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Of the 334 submissions on these proposed flood works, 54% agree, 10% disagree and 36% are
neutral. The Far North District Council (FNDC) has requested that this work be brought forward to
years 1 and 2 to align with planned FNDC works (design and consenting in 2018/19, and
implementation in 2019/20). An adjustment to project time frame is proposed in response to the
FNDC submission, as well as other submissions received which request the works be brought
forward.

Together with Councillor Blaikie, staff have attended working group meetings with community
members at Panguru during 2017 to discuss the flood issues. It is clearly a community priority to
make access along the West Coast Road possible during flood events. The most certain way of
ensuring this is to raise a section of the West Coast Road immediately South of the township, and
upgrade drainage at the road. River flood works should alleviate the flood situation, but road access
during flooding cannot be guaranteed through river channel works alone. Collaboration is required
with FNDC and the community to ensure that the desired community outcomes are achieved with
the available funding.

A number of submissions expressed concern over rate increases associated with the proposed
works, but as Panguru works are proposed to be 100% Flood Infrastructure Rate funded, there
should not be a significant increase to local rates.

Summary of feedback received:

54% of people who responded to the question about the Panguru flood scheme agreed with the
proposal. Comments from those who agreed acknowledged the impact of flooding on the
community including schooling and employment, with one urging that the works be brought forward
to stop the impact on education sooner. Other comments noted that high risk of the situation, the
high costs of the floods, and that there is only one way out of the area.

Those that disagreed (9.5%) were concerned about rate increases, that users should pay, and raised
concern about climate change and deforestation.

Of those who did not clearly select an option, there were comments about the work being funded
by targeted rates, the need for monitoring, concern about students not being able to get to school,
and a request from FNDC that work be re-timed to coincide with their funding for the same project
to enable earlier resolution.
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10. Proposed new flood works - Taumarere-Kawakawa
Recommendation:

54. That council withdraws the works proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and supporting information, and not strike a targeted river management rate for
this catchment.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

From the 297 submissions 50% agree, 13% disagree and 37% were neutral in relation to the
proposed works. Feedback from the community meeting held on 19 March 2018 showed there was
a mix of support and opposition for the proposed river works in the Taumarere-Kawakawa
catchment. There was debate on how to pay for these works and whether there had been enough
consultation with the community regarding the specific works to be implemented from the
proposed targeted rate of $55.37 per year. There was also concern raised about the maintenance of
existing drainage assets, and the effects of the proposed works.

Many of the submissions, including those in support of the proposed works, raised concern with the
amount of consultation that had been undertaken by council in prioritising options, and insufficient
consideration given to cultural and historical values.

The staff recommendation to withdraw the works from the LTP will allow additional time for
community consultation and for further engineering investigations to be undertaken. The Otiria
Stream benching work downstream of Turntable Hill bridge is to be undertaken in conjunction with
NZTA, and will be largely funded by NZTA, as it promotes State highway resilience to flooding.
Council contribution to these works can be made via the minor river works budget.

The Waiomio Stream works and the Otiria Flood Spillway should be re-considered for a subsequent
LTP or Annual Plan, once sufficient consultation and further engineering assessments have been
completed. These further assessments will also allow staff to refine the cost estimates for Otiria
Flood spillway, and further assess the downstream effects along the Waiharakeke Stream.

The proposed boundary of the targeted rating area was queried by stakeholders at the Kerikeri
'Have Your Say' event, on the basis that parts of the targeted rate boundary was outside of what
could reasonably be considered to representative of the Taumarere catchment area. This was
primarily in relation to a number of properties that were located at the most downstream section
(coastal confluence) of the river system and as a result of further consideration staff agree with the
stakeholders view and have modified the rating boundaries accordingly. This has the impact of
reducing the number of SUIPS in the rating area from 2077 to 1960, and as a consequence the
targeted rate would increase from $55.37 per SUIP to $58.67 per SUIP to generate the same amount
of revenue required for the project.

Should council decide to progress the Taumarere River capital works as proposed in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028, staff recommend that council supports the revised targeted rating area map (Map
1, Appendix 1) and sets the rate at $58.67 per SUIP (GST Inclusive).

Summary of feedback received:

Almost half of the people who responded to this question agreed with council’s proposal to spend
$2.9 million on a new flood scheme. Of those that agreed, submitters acknowledged the ongoing
impact of floods on people and property, and the impact on roading and therefore the economy and
regional development. Comments noted the urgency of the matter, and the need for resilience.
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Other comments noted the impact on cycle trail users, that the works should be user pays,
requested a focus on wetland creation as a tool for flooding, and asked for more consultation with
the community.

Of those that disagreed with the proposal (13.5%) comments were made about deforestation and
climate change, that land should have been wetlands, that the town shouldn’t have been built on a
flood plain and that a new flood risk plan should be prepared in conjunction with water quality and
watershed management plan. Comments raised a lack of confidence in council’s identification of
problems, questioned whether the scheme will be effective, and raised specific concern at the
proposal to install channel benching at Otiria stream. There was also concern at a lack of cultural
assessment, and consultation with lwi and Hapu.

Submitters who were neutral questioned whether it’s possible to improve flooding, commented that
work needs to be done in conjunction with Transit, and that consideration should be given to how
much people will be affected, and not all properties in the area should pay the same. There were
comments about a lack of consultation, and concern that the scheme is revenue gathering.

11. Working with Maori
Recommendations:

55.  That council supports the provision of $100,000 per year for a full-time equivalent staff
member (including associated overhead costs) to effectively resource Maori engagement, as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

56. That council supports the provision of $5000 in 2018/19 and 2020/2021, increasing to $7000
in 2022/2023 and continuing every second year following, for sponsorship of the biennial
Maori Business Awards, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
and supporting information.

57. That council supports the provision of an additional $2000 in 2018/19, increasing to $6000
from 2019/20, for a Northland Regional Council Tai Tokerau Maori Scholarship, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

58. That council supports the provision of $55,000 every year from 2020/2021 for a new Maori
internship position (including associated overhead costs) as proposed in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

59. That council supports the provision of $10,000 per year from 2019/2020 onward to support
the Maori initiatives fund as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The current budget for Iwi Liaison has not changed for a number of years, however the landscape
council works in has. New national policy directions and changes to existing legislation has seen a
considerable increase in obligations for council to Maori. There has also been an increase in Treaty
of Waitangi settlements as well as new negotiations that council is involved in. These and more
require substantive input by specialist staff in order to ensure council is informed. Being informed
also ensures council is aware of and working towards its enduring and meaningful relationships with
tangata whenua.

Legislative compliance and delivering on council’s area of focus and policies set the context for these
proposed initiatives. Strong support (approximately 57%) was received for council to build the
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capacity of council to engage with Maori and of Maori to engage with council. Staff therefore
recommend that council support the proposals as outlined in the consultation material.

12. Communications/Enviroschools
Recommendations:

60. That council supports the provision of an additional $25,000 per year for marketing and
promotions, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

61. That council supports the provision of $15,000 for 2018/19 and 2019/20, increasing to
$20,000 from 2020/2021 for a community environmental awards programme, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

62. That council supports the provision of an additional $21,000 per year for work and equipment
required to maintain online services, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

63. That council supports the provision of an additional $72,000 per year for a new full time
equivalent position for social media management (including associated overhead costs), as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

64. That council supports the provision of $20,000 per year for the first three years, increasing to
$22,500 from 2021/2022, and to $25,000 from 2024/2025 for technical support to facilitate
social media management, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and supporting information.

65. That council supports the provision of an additional $32,500 per year from 2019/20 onward
for an additional Enviroschools early childhood contractor, as proposed in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

66. That council supports the provision of an additional $5,000 per year to meet the demand for
Enviroschools Biosecurity and WaiRestoration courses, as proposed in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

There is support (approximately 57%) for the need to improve engagement with Northland
communities. Community engagement is an important function to ensure council is accessible to its
communities and has a good understanding of the views and priorities of the people of Northland.
Ongoing investment in technology and digital platforms and effective marketing channels and
campaigns, will provide greater reach and improve council's ability to inform, engage and respond to
its communities.

There are many committed groups and individuals across the region who are dedicated to the health
and wellbeing of Northlands environment. An environmental awards programme would highlight
this valuable work and formally recognise the many environmental achievements being made across
the region.

Through the Enviroschools programme, council is creating a depth of environmental education and
practice by working alongside schools and kindergartens across Northland. Feedback has supported
the need to extend the programme to early childhood centres in Northland as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-28 Consultation Document.
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Summary of feedback received:

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on
connecting with communities and working with Maori together.

The majority of submitters who responded to this proposal agreed (approximately 57%), with
comments acknowledging the need for community engagement and relationships building.
Comments questioned whether the proposal is genuinely seeking meaningful relationship building,
noted that more interaction with communities is wanted, and that there needs to be reviews to
ensure tangible outcomes. Comments also requested and extension of the Enviroschools
programme to include childcare and early education centres.

Other comments noted that poor engagement to date has meant Maori feel alienated and distrust
council, that Maori need more representation in council, that Maori already make a significant
contribution to Northland’s economy and communities and that council needs a successful long-
term relationship with this sector of Northland’s community. One submitter commented that with
settlements pending under Te Tiriti, councils must face a new reality of partnerships which are very
real, and that councils will have to deal with a range of fully equal relationships with various hapi
and iwi groups.

Submitters who disagreed with the proposal(21%) commented that the level of engagement is
currently okay, that council should use existing resources, and raised concern about the proposed
spending, suggesting that it’s not a good use of ratepayers’ money and council should focus on core
business. Other comments included that the $10,000 proposed for a Maori initiatives fund is
insufficient, that there is growing demand to produce Iwi/Hapi Environmental Management Plans
and Matauranga Maori monitoring strategies, and Maori should be treated the same as everyone
else.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to have similar comments as captured
above, except for comment that connecting with communities and continuing to build relationships
with Maori should be part of the culture of the organisation, and not an add-on that requires
additional funding.

13. Customer Services
Recommendation:

67. That council supports the provision of an additional $84,000 per year for a realignment and
increase in capacity of the customer services front line team (including associated overhead
costs), as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

The submissions indicate that customer service meets expectations, providing that staff are able to
take the time to fully understand the customer's enquiry. The additional capacity proposed by this
recommendation will allow better management of conflicting phone and visitor priorities, leading to
a consistently high level of service. Under the expanded delivery model, customer enquiries can
expect a full response at point of contact, or for more complex issues an accurate referral to a
subject expert, and therefore staff recommend that council proceed with this proposal.
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14. Governance and elections
Recommendations:

68. That council supports the provision of $31,000 a year to increase funding for elected members
expenses and allowances as required by the Remuneration Authority, as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

69. That council supports the provision of $40,000 in 2019/20 and every election year following,
for additional costs associated with elections as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The Local Government Act stipulates that the Remuneration Authority must determine elected
members expenses and allowances. The proposed increase in elected members expenses and
allowances reflects the increases determined by the Remuneration Authority which council is
required to provide for. Equally, the Local Electoral Act stipulates that local authorities must hold
elections on a triennial basis; therefore it is also considered appropriate to budget for their
associated cost. Given that there were no submissions received specifically in relation to the
governance proposals, staff recommend these proposals proceed as outlined in the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

Summary of feedback received:

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on customer
services, and governance and elections, together.

Over 40% of people who responded to the question about frontline customer services and
governance agreed with council's proposal. Comments from those who agreed noted that an
improvement in customer services was needed, noted support for initiatives that result in easier
access to people who make the decisions, not being passed from one agent to another, and
acknowledged the need to enhance communication with landowners and communities, to really
understand issues, and agreed with improving the services, but within existing resources.

Those that disagreed (22% of people who responded) noted that customer service is adequate or
excellent as is, and that the proposal was not an efficient spend of ratepayer money — that there are
bigger priorities, and council needing to focus on core business.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions made similar comments as above.

15. Economic development
Recommendation:

70.  That council supports the provision of an additional $81,000 per year for a full time equivalent
position (including associated overhead costs) to support council's economic development
activities, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document
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Discussion:

Council established the role of an economist within the organisation in 2011. Over time there has
been increasing demands placed on this service, from across the organisation and from external
agencies and stakeholders such as local authorities and central government. In particular,
opportunities to engage and work collaboratively with central government in the area of economic
development will increase due to the establishment of the Provincial Growth Fund. The new role will
also allow council to improve its relationship and support for Northland Inc and with external parties
such as Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd. In addition to work on economic development, the role will
enable council to increase the level of economic analysis it can undertake on resource management
issues and internal initiatives to increase the efficiency of the organisation. 50% of submitters were
supportive of this proposed initiative.

Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd sought greater acknowledgement and formal acceptance of the
Taitokerau Maori Economic Growth Strategy as an iwi planning document and to ensure it has
equality with the Regional Economic Development Action Plan. While not directly related to this
proposal, nor necessarily appropriate for inclusion in the LTP, staff recommend further engagement
with Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd to fully understand what is being asked of council and consider
further how this can be advanced.

16. Regional Planning
Recommendations:

71.  That council supports the provision of an additional $20,000 in 2018/19, and $50,000 in
2019/20 and 2020/21 to progress stalled proposals for marine protected areas, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

72. That council supports the provision of $50,000 to complete the hearings process for the new
Regional Plan, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Submitters did not raise concerns with councils proposal to provide funding support to progress
marine protected areas. In considering this proposal, it’s worth noting that initial signals from the
new government is that the advancement of marine reserves is not a priority and iwi/HapQ continue
to raised concerns with marine reserves as a mechanism to protect coastal waters. While staff
support the initiative, it will not be easy to progress without central government, iwi/Hapt and
community support and further consideration of councils approach will be required.

Again, submitters didn’t raise concerns regarding councils proposal to provide additional funding to
support the regional plan hearings. The regional plan hearings process is a mandatory requirement
of the Resource Management Act 1991 and promotion of marine protected areas will assist
communities to protect highly valued areas in the region.

Both proposals support councils vision and objectives and therefore staff recommend both proceed
as per the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document.

Summary of feedback received:

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on economic
development and regional planning together.
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Exactly 50% of submitters who responded to this question agreed with the additional spend.
Comments made by these respondents related mostly to economic development. These included
acknowledgement that economic development is important for the region, general support for
council's involvement in economic development and the need for council to take advantage of the
PGF opportunities that are currently available. Other more specific comments mentioned that there
should be a focus on poorer areas of Northland, that support for the proposal was linked to
maintaining the funding for Creative Northland, and that more funding should be provided in
increase council's capacity.

17% of people who responded to the question disagreed with the proposal. Concerns that were
raised in the comments again focused on economic development. Comments included that it wasn't
clear how the funding will be spent, questioned whether council is the best organisation to facilitate
economic opportunities, that the spend is not good use of ratepayer money, that involvement in
economic development was not a core function of council, and that council assets (Marsden marina)
should be sold to provide funding.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above. A
specific request was received for council to acknowledge and formally accept the Taitokerau Maori
Economic Growth Strategy as an iwi planning document, and ensure it has equality with the Regional
Economic Development Action Plan (see Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd submission). Other specific
comments requested that funding focus on ventures that will create employment (not Northland
Inc.), that council work to improve efficiency in its operations, and questioned how the economic
development position would interact with Northland Inc. One submission urged council to ensure
that no-take marine reserves are established in and around ‘kina barrens’ and over-fished locations.

17. Maritime
Recommendations:

73.  That council supports the provision of an additional $71,000 per year from 2019/20 for a full
time equivalent to increase the capacity of the maritime team (including associated overhead
costs), as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

74.  That council supports the provision of and additional $15,000 in 2018/19, $22,500 in 2019/20,
and $30,000 every year following, to fund an increase in remuneration for the region's
harbour wardens, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Maritime officers are at capacity providing present services to council, with in particular summer
workloads requiring staff availability 7 days a weeks. Bylaw enforcement is limited due to staff
availability, and there has been a marked increase in enforcement demand in addition to increasing
biosecurity, water quality, coastal monitoring and shipping work. Funding is required to keep up
with present workloads and meet councils requirements for navigational safety. Maritime officers
also deal with oil spill response and aid to navigation maintenance around the whole coast of
Northland.

The 15 Harbour Wardens in Northland are invaluable to the Harbourmaster as ‘eyes and ears’ in
areas that we are not regularly attended. They provide a valuable service, and have had no increase
to their remuneration for 20 years. They reduce costs to the council by limiting unnecessary travel
time for full time maritime staff to investigate initial reports of incidents, or visibly check the status
of oil spills, they have the local knowledge of persons in the locality and their role in bylaw
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enforcement is also required in the smaller harbours. It is recommended that the proposals proceed
as per the Long Term Plan Consultation Document.

18. Transport
Recommendations:

75. That council supports the provision of $50,000 per year from 2019/20, for an additional full
time equivalent to increase capacity for transport project planning (including associated
overhead costs), as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

76.  That council supports the provision of a one-off payment of $18,400 in 2019/20 to enable a
regional investigation into disability transport need, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-
2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Currently one staff member is focused on the co-ordination and delivery of road safety initiatives
through the compilation and monitoring of the Regional Road Safety Action Plan. The Government
Policy Statement 2018 (GPS) lists safety as a strategic priority, and has signalled a new road safety
strategy will be developed, and that increased monitoring and reporting will be required. The
Transport Team is currently working at capacity, and requires additional resource to meet the
increased demand in this field.

The Total Mobility Scheme, a national scheme subsidising door to door transport for eligible clients,
is only in operation in the Whangarei District. Requests have been made in the past for a total
mobility scheme to be provided in other parts of Northland, however neither the relevant district
council, nor council, have been in a position to fund the local share. This proposal is for funding for a
review of the transport needs in both the Far North and Kaipara districts, and is potentially an
opportunity to look at combining disability transport needs with the wider community needs if, and
where, possible for the short term.

The long term aim is to encourage the district councils to consider funding the local share required
(to uplift the NZTA subsidy) for the provision of a full total mobility scheme, which council would
administer as it does currently for Whangarei.

There was very little direct reference to either of these initiatives in the submissions.

Summary of feedback received:

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on maritime
and transport activities together.

The majority of submitters who responded to this question agreed with the proposal (58%).
Comments in agreement focussed on maritime activities, supporting safety of people on the water,
noting that it would be good to see more attention given to monitoring and bylaw work, raising
concern that bylaws are routinely flouted in smaller harbours and beach areas (jet skis and speeding
boats), and that attention should be given to preventing oil spills. There were also comments
supporting spend to achieve better management overall, supporting efforts to develop rail and
shipping (e.g. moving Auckland’s port operations to Northland), and acknowledging cycling and
walking.
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Of the 12% of submitters that disagreed with the proposal, comments included general
disagreement with any rates increase and that council should stay within existing budgets as
ratepayers can’t afford increases, raised concern that it was not clear what the funding is for, and
noted that licence fees are more successful than subsidising public transport.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions made similar comments as above, also noting that
council should use funds available through the provincial development fund. One submitter
commented on the council's Regional Land Transport Strategy, and asked that council explicitly
references He Tangata as the parallel document to the regional economic action plan. (See Amokura
Iwi Consortium Ltd).

19. Corporate Excellence
Recommendations:

77. That council supports the provision of an additional $100,000 per year for a human resources
manager (including associated overhead costs), as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

78.  That council supports the provision of an additional $70,000 per year for a full time equivalent
(including associated overhead costs) to enhance financial management, as proposed in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

79. That council supports the provision of an additional $152,000 in 2019/20 and 2020/21, and
$112,000 every year following to cover costs associated with necessary information
technology consolidation and improvement, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

80. That council supports the provision of an additional one-off cost of $90,000 in 2020/21 to
repaint the exterior to the council's Whangarei office to keep it in good repair, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

81. That council supports the provision of an additional $15,000 in 2018/19, increasing to $40,000
by 2020/21, for vehicle running costs, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

82. That council supports the provision of an additional $68,000 in 2018/19, increasing to
$254,000 by 2020/21 for depreciation to allow for replacement of new capital assets, as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.

83. That council supports a reduction in capital expenditure for corporate services by $70,000 in
2018/19 and $80,000 to reflect a reduction in the number of new vehicles.

These recommendations do change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

Discussion:

Staff recommend provision of additional corporate services to support the council's proposed
additional work (especially for water, native life and floods) set out in this report. The
recommendations support the council's community outcome of efficient and effective service
delivery.
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The proposed increases to council's core activities will result in increased demand for corporate
services. Staff costs are a significant cost to council, so ensuring the efficient management of
increased numbers of human resources is critical to the effectiveness of council operations. We need
to ensure we make robust, well informed financial management decisions as we expand our
activities. There will be a greater need for improved and consolidated information technology (IT),
more vehicle use, and an increased need to provide for depreciation (as council will have more
capital assets). We also need to ensure we keep the Whangarei office in good repair.

Whilst not a popular submission topic, more submitters agreed than disagreed with the proposal to
increase support within the organisation, to have enough vehicles, and to be able to replace assets.
Further analysis has been undertaken on the number of new vehicles required to support the
delivery of the proposed new initiatives. This has resulted in a reduction in the recommended
number of new vehicles, which reduces the vehicle running costs and depreciation costs required.
This reduces the capital expenditure required by $150,000, the cost of vehicle running costs by
$40,000, and the cost of deprecation by $65,000, over years 2018/19 to 2020/21.

Many submitters supported a move towards electric vehicles. The council currently has 10 electric
vehicles, and prioritises the purchase of electric vehicles when they meet business needs, including
range and vehicle type.

Summary of feedback received:

Of those who responded to the question of spending more on increasing support across the region,
34% agreed with the proposal, with a large number of comments noting support for a move toward
the use of electric vehicles. Other comments acknowledged the need for the organisation to be
adequately resourced to carry out its functions.

Of those that disagreed (28.5%), comments were made that funding could be better spent on other
things, raised concern about rates and that council should stay within existing budgets or be more
efficient, or noted that it wasn't clear what the funding was for or how it would make a difference.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above.
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Proposed additional areas of spend

This section outlines additional projects, over and above what was included in the Consultation
Document, which were either suggested by submitters or have been worked on by staff since the
Consultation Document was publicly notified.

Staff have provided a brief assessment of each proposal, including the impact on rates, and ask that
councillors consider whether these projects should be progressed as part of this Long Term Plan
2018 - 2028. Staff have assessed the proposed projects and have provided recommendations in a
prioritised order broadly based on their contribution to council delivering its core functions, level of
community support and environmental impact.

The impact on the overall rates increase as a result of these proposals is summarised in Table 3,
below.

Table 3: Impact on rates of proposed new areas of spend

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3
additional | average % | additional | average % additional average %
funding increase funding increase funding increase
As consulted
Excluding local 29.2% 8.1% 4.1%
transport & flood
rates, incl GST
Environment Fund 130,588 0.6% 112,117 -0.1%
Far North Nursery 66,285 0.3% 66,285 0.0%
Depreciation for Far 6,250 0.02%
North Nursery
Monitoring FTE 70,000 0.3% 70,000 0.0%
Enviroschools 5,000 0.02%
Courses
Enviroschools 72,000 0.3%
Contractors
Upgrade IT systems 100,000 0.5% 150,000 0.6% 150,000 0.0%
Rates changes
excluding local 0.5% 1.8% 0.2%
transport & flood
rates, incl GST
Rates increases
excluding local 29.75% 9.9% 4.3%
transport & flood
rates, incl GST

20. Information Technology
Recommendation:

84. The council supports the provision of an additional $100,000 in 2018/19 and $150,000 per
year in 2019/20 and 2020/21 for an additional resource and consultant support for the
information technology team, to be funded from the Council Services Rate.

This recommendation is in addition to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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Discussion:

Council proposed an additional $152,000 in 2019/20 and 2020/21, and $112,000 every year
following to cover costs associated with necessary information technology consolidation and
improvement (resolution 79). Of those who responded to councils support services proposals
(which included information technology), 34% agreed with the proposals noting the need for the
organisation to be adequately resourced to carry out its functions. While public support for support
services, is understandable lower than for those activities that directly contribute to improved
environmental outcomes, never the less, information technology is critical to council’s ability to
deliver an efficient environmental and regulatory services.

Since the development of the Long Term Plan 2018/28 Consultation Document it's become more
apparent that councils increasing levels of reliance on information technology is greater than what
can be supported by the proposed budgets. Particular areas that are not progressing a quickly as
desired include council’s transition to mobilise digital recording and data logging for compliance
monitoring, hill country erosion activities and mooring monitoring.

Should council support fast tracking the transition to mobilised digital data recording and logging,
then staff recommend that this is best achieved by a mixture of an additional full-time equivalent to
support business-critical applications and systems, and consultants to help deliver one-off projects
where differing skill sets will be required on a project-by-project basis.

Should council choose to support recommendation 84, this would result in an increase of 0.5% to
the overall region-wide rate for 2018/19.

21. Far North Nursery
Recommendations:

85. That council supports additional capital expenditure of $300,000 in 2019/20, and $250,000 in
2020/21, for land purchase and development of a far north poplar and willow nursery, to be
funded from both council’s Property Reinvestment Fund and the Forestry Equalisation Fund.

86. That council supports the provision of an additional $6,250 in 2020/21 for deprecation on the
development of infrastructure for the Far North poplar and willow nursery, to be funded from
the Council Services Rate.

87. That council supports the provision of an additional $66,285 from 2020/21 for a full time
equivalent Far North land management and nursery advisor, to be funded from the Land
Management and Freshwater Management rates.

These recommendations are additional to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Feedback received demonstrated very strong interest in the community for sediment and soil
erosion management and improving water quality, with over 75% of submitters either agreeing with
council's preferred option to spend $2.2 million to step up a gear (45%) or go even further (30%).
Should council wish to “go even further”, staff have identified that the local supply of locally derived
poplar and willow materials is key for council to deliver the mid and far north catchment plan
objectives and meet the demands for planting materials for soil conservation works on farm in the
far north.

This is to begin the development, establishment, and management of a poplar and willow nursery in
the far north, including land purchase and required facilities and equipment, to enable the
acceleration of the far north soil conservation programme.
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Should council wish to “go even further”, it's recommended that budgeted funds (both capital and
operational) be brought forward from years 4 - 10, to years 2 — 3, over and above that which was
consulted on for those years, to accelerate councils poplar and willow nursery expansion
programme.

22. Environmental Monitoring
Recommendation:

88.  That council supports an additional $70,000 per year from 2019/20 for an additional full time
equivalent monitoring officer, to be funded from the Freshwater Management rates.

This recommendation is in addition to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The new government has strongly signalled that there will be further changes to the National Policy
Statement Freshwater Management and for councils to put more resource into environmental
monitoring and enforcement. Implementation of the existing requirements of the NPS Freshwater
Management, growing national drive for good quality environmental data and having more data to
support land use/water quality models is placing greater pressure on monitoring resources. In
addition, while government direction on the management of drinking water in response to the
recommendations of the Havelock North Drinking Water Inquiry is still pending, it is expected that
regional councils will be expected to put greater effort into the management and protection of
drinking water catchments. An example being to increase council monitoring of groundwater bore
integrity.

The recent cyanobacteria bloom in Lake Omapere has also shown that the council needs to be able
to divert resources into responding to such ‘unplanned’ events at short notice, which can place
significant pressure on staff to complete the delivery of planned work that is put aside to respond to
those unplanned events.

Feedback received demonstrated very strong interest in the community for sediment and soil
erosion management and improving water quality, with over 75% of submitters either agreeing with
council's preferred option to spend $2.2 million to step up a gear (45%) or go even further (30%).
Staff are concerned that the additional 4 FTE monitoring officers proposed in the LTP 2018-2028
consultation material may not be sufficient to meet these increasing demands, which have arisen
either more recently or are now more apparent than when the LTP was being developed. Therefore,
should council wish to “go even further”, staff recommend an additional FTE monitoring officer to
deliver our monitoring services.

23. Enviroschools
Recommendation:

89. That council supports the provision of an additional $5,000 per year from 2020/21 to meet the
demand for Enviroschools Biosecurity and WaiRestoration courses to support delivery of the
Enviroschools Strategy to be funded from the Council Services Rate.

90. That council supports the provision of an additional $72,000 per year from 2020/21 for a new
full time equivalent position and associated resources to support delivery of the Enviroschools
Strategy to be funded from the Council Services Rate.

These recommendations are additional to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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Discussion:

Through the Enviroschools programme, council is creating a depth of environmental education and
practice by working alongside schools and kindergartens across Northland. Since the development
of the Long Term Plan 2018/28 Consultation Document, staff have developed an Enviroschools
Strategy which aims to offer the Enviroschools programme to all Northland schools and early
childhood education centres (currently 152 schools and 157 early education providers). The strategy
also seeks to work with local tertiary providers, for example NorthTec, to develop vocational
pathways which increase the skills and opportunities required to create/or obtain employment in
Northlands environmental sector. To deliver the Northland Enviroschools Strategy, council will need
to allocate a further 4 FTE.

The ability to provide environmental teachings to students of Northland's Maori immersion classes
in mainstream schools and/or Northland kura Maori and kohanga reo is also included in the
Enviroschools Strategy. Toimata Foundation, who sponsor the national Enviroschools programme
also sponsor Te Aho Tu Roa who deliver a national environmental programme in te reo Maori.
Funding of $30,000 per annum is recommended to support this programme in Northland.

Council has proposed an additional 0.5 FTE Enviroschools resource in 2019/20. While Enviroschools
resourcing was not a specific consultation point, council did receive feedback supporting the need to
increase and extend this programme, including into early childhood centres in Northland.

Staff recommend an additional FTE and $5000 in 2020/21 to support course delivery should council
wish to extend this programme within this Long Term Plan 2018-2028. Should council agree with
this proposal, then staff will seek to progress the additional 3 FTE through the 2021/22 LTP.

24. Land and water
Recommendation:

91. That council supports the provision of an additional $130,588 in 2019/20 and $112,117 in
2020/21 to bring the additional amount available in council's Environment Fund during these
years up to $500,000, and supporting land management and biodiversity projects, to be
funded from the Land Management and Freshwater Management rates.

This recommendation is additional to what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Feedback received demonstrated strong interest in the community for sediment and soil erosion
management and improving water quality, with over 75% of submitters either agreeing with
council's preferred option to spend $2.2 million to step up a gear (45%) or go even further (30%).

Increasing the amount of funding available for landowners through the council’s environment fund
will help to increase the rate of uptake of riparian management works recommended by council
staff, including fencing and planting to stabilise erodible land. Active riparian management has
multiple benefits relating to the council’s mandated responsibilities, such as improving water quality
through a reduction in sediment from bank erosion and inputs of bacteria from stock effluent. It also
supports improved biodiversity values via better aquatic and terrestrial habitat.

Should council wish to “go even further” to improve water quality and sediment control, staff
recommend that council's environment fund be increased by $500,000 in the 2019/20 and 2020/21
(which is an increase of $130,000 and $112,000 respectively over that proposed in the Long Term
Plan consultation material). This would also support the work of new land management advisors
that were proposed in the Long Term Plan, and will increase the outreach to landowners in the lead
up to the implementation of new rules in the proposed new regional plan.
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25. Joining the LGFA
Recommendation:

92. That council determines to join the Local Government Funding Agency as a guarantor
member, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and
supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

Discussion:

By joining the Local Government Funding Agency (LGFA) as a guarantor member, the council can
access up to 175% of its annual revenue (approximately $64 million) of low interest borrowing, an
increase from $20 million as a non-guaranteed member.

As a guarantor member of the LGFA, council are liable for 0.4% of a defaulted loan, if another LGFA
member defaults on its loan payments. Staff consider both the risk of this happening, and the
financial consequences to be low, as a plausible scenario (5400,000 on a $100 million loan).

The recommendation to join the LGFA supports the council's community outcome of efficient and
effective service delivery. Access to the additional funds allows us to fund a greater number of long
term projects, particularly flood schemes, at low interest rates - resulting in a lower burden on
current and future ratepayers.

On balance, submitters agreed with the proposal to join the LGFA as a guarantor member, but
expressed reluctance to take on too much debt. While the council could access approximately $64
million of borrowing from the LGFA, the total proposed loan balance in 2027/28 is well below this, at
$42.9 million.

Summary of feedback received:

Close to half of the submitters who responded to the question about council joining the LGFA agreed
with the proposal (46%). Comments noted agreement with more money being available to invest in
key community assets and infrastructure (e.g. flood schemes) and the lower borrowing costs. Some
noted cautious support with reluctance to take on too much debt.

Of the 26.5% that disagreed with the proposal, comments noted the need for some borrowing, but
raised concern that the amount proposed was excessive. Many comments raised concern about
council accruing (more) debt, the costs of servicing, changes in interest rates, ability for council to
make good economic decisions, borrowing more in current economic climate, and ratepayers having
to foot the bill. There was also a comment that council should seek to have the Government supply
Reserve Bank funding for capital works projects.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above.

26. Funding for emergency services
Recommendation:

93. That council continues to support emergency services via the emergency services rate and
that council makes this emergency services fund non-contestable, as proposed in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

94. That council supports the continuation of the allocations of funding to: the Northland
Emergency Services Trust ($525,000 per year); St John, Northern Region ($90,000 per year);
and Coastguard, Northern Region ($84,000 per year);
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95. That council supports an increased allocation of funding to Surf Life Saving Northern Region
(of $200,000 per year) for sustaining the regional lifeguard service at 6 Northland beaches.

96. That council adds Far North and Northland Search and Rescue ($20,000) to the list of
organisations supported by the emergency services rate.

97. That council increase the emergency services rate from $11.76 per SUIP/rating unit by $0.51,
to $12.27 to cover the increased allocation to Surf Life Saving, Northern region and the new
allocations to Far North and Northland Search and Rescue.

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

The community continues to strongly support council’s financial support for emergency services
through the emergency services fund, with support indicated by 92% of submitters. There was also
reasonably strong support for council to make the funding non contestable, thus providing greater
certainty of funding to those organisations and greater certainty of levels of services provided to the
Northland community.

Submissions were received from two currently funded organisations for increased funding. Surf Life
Saving seeking an increase from $120,000 ($140,000 this year) to $201,000 per year in order to
provide certainty of sufficient funding to provide the regional life guard service at the six current
Northland beaches, the increase being primarily to cover minimum wage increases and increased
health and safety requirements. Coastguard submitted seeking an increase from $84,000 to
$130,000 per year for additional volunteer recruitment and training initiatives. In addition,
submissions were received from Far North and Northland Search and Rescue and Volunteering
Northland sought funding of $10,000 - $20,000 to assist training volunteers and providing basic
equipment.

Council also sought feedback on whether the community supported council providing financial
support to YES (Youth in Emergency Services). Subsequently ongoing funding has been secured for
the running of a YES programme at one Northland town per year, and those involved in running the
programme have advised that is all that can be sustainably supported and therefore no additional
funding is needed from the fund.

Taking into consideration the need for the extra funding requested, and balancing that against the
overall pressures on rate increases Council faces in these deliberations, staff recommend that
funding support for Surf Life Saving be increased to $200,000, that Far North and Northland Search
and Rescue, be provided $10,000 respectively ($20,000 in total), and no increase in allocation to
Coastguard. While Coastguard presented a worthy case for additional funding, they are a
substantial organisation with multiple funding sources and it is considered that the Far North /
Northland Search and Rescue and Surf Life Saving are more in need due to their more limited and
uncertain funding sources.

If council supports those recommendations it would require a $0.51 (GST inclusive) rate increase per
rating unit, taking the rate to $12.27 (GST inclusive) per rating unit.

Summary of feedback received:

A very large number of submitters who responded to the question of continuing to fund emergency
services and make the funding non-contestable agreed with council's proposal (92%). Comments in
support acknowledged that the services funded are vital or essential, noted that non-contestable
funding provides greater certainty of being able to provide ongoing services and future planning, and
that demand for the services is only going to increase with growing population and tourist numbers.

ID: A1052445 40



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

Other comments registered support but noted that more funding should come from central
government and raised concern that central government will see the regional council as an open
cheque book. There were comments both in support of and opposition to funding Youth in
Emergency Services, and a submission requesting $130,000 for Coastguard.

Submitters who disagreed (3%) made comments that the services should be funded by central
government and that communities shouldn't have to pay. Concern was raised that the funding
should be contestable or that the funding should be made available to other emergency services e.g.
Search and Rescue and Volunteering Northland, and that it should be up to individual ratepayers
which charities they fund. A comment stated that NEST doesn’t need three helicopters to carry out
their service.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above, with
the addition of a request for increased funding for Surf Life Saving Northern Region to provide the
desired level of service in the face of increasing costs (particularly labour costs) - an increase from
$120,00 per year to $201,000 per year and reviewed annually. Another submission provided a
comprehensive submission suggesting that instead of funding Coastguard, the funds should go on a
range of other projects for the boating community.

27. Funding for regional sporting facilities
Recommendations:

98. That council supports the establishment of a regional sporting facilities rate at a fixed rate of
$17.25 a year per SUIP/rating unit (‘option 1'), to provide funding support to assist the
development of sporting facilities across Northland that are of regional benefit, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

99. That council allocates funds from the sporting facilities rate to Northland projects of regional
significance or benefit where a project is identified and financially supported in relevant
Territorial Authority's Long Term Plans, is on the Northland Sports Facilities Plan schedule and
has substantially met schedule criteria, is a sporting facility not active recreation facility,
involves a new build or significant extension of a current facility (not maintenance or
refurbishment) and the fund is used for construction and construction management only.

100. That staff prepare a paper for the July 2018 council meeting outlining the allocation process
and procedures to cover the three years of the LTP 2018-2028.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

The completed Northland Sports Facilities Plan 2014 is the lead document for new regional or
district-level sports facility development/redevelopment in Northland. The Plan was a partnership
between Sport Northland (lead), Council and Sport NZ (both co-funders) and the three district
councils. The Plan provides a high level strategic framework for sports facilities planning. It is
designed to focus thinking at a network wide sports facilities level with emphasis on international,
national, regional and district level assets, while also capturing local level facility data.

The Plan has since led to the development of a schedule of projects across the region. The schedule
identifies the need for a wider pool of funding for projects apart from the 'local share' where a
project is of regional significance and benefit. Public feedback favours the use of a targeted rate
across the region to fund such projects and only the regional council can strike such a rate.
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Summary of feedback received:

The question of providing funding for the development of sporting facilities of regional significance
was the subject of a pro-forma submission campaign, where Kaitaia residents collected responses
from others, and provided these to council. Over 1500 of these pro-forma submissions were
received, with each submission completed on a full council submission form. As such each was
treated as an individual submission.

Almost 95% of people who responded agreed with council’s preferred option to establish a new rate
to help develop regional sports facilities. The majority of comments received supported a sports hub
in Kaitaia, or more specifically, a heated or hydrotherapy pool in Kaitaia. Comments included that
the facility is needed to support youth and elderly, noted a lack of facilities in Kaitaia, and noted
benefits for health and wellness, and in attracting people to the area.

There were 26 submissions received agreeing with the proposal and supporting a contribution to the
Northland Football Hub at Tikipunga, citing benefits for the long term sustainability and growth of
the district and region.

There was also a submission received supporting the development of the Ruakaka recreation centre,
requesting that council fund a third of the cost of the project. The submission was accompanied by
1005 letters of support.

Of those submitters (1%) who selected Option 2 — to support development to a greater or lesser
degree, several comments supported a greater contribution of at least $20 a year, with other
comments that it should be user pays.

Submitters (2.5%) who selected Option 3 — don’t support regional sports facilities and leave it to
district councils, made comments that it should be user pays, its’s not NRC business or is a district
council responsibility, that money should be used for debt, or that alternative funding sources
should be sought.

Similar comments were made for those who selected none of the above, with additional comments
that council should also support creative/arts needs in the region, that recreational dog areas are
needed, that a community hub for the elderly and disabled is needed, and raising concern that some
areas will miss out.

Submitters who did not select an option commented in general support, raised concern about
limited facilities for the elderly and disabled, raised points related to a sports hub in Kerikeri, and
discussed recreational facilities at Opononi.

28. Continuing the regional infrastructure rate
Recommendation:

101. That council supports the continuation of the regional infrastructure rate at a rate of $3.49 per
$100,000 land value in the Whangarei district, $2.78 in Kaipara district and $3.14 in the Far
North district, to fund activities relating to the development and/or completion of the regional
infrastructure projects, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document
and supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

To date, the regional infrastructure rate has been used to support the progress of the Marsden Point
Rail Link. Continuation of the rate provides flexibility for it to continue to be used for this purpose or
to support alternative investment opportunities across Northland including, but not limited to, rail,
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digital, water, roading or other infrastructure. Submissions received favoured the continuation of the
rate, citing rail as well as investment options other than rail.

Summary of feedback received:

Almost 80% of submitters who responded to the question of whether to continue the regional
infrastructure rate agreed that it should be continued. The majority of comments that discussed the
need for infrastructure including roading, rail, digital and projects that benefit the community.
Other comments included that money should be spent on infrastructure that results in reduced
emissions, and requesting a facility for the elderly and disabled.

Of those that disagreed, comments included concern about any rates increase, supporting rail,
guestioning why rail hasn’t happened yet, and that not all areas would benefit.

Submitters who commented after selecting a neutral response questioned the proposal and
requested more detail.

Others who made comment without selecting an option mentioned rail, free public transport, and
Northport. Comments also acknowledged the need for digital connectivity, and the need to build
resilience.

29. Transport
Whangarei transport rate
Recommendation:

102. That council supports an increase in the Whangarei transport rate of $7.56, to allow for
improvements to be made to the service as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

The CityLink Whangarei operational contract was reviewed and released for tender in 2017. It was
awarded to the incumbent operator, Ritchies, and a number of improvements have been added to
the service, resulting in an appropriate increase to the annual contract price. Improvements
proposed include running services on all routes for longer on Saturday afternoons, an extension of
the Fairway Drive route to include Winger Crescent, the retention of the Okara Park route, and the
introduction of a new route to the Gumdigger Place industrial area returning to Rose Street via
Kioreora and Port Roads.

Bike racks capable of carrying two adult sized bikes are also proposed to be fitted to the front of all
vehicles. Passengers will also notice the fleet is being refreshed at present, with new upholstery and
linoleum, and an update of the outside colour and decals.

The proposed rate increase of $7.56 will take the total rate up to $21.46.

Trailing additional public transport
Recommendation:

103. That council supports an additional increase in the Whangarei transport rate of $2.50, to fund
a trial of alternative transport services to Hikurangi, Whangarei Heads and Ruakaka/Waipu as
proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information.
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This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Requests have been made over the past 18 months from both members of the public, and
Whangarei District Council Councillors, for transport services to Hikurangi, Whangarei Heads and
Ruakaka/Waipa. Past trial bus services (daily workers and shoppers trips) to two of those areas
were not strongly supported by residents and were withdrawn. A variety of possible alternative
solutions have been identified, including the potential to support various types of services already in
operation, and staff will engage with residents on the best fit for each community. The possibility of
providing the SuperGold Card concession will be explored with NZTA. The district wide rate will
provide operational flexibility, and is consistent with the Far North district-wide rate proposal
discussed above.

Should council support this increase of $2.50 in addition to the $7.56 (recommendation 102) this will
take the overall rate to $23.96.

Summary of feedback received:

48% of submitters who responded to the question of trialling public transport were in agreement,
with specific mention of support made for One Tree Point/Ruakaka/Waipi (eight comments),
Hikurangi (three comments), Ngunguru/Tutukaka (three comments), and Whangarei Heads (two
comments) as well as the Dargaville, Whangarei Hospital, Mangawhai, and Whatuwhiwhi.
Comments of support noted the importance of public transport for employment, reducing cars of
the road, reducing social isolation and contributing to sustainability.

Of those who disagreed (12%), the majority of comments were that buses should be a user pays
system. Other comments included that buses should be managed by district councils, and that
buses won’t work. Similar comments were made from those who were neutral.

Those who made comment without selecting an option were generally supportive, and particularly
supported a trial to Hikurangi (five comments), citing the advantages of access to public transport, as
well as mentioning Whangarei Heads and Ruakaka, and commented that they valued these trials
over CityLink.

Far North transport rate
Recommendation:

104. That council supports the establishment of a district-wide rate for transport in the Far North
of $8.80 per SUIP, to fund the investigation and provision of transport services, as proposed in
the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Current transport services operating in the Far North District, and contracted to the council, are Far
North Link, Mid North Link and Hokianga Link. These services have been funded by a targeted rate
for a designated area near the bus route, with the exception of Hokianga Link which was funded
from general rates. NZ Transport Agency (NZTA) subsidies were also uplifted for these services, and
have again been applied for through the 18/21 Regional Land Transport Plan. As council is aware, an
error in the map provided for the 16/17 and 17/18 Annual Plans led to a refund being processed for
some ratepayers (the FNDC have this process underway at the time of writing and should be
completed before the end of 17/18 financial year). The investigation into this error concluded that,
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in addition to tighter administrative controls, a district-wide rate would allow for trial services to be
implemented, operated and managed with much more flexibility, without negatively affecting a
rates resolution, ensuring that a repeat of this type would not re-occur. Staff recommend that
funding proceed via a district wide rate.

The current group of Link services will be reviewed during the latter part of 2018, with a view to
increasing services to smaller more isolated communities where possible. This also ties in with the
request for funding for a study into the transport needs of disabled residents, scheduled for 19/20,
where possible joint solutions will be explored. The possibility of providing the SuperGold Card
concession on the smaller services will be explored with NZTA.

Feedback relating to services needing more promotion are noted and this will be addressed.
Submitters can also be assured that money collected in the Far North district will only be utilised for
service solutions in the Far North district.

Summary of feedback received:

The majority of people who responded to the proposal to change transport rates agreed (55%), with
comments acknowledging the need for public transport and expressing a need for services in various
individual areas, and isolated communities. Submitters acknowledged that money needs to be
spend to avoid a ‘catch up’ situation down the track, and considered social, safety and emission
factors. Support was registered provided funds are spend in the district that they’re collected from.
Comments also included that gold card holders should be able to travel for free, that more
promotion was needed, and that plans need to be flexible until real customer demand is established.

Of those that disagreed (13%), comment was made that only urban areas should be rated as they
benefit, raised concern about rate increases and costs, stated that bus services are district council
business, and questioned how well the services were used.

Neutral responses included comments that the system should be user-pays, raised questions abou
the use of services, that the mid-north bus trial was poorly planned and executed, and that more
discussion and planning is needed.

Submitters who did not select an option noted general support, raised some location-specific
queries, questioned usage of the services and supported rail.

30. Stop funding Creative Northland
Recommendation:

105. That council stops funding Creative Northland, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

Northland Inc is council’s economic development agency (a Council Controlled Organisation). As
such, the proper process for council to provide economic development related funding and support
services is through Northland Inc. Councils support for Creative Northland was on the basis that
Creative Northland provides support to build the arts sectors business capabilities and capacity.
Councils direct funding support for Creative Northland is currently an anomaly as all other economic
development related support is channelled through Northland Inc.

While feedback in support of stopping this direct funding to Creative Northland is only 10% more
than those who disagreed and wished the funding to continue, staff are still of the view that all of
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councils economic development support should be channelled through Northland Inc. The
appropriate avenue for Creative Northland to seek future financial support from council is therefore
through direct discussions with Northland Inc. To clarify, the proposal, as notified, is that Creative
Northland's funding directly from council will stop. There is no proposal that that funding be
transfer to Northland Inc. but simply that any further support for Creative Northland needs to be
considered through the proper processes by Northland Inc. and considered against other economic
development priorities that Northland Inc., and indirectly council, support.

Summary of feedback received:

Of those who responded to the question of whether council should stop their contribution to
Creative Northland, over 40% agreed with the proposal to stop. Those who agreed made comments
that costs need to be kept down, funding should be fairly allocated, the funding results in duplication
with district councils, and that the funding should be stopped but only temporarily and the viability
of Creative Northland be reassessed.

Of those that disagreed with the proposal to stop funding (30%), comments raised acknowledged
the value of the arts and the work of Creative Northland, raised concern about not funding the arts
and creative activities, and raised concern about Northland Inc and its role generally and with the
arts. Submitters noted the other non-core activities that council supports.

Submitters who were neutral or did not select and option made comments similar to those that
disagreed.

31. Rating Policies
Recommendation:

106. That council supports the rating policies (including the policy on the remission and
postponement of rates on Maori freehold land) as consulted on and to be included in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document and supporting information.

Discussion:

Section 102 of the Local Government Act (LGA) requires council to adopt a policy on the remission
and postponement of rates on Maori freehold land and enables council to adopt policies on rates
remissions and rates postponements. Sections 108 and 109 of the LGA require the policies to be
reviewed at least once every six years.

The Far North, Kaipara and Whangarei district councils collect rates on Northland Regional Council's
behalf. In order to minimise the marginal cost of collection, and for administrative efficiency, council
has previously adopted the rates remission and postponement policies and policy on the remission
and postponement of rates on Maori freehold land of each of the three district councils. While these
policies differ from council to council, it would be administratively inefficient to adopt uniform
policies across the region and then require each district council to apply two sets of policies.

The recommendation supports the council's community outcome of efficient and effective service
delivery. The advantage of adopting the policies set by each of the three Northland district councils
is that it would be administratively efficient for each district council who administers our rate
collection in their respective district to only apply one set of policies. Ratepayers will also avoid
possible confusion by having a single approach to all of their rates.
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The reasonably practicable options are:

1. That the council supports the Policies on Rates Remission and Postponement Policies
(including the policy on remission and postponement of rates on Maori freehold and) of
each of the three Northland district councils, or

2. The council establishes its own policies to be applied on a regional wide basis.

On balance submitters support the rating policies. Many of the comments on the rating policies
actually related the rates costs, affordability or structure - which are not part of these policies.

Summary of feedback received:

40% of people who responded to the question of making updates to our rating policies agreed with
the proposal, with comments noting general agreement for required updates. Of those that
disagreed (10%) concern was raised about rates in general, that introducing capital value rating
leads to unnecessary increase, and raising questions about the changes.

Submitters who indicated a neutral response questioned what the updates were with one raising
concern that affordability has not been adequately accounted for, and was not transparent in
determining funding.

Those that didn’t select an option raised concern about the rate increase, particularly for those on
fixed incomes. They also recommended that council develop a consistent Rating Policy on Maori
Freehold Land, asked that council reconsider the Rating policy, Remissions Policies, and the Fees and
Charges Policies, and requested the assessment of affordability, raising questions about
transparency.

32. Revenue and financing policy
Recommendation:

107. That council supports the Revenue and Financing Policy as consulted on, to be included in the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The current Revenue and Financing Policy was included in the 2015-25 Long Term Plan and will
expire on 30 June 2018. In order to comply with clause 10, Schedule 10 of the Local Government Act
2002 (LGA), it will be necessary to adopt a new Revenue and Finance Policy before adoption of the
2018-28 Long Term Plan, and this will happen in June this year.

The recommendation supports the council's area of focus of efficient and effective service delivery.

The Revenue and Financing Policy has been prepared in accordance with sections 101, 102 and 103
of the LGA and sets out how council intends to fund its operating and capital expenditure. In setting
the Revenue and Finance Policy council is mindful of trying to achieve the right balance in terms of
who benefits and who pays for services against affordability and wider social benefits.

On balance submitters support the proposed updates to the Revenue and Financing Policy.
Summary of feedback received:

32.5% of people agreed with the proposed updates to our revenue and financing policy, making
comments in general support. Those that disagreed (10.5%), raised concern about the rates increase
and spending in general, and asked for more information.
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Submitters who registered a neutral response or didn’t indicate an option were generally unsure
about the proposal, raised questions about affordability and transparency and agreed with the
proposal providing that more funding for Mana Whakahono a Rohe collectives was factored in.

33. Significance and Engagement Policy
Recommendation:

108. That council supports the Significance and Engagement Policy, as consulted on in the Long
Term Plan Consultation Document and supporting information, for inclusion in the Long Term
Plan 2018-2028.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

Council is required to adopt a Significance and Engagement Policy under section 76AA of the Local
Government Act 2002. The current policy was reviewed prior to the consultation process, resulting
in the removal of duplication and development of a new layout providing a more straightforward
explanation of what is significant. The policy was also amended to ensure that the future setting of
any new rate, or the increasing of any existing rate by any amount, will be considered significant and
result in consultation.

Some of the feedback received on the proposal to make changes to the policy, raised concern about
affordability and transparency. Both of these issues are addressed by these recent changes, which
provide for a greater degree of transparency with the community in terms of rates. The policy also
continues to consider meaningful engagement with Maori.

A comment was also made in relation to dog management which is not a regional council
responsibility and is not addressed here.

Summary of feedback received:

33% of submitters that responded to the question about updates to council’s significance and
engagement policy agreed with the proposal, with comments acknowledging the value of
engagement.

Of those that disagreed (8.5%), comments registered general disagreement and objection related to
the marine biosecurity charge.

Submitters who registered a neutral response or didn’t select an option made comments indicating
that they weren’t familiar with the policy, raised concern about affordability and transparency, and

requested that any issue impacting dogs or dog owners be considered significant. Several comments
supported building Maori capacity and engagement, ensuring the interests of Iwi and mana whenua
are equitably catered for, and noting general concern that Mana Whakahono a Rohe be considered.
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Other matters

Council received feedback on a wide range of matters not addressed in the consultation document -
this section addresses that feedback.

Where there were a number of submissions providing feedback on the same matter, these have
been grouped together and summarised and assessed below. Feedback on matters that didn't fall
into one of the groups below are addressed individually in Appendix 2 and resolution 115.

34. Economic Development/Northland Inc
Recommendations:

109. That council supports the current arrangements for funding and operating the Investment and
Growth Reserve and the Community Investment Fund as set out in the Supporting Information
to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document.

110. That council supports the proposed level of operational funding for Northland Inc. Limited as
set out in the Supporting Information to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document.

These recommendations do not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

A review was recently undertaken of Northland Inc and council's role in economic development, as
part of a broader review of the services Northland councils provide for supporting economic
development (Section 17A, Local Government Act 2002). The conclusion of the review was that
Northland Inc. generally provides a value for money service. The review also looked at how council
fund's economic development initiatives, and generally supported the current approach.

A number of specific projects were suggested by submitters for council support. The correct process
to seek council financial support for economic development related projects is through Northland
Inc.. Northland Inc. will review the proposed project and, if supported, will work with the proponent
to progress an application to councils Investment and Growth Reserve (IGR) for funding support.

In their submission, Northland Inc. Limited request an increase in their annual operational funding
from $1.2M to $1.9M, and this allocation be available for them to spend on any work programme.
This total is derived by summing the $1.2M current operational funding, $300,000 for business case
assessment and $410,000 for extended regional promotions. By including this third component they
are seeking to continue, on a permanent basis, the level of funding provided by a three-year project
investment for extended regional promotions from the IGR that finishes on 30 June 2018.

The current settings for the funding and operation of the IGR and the Community Investment Fund
(CIF), as set out in the supporting information to the LTP 2018-2028 Consultation Document, are
summarised below.

e The IGRis funded by an annual redirection of $1.7 million from council's investment income.

e Council is proposing to inflation-adjust the $1.7 million annual allocation with an annual
transfer from the CIF.

e According to the IGR criteria and procedures for the allocation of funding, Northland Inc.’s
operational funding is limited to what is budgeted in council’s Long Term Plan. The
proposed Long Term Plan currently has a budget of $1.246M for 2018/19 increasing to
$1.538M in 2027/28 (adjusting for inflation).

ID: A1052445 49



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

o CIF revenue earned up to 7.5% will be reinvested in the fund (except for the portion
required for the inflation adjustment of the IGR).

e Any annual revenue over 7.5% will be brought to council to decide whether to reinvest in
the CIF or include in the IGR balance.

e Council maintains the ability to make a discretionary transfer from the CIF to the IGR. To
ensure the integrity of the fund, it should not move below $12.5 million.

The revised criteria and procedures for the allocation of funding from the IGR, agreed by council on
20 February 2018, made a number of changes including an increase in funding set aside for business
case assessment from $200,000 to $300,000 and delegated authority to Northland Inc. for the
allocation of business case assessment funding up to the value of $100,000, without requiring the
need to formally seek council approval. Under the new criteria council maintains the earmarked
$300,000 for business case assessment within the IGR. Payment is made to Northland Inc. on a case-
by-case basis, upon receipt of an invoice accompanied by evidence of a Board decision to fund a
business case assessment. Decisions on funding any single business case assessment of $100,000 or
more require a council resolution.

These changes were made to give greater responsibility to Northland Inc. and to streamline the
funding allocation process for applicants. To date there have been no requests made to council to
fund business case assessments that have been agreed to by the Board of Northland Inc. Given the
new process has not been used yet, it is difficult to assess whether there is any need to change these
arrangements. Therefore, until such time as the new system has been tested, staff recommend that
the proposal to allocate the $300,000, earmarked for business case assessment, as operational
funding to Northland Inc., not be supported.

Northland Inc.’s proposal that council allocate to them an additional $410,000 per annum in baseline
operational funding has been raised by Northland Inc. in various workshop discussions held with
council relating to the development of their Statement of Intent (SOI) 2018-2021. By way of
background, when Northland Inc. was established in 2012, through council’s Long Term Plan 2012—-
2022, an initial baseline level of operational funding of $1.1 million was put in place. This quantum
was set based on the level of funding that council was providing at that time to Destination
Northland for regional promotions ($350,000) and Enterprise Northland for other economic
development services ($750,000). This initial baseline has been inflation adjusted over time and
now totals $1.246M.

The forecast budget for the IGR, as set out in the Supporting Information to the Long Term Plan
2018-2028 Consultation Document, indicates that council has around $540,000 available in each
year of the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 to fund both business case assessments and to allocate to
projects through the Enabling Investment category of the IGR. Assuming the $300,000 is fully
allocated each year, the allocation of an additional $410,000 to Northland Inc. is therefore not
possible without altering the current operational arrangements of the CIF.

Council has recently reassessed its policy around managing the CIF and confirmed that it would like
to continue to build this fund while maintaining flexibility to allocated funds should specific
investment opportunities present themselves. Allocating money from the CIF to increase Northland
Inc operational funding will reduce council’s capacity to invest in future projects.

The operational funding allocated by council to Northland Inc. is provided without any direction
from council on how it is spent. It is up to the Northland Inc. board to prioritise the allocation of its
operational funding across its various work programmes, including to fulfil its Regional Tourism
Organisation role and functions. Council has expressed the view through a number of discussions
with Northland Inc. that they need to focus and prioritise their activities and seek increased funding
from alternatives sources (including central government and private sector contributions) rather
than relying so heavily on regional council to increase its operational funding budgets.
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For the reasons stated above, staff recommend that the current arrangements for funding and
operating the IGR and the CIF, and the level of operational funding for Northland Inc., as set out in
the supporting information to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document, remain
unchanged.

Recommendations:

111. That council supports the replacement of the current list of objectives for Northland Inc.
Limited in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 with the following list:

Advocate and promote the establishment and development of infrastructure that
underpins regional economic growth.

Attract, facilitate and support investment opportunities in regionally strategic sectors.
Promote Northland as a progressive and positive place to visit, do business and live.
Provide and facilitate business support services that enable Northland businesses to grow.
Increase innovation and entrepreneurship in Northland.

Partner with Maori to develop and implement economic development projects for the
benefit of Northland.

Support and facilitate the implementation of the Tai Tokerau Northland Economic Action
Plan.

Support tourism product development and infrastructure as enablers of Northland’s
tourism sector.

112. That council supports the replacement of the current key performance measures and targets
for Northland Inc. Limited in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 with the following list:

Work programme | How we will measure 2017/18 (2018/19/2019/20(2020/21
result
Percentage of IGR business case
decisions (by the Board) made within 90| New
days of receiving application measure 100%
New
Investmentand | Nymber of inward delegations hosted | measure | 4 4 4
infrastructure
Investment recommendations are New
accompanied by a robust business case | measure 100%
Number and value of high impact New 2
projects that are implemented measure 2 2
Number of unique businesses assisted
(by TA and industry) 225 230
Business Value of NZTE and Callaghan Innovation
innovation and grant funding facilitated $1.5M $1.5M
growth Client satisfaction (as measured by Net | New
Promoter Score) measure 75% (NPS 50)
Orchard occupancy rate 45% 60% 65% 70%

ID: A1052445 51



Council Meeting ITEM: 3.1
16 May 2018

New
Visitor spend from target markets measure |S1,052M|$1,099M[$1,146M
) Value of industry investment in regional
Regional promotion activity $340,408 $350,000
promotion and
tourism Equivalent Advertising Value achieved
from destination marketing S15M $16.5M
New
RTO Net Promoter Score measure 40
New
Action PI
ction Plan Percentage of milestones completed measure 100%
Number of unique Maori businesses New
assisted (by TA and industry) measure 30
Number and value of high impact New
projects that are implemented measure 1 1 1
Maori economic
development Value of NZTE and Callaghan Innovation
grant funding facilitated for Maori New
businesses measure $50,000
Client satisfaction (as measured by Net New
Promoter Score for M3aori businesses) | measure 75% (NPS 50)

These recommendations do change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document

Discussion:

The list of objectives and key performance measures and targets for Northland Inc. Limited set out in
the Supporting Information to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document were based on
those in place at the time of preparation of the document. Subsequent to the development of the
Supporting Information council has held a number of workshop discussions with Northland Inc.
Limited on the development of their Statement of Intent (SOI) 2018-2021. As a result of these
discussions, a revised list of objectives and key performance measures and targets have been
developed by Northland Inc. Limited. These are set out in the recommendations listed above.
Agreeing to these changes will ensure alignment between council’s Long Term Plan and Northland
Inc. Limited’s SOI.

Recommendation:

113. That council supports the inclusion of the following list of regionally strategic sectors for the
Investment and Growth Reserve (IGR) in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028

e Agriculture and Horticulture
e Marine

e Tourism

e Digital

This recommendation does change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document
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Discussion:

At its meeting on 20 February 2018 council agreed to a revised version of the Criteria and
procedures for the allocation of funding from the IGR. Clause 10.b.ii of the Criteria states that
projects eligible for Enabling Investment grant funding must align with council’s priorities for
economic development, including the development of regionally strategic sectors as identified in
council’s Long Term Plan. Council asked Northland Inc. Limited to provide a list of regionally
strategic sectors to include in both their Statement of Intent 2018-2021 and council’s Long Term
Plan 2018-2028, to give effect to this clause.

Northland Inc. Limited provided the following list as part of the Board approves Statement of Intent
2018-21: Agriculture and Horticulture, Marine, Tourism, Digital. Aquaculture, Green, Food and
Beverage. Given the limited funds available over the next three years staff are concerned that the
list of regionally strategic sectors is too broad and doesn't provide sufficient focus for both
Northland Inc. and the Investment and Growth Reserve. It's therefore recommended that this list be
further refined and staff recommend that the focus should be on Agriculture and Horticulture,
Marine, Tourism and Digital.

Summary of feedback received:

In their submission, Northland Inc. Limited request an increase in their annual operational funding
from $1.2M to $1.9M, and this allocation be available for them to spend on any work programme.
This total is derived by summing the $1.2M current operational funding, $300,000 for business case
assessment and $410,000 for extended regional promotions. To provide for this increase in their
operational funding, Northland Inc. suggest that all the investment returns generated by the CIF
(=$800,000-5900,000 per annum) be transferred into the IGR. Adding this to the $1.7M annual
investment income already redirected into the IGR results in an additional $650,000 per annum
available for investment into projects after taking into account the $1.9M operational funding of
Northland Inc.

There was also some support for council being involved in economic development from other
submitters who either supported an increase in funding to Northland Inc or expressed concern
should current levels of funding be reduced. However, some concerns were raised by other
submitters about council's role in economic development including the funding of Northland Inc.
Some considered that council should be putting more money into ventures that create employment
rather than Northland Inc. There were also some specific projects for which submitters sought
council support for including sorting out the Opua to Kawakawa rail and bike track, rail tourism in
Whangarei and Northport's intention to facilitate cruise ship berthing.

35. Grouped Submissions

Where there were a number of submissions providing feedback on the same matter, these have
been grouped together and summarised and assessed below. Feedback on matters that didn't fall
into one of the groups below are addressed individually in Appendix 2 and resolution 115.

Recommendation:

114. That council does not make any changes to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 as a result of
submissions on these topics: Climate Change/Sustainability, Core Business, District Council
Matters, Finances, GE/GMO, Governance, LTP Process, Mangroves, Mining/Industry, RMA and
Roading/Rail.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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Climate Change/Sustainability
Discussion:

Council has made significant investment and progress in flood protection initiatives which consider
climate change factors. Council has also proposed significant investment in water management
(including $385,000 extra per year by 2021 to look after dune lakes and wetlands) and another
$881,000 a year by 2021 to better understand water resources. Other initiatives include provisions
in the Proposed Regional Plan relating to water quantity limits, water efficiency, metering and
storage.

Council recognises the significance of climate change and will work with central government and
LGNZ in determining responses. Local government has more of a role in adaption rather than
mitigation which is primarily a central government role. Electric buses are a future possibility if the
technology becomes readily available given council has a role in supporting bus services, however
council does not have a direct influence on electrification for rail.

Council has supported measures to reduce pollution locally (e.g. SeaCleaners) and nationally
(supported restrictions on use micro-beads). In terms of bans on plastics, such measures are more
appropriately pursued by central government.

Council does not manage waste facilities but supports minimisation.
Summary of feedback received:

Fourteen submitters suggested that council's operations and planning need to address or factor-in
climate change and sustainability generally. Examples included stressing the need for flood
protection as the climate changes, council preparing a strategy for minimising rubbish and lowering
emissions, encouraging electric vehicles, and council to fund a strategy for dealing with plastic
pollution.

Core business
Discussion:

Council's rating structure has been reviewed as part of this consultation process with staff
recommending that six core general rates be struck. The three most significant proposals being
progressed in this LTP being water, pest management and flood infrastructure are directly related to
councils core business

Summary of feedback received:

A few submitters suggested that council should be focusing on core business.

District council matters

Discussion:

This feedback will be passed on to the relevant district council(s) for their consideration.
Summary of feedback received:

Nine submitters raised various issues that are within the functions of district councils and not within
the functions of the regional council. Issues included bilingual road and names, the state of the
entrance into Kaitaia, wanting more bus shelters in Whangarei and resourcing for staff to follow up
on conditions issued in property titles.
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Finances
Discussion:

Costs of funding are always considered as part of any decision to proceed with a proposal. A
number of options for funding are considered including private bank borrowing and various
mechanisms for borrowing. The preferred option is generally that which is most effective for
ratepayers.

Council does not use an international accounting firm to "do its books", these are done by council
staff and audited by an international accounting firm as assigned and approved through the Office of
the Auditor General. Council does pay GST, however all budgets, except cash flows, are expressed as
GST exclusive.

Summary of feedback received:
Feedback in in this category included:

Comments on the financial system in terms of private bank borrowing and the costs of this way of
doing things, question use of international accounting firm, question why expenditure is GST
exclusive - Diagram of where money comes from - all comes from ratepayers, and that council
should consider alternative mechanisms for borrowing.

GE/GMO
Discussion:

Long Term Plans do not influence GMO decisions. The matter of GMOQ's has been considered as part
of the Regional Policy Statement and (following resolution of appeals) the Regional Policy Statement
includes a precautionary approach to GMO.

Council can participate in proposals for use of GMO through EPA processes and can fund this
through operational budgets / by resolution of council if needed (council often responds to
national/local initiatives as part of its day to day business).

Summary of feedback received:

There was considerable feedback urging the council to maintain and protect the GE and GMO free
status of Northland and place strong precautionary and prohibitive GE/GMO provisions, policies and
rules in the Long Term Plan and the new Regional Plan and other sound environmental policies.

Various submitters also requested that council return to the original precautionary and prohibitive
GE policy (that was in various previous council Long Term Plans since the 2004-14 LTCCP) and the
$10,000 contingency fund (in the event of any EPA approved outdoor GE applications for Northland).

Governance
Discussion:

The make-up of the regional council and its governance are outside the scope of the long term plan
process.

Northlands four local authorities have increased their collaborative work programme highlighted in
the document Northland Forward Together.

Council's tendering policy and employment policy are operational policies and are outside the scope
of the long term plan process.
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Summary of feedback received:

Feedback in this category included:

concern about the governance of the regional council

guestioning whether the regional council is needed at all

council should review the benefits of a unitary authority

council needs to include wider representation in its governance

council should give preference to local contractors and employed positions

council needs to works better with the district councils

LTP Process

Discussion:

ITEM: 3.1

Staff will carry out a project debriefing after the conclusion of the long term plan which will also look

at any shortcomings in the consultation process for future improvements. It is noted that while
some people made comments about the shortcomings of the process via their submissions,

particularly in relation to the Have Your Say events vs hearings, the feedback received at the events

themselves was very positive with many people preferring the new approach. The Have Your Say
events aimed to enable better engagement with council over a greater geographical area than

traditional hearings would allow.

Staff strive for continuous improvement of the consultation process, and will work at identifying

opportunities for this.

Summary of feedback received:

Twenty one submitters provided feedback under this category. While there was some support for
the consultation process used (e.g. a well-written consultation document, good submission form),

most of the feedback in this category were critical of the process, including:

Limited opportunities to engage with council officers in a meaningful manner.

Not everyone has access to computer and internet or can make the meetings. More discussion

and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and ratepayers in focus groups or

organisations.

Submitter concerned about way fellow attendee of a workshop was treated

More effort should be made to engage with ratepayers before preparing the draft LTP

Very disappointed about there being no hearings

Concerned that far north residents have very few opportunities to address elected members.

Concerned that submissions on other council plans don't appear to have informed the LTP

Mot enough information provided - too high level

Notes the effort and thought put in the LTP

Supportive of draft proposal and the work of council.
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Mangroves
Discussion:

The Proposed Regional Plan includes provisions on the removal of mangroves (including for the
purposes of maintaining drainage) and the matter will be considered in response to submissions.
Council has not budgeted funds to assist community groups to remove mangroves as its not deemed
to be a priority.

Summary of feedback received:

The feedback on mangroves was mixed - some urging council to fund communities to remove
mangroves and others that disagree with mangroves being allowed to be removed.

Mining/Industry
Discussion:

Environmental effects of industries are regulated under the Resource Management Act 1991. Itis
not within the scope of the long term plan. Council is currently in the process of developing a new
regional plan which addresses many of the environmental concerns raised in the feedback. However
there are some exceptions - for example carbon emissions, plantation forestry and mining permits -
which are generally regulated by central government.

Summary of feedback received:

Strong opposition was expressed by a number of submitters to any consent for mining at Puhipubhi.
Some submitters were also concerned about the environmental effects of particular industries - such
as chemical and timber industries, bee keeping, aquaculture forestry, air quality and industrial
development in rural areas.

RMA
Discussion:

Freshwater is allocated in accordance with policy/rules in regional plans and the processes set out in
the Resource Management Act 1991 - allocation is also guided by direction in the National Policy
Statement for Freshwater Management. It is acknowledged that allocation is an issue in some areas
where demand is high, and council intends to prioritise investigations into such areas of high
allocation (but this depends somewhat on the outcome of decisions on the Proposed Regional Plan).

Applications for water takes are processed in accordance with the Resource Management Act 1991
(including determining affected party status and notification decisions). Consent processes are not a
Long Term Plan matter.

While council monitors farm dairy effluent discharges and compliance with regional rules, it reserves
the right to vary the amount of resource put towards advice and assistance, noting there are
industry bodies with expertise / capacity for this who levy farmers for such services.

Council has signalled that it wants to put more resources into managing water quality. Council is
proposing to investing heavily in additional resource to improve water quality and in particular to
reduce sedimentation (a combined value of $2.2 million extra per year by 2021. Also, all consented
wastewater treatment systems are monitored to ensure compliance with conditions of resource
consents.

Council will respond to invitations for Mana Whakahono A Rohe (Mana Whakahono) in accordance
with its obligations under the Resource Management Act 1991.
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Council will continue to work with Northland's district councils on the management of horticultural
and agricultural land. The Regional Policy Statement includes direction to district councils on how
they should manage this issue.

The Regional Air Quality Plan and Proposed Regional Plan include controls on outdoor burning
including restrictions on the burning of certain materials. A number of materials are also prohibited
from being burnt on the basis of health effects.

Summary of feedback received:
There was a range of feedback in this category:

e Concerns about the water take resource consents currently under application for the Aupouri
Peninsula

e Council should invest in developing a collaborative water allocation strategy.

e Council should increase its efforts in enforcing and supporting dairy farmers to better manage
farm dairy effluent discharges.

e Council should increase monitoring of the Mangawhai Community Waste Water Scheme and
review the resource consent.

e Sewage disposal polluting the Kawakawa, Taumarere, and Opua River.

e Arequest to initiate a Mana Whakahono A Rohe with the Taiamai ki te Marangai Resource
Management Unit.

e Good quality horticultural and agricultural land needs to be protected from development
o Need to have more stringent controls for land clearing.

e Need to ban outdoor burning

Roading/Rail
Discussion:

The council's Regional Land Transport Committee (RTC) is awaiting further guidance from the
government as to how regional rail fits into the Government Policy Statement (GPS) priorities, and if
its potential implementation will be subsidised through the Regional Land Transport Plan. The
government has advised a review of rail is required, and this will be addressed in a second stage GPS
(GPS 2) due for release sometime in late 2019.

In regards to dust monitoring and the dust from unsealed roads, the monitoring programme
outlined in the Regional Land Transport Plan has been updated, and the RTC and council staff
continue to work with the three district councils to progress this matter.

Suggestions relating to carpooling and electric transport will be considered as part of the alternative
transport solutions being developed.

Summary of feedback received:

There were requests for greater consideration for the provision of rail transportation (freight and
passenger), suggestions for improving specific roading infrastructure, and that a lot more need to be
done to address dusty unsealed roads.

Suggestions were also received to better utilise existing carpooling schemes and electric
transportation, both as a means of providing transport, and for reducing emissions.
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36. Individual Submissions

There are a number of individual submission points which did not relate directly to a topic being
consulted on and didn't fit into one of the groups of submission points listed above. These individual
submission points have been collated and considered by staff, as listed in Appendix 2, and staff
recommend that no changes be made to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 as a result of these
submissions.

Recommendation

115. That council adopts staff recommendations outlined in the attached spreadsheet (Appendix 2)
as council decisions, and do not make any changes to the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 as a
result of these submission points.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.
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37. Strategic Direction
Recommendation

116. That council supports the Vision, Mission, Values and Areas of Focus (Community Outcomes),
as set out in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and supporting
information document.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

There were no submissions received that specifically made comment on council’s proposed Vision,
Mission, Values and Areas of Focus (Community Outcomes). However, there were many comments
that indicated support for the work council is proposing to do which are tied back to delivering on
council’s strategic direction as articulated through the Vision, Mission, Values and Areas of Focus.
Staff therefore recommend that no changes be made to the strategic direction included in the Long
Term Plan 2018-2028 supporting information document.

38. Capital expenditure
Recommendation:

117. That council supports the capital expenditure required to support council's ongoing activities
as included in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 supporting information document, subject to
specific resolutions elsewhere in this report.

This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Supporting Information document.

Discussion:

Capital expenditure is required to support all of the activities council undertakes, and this is
generally funded from council’s retained earnings, with any associated depreciation funded from
rates relative to the activity that the capital spend supports. The proposed capital expenditure for
the period of the long term plan was set out in the supporting information document.

These areas of spend have been reviewed and reconsidered in line with feedback received via the
consultation process, and proposals for changes made for the spends on corporate excellence (a
reduction), the land and water activity (an increase for far north nursery), and for flood protection
schemes (Taumarere and Panguru). These proposed changes have been addressed with individual
recommendations in this report.

39. Targeted region-wide rate increase
Recommendation:

118. That council supports a total 29.2% average rate increase of the combined council services
rate, freshwater management rate, pest management rate, land management rate, civil
defence and hazard management rate, and flood infrastructure rate in the first year of the
Long Term Plan, with projected increases of 1.8-8.1% (including inflation adjustments) each
year for the next 10 years, as proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation
Document and supporting information, with additional increases as resolved elsewhere in this
report.
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This recommendation does not change what was proposed in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028
Consultation Document.

Discussion:

The proposed total 29.2% average rates increase (an average of $66.59 per rateable unit), of the
combined council services rate, freshwater management rate, pest management rate, land
management rate, civil defence and hazard management rate, and flood infrastructure rate was the
first proposal covered in the Consultation Document. The total increase is made up of three key
decision areas where there is growing urgency and public interest to do more: water, native life and
floods; and a number of other decisions with financial implications. These decisions formed the bulk
of the Consultation Document.

On balance, submitters support the proposed direction of council, but some are concerned about
the increase to rates as a whole. The majority of submitters agree with the proposed increased
spending across each of the council activities that contribute to the total proposed rates increase.

As noted elsewhere in this report, should council decide to move the funding mechanism (from
targeted rates to region-wide rates, such as that proposed in recommendations 45 and 46) or
support proposals to “go even further” (such as recommendations 86 — 88) then this will result in
the average region-wide rate increasing.

Summary of feedback received:

While the Long Term Plan consultation material made it clear that the rates increase was proposed,
and provided rates examples, there was not a specific question asking for agreement or otherwise
with the increase. Instead, questions were focused on the work and proposals that would make up
this increase. As such, comments on the rate increase were made throughout the feedback that was
received, which has been collated.

23 comments received on the rate increase disagreed with council’s proposal to increase rates, with
a general theme that the increase is unacceptable. Common comments included that the increase
would not benefit the submitter directly, that increases should be limited to inflation, and that
council should look at other ways to finance the work, look for inefficiencies, streamline, prioritise
and stick to core business. Other comments included that council should honour the 5% cap on rate
increases, and raised concern that ratepayers were making sacrifices and the potential impact on
fixed income households and struggling families.

Comments from submitters that didn’t raise blanket disagreement (6) with the increase raised
concern about overall increase in the cost of living, support for the increase for environmental
issues, discussed the impact of doubtful debts, and recognised that the increase in is conjunction
with a rate reform.
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Considerations
Significance and engagement

Section 76AA of the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) directs that council must adopt a policy
setting out how significance will be determined, and the level of engagement that will be
triggered. This policy assists council in determining how to achieve compliance with LGA
requirements in relation to decisions.

The proposals set out in the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document triggered
council’s significance and engagement policy, and a comprehensive processes of consultation
and engagement has now been carried out. The results of this engagement have been
summarised in this document to inform council’s deliberations and decision-making process.

The process of deliberations assists council in achieving compliance with sections 77 of the LGA.
Policy, risk management and legislative compliance

Consultation on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 proposals has been carried out pursuant to
sections 93, 93A, 93B, and 93C of the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) and in accordance with
the special consultative procedure (section 83 of the LGA).

Consideration of submissions through the process of deliberations will achieve compliance with
section 77 of the LGA (Requirements in relation to decisions) and with council’s Significance and
Engagement Policy, in particular ‘We will consult when we are required to by law, when a
proposal is considered significant, and when we need more information on options for
responding to an issue’.

Further considerations

Community views

A comprehensive process of consultation has been carried out to inform the recommendations
set out in this report. A summary of this consultation and the feedback received is included in
this report to inform council’s decisions on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028.

Maori impact statement
The process of consultation included circulation of a panui inviting feedback on the Long Term

with the Te Tai Tokerau Maori and Council Working Party Maori Advisory Group during the
development of the proposals. The Te Tai Tokerau Maori and Council Working Party has been
provided with regular progress updates. This has provided council with feedback on Maori
views and potential impacts on Maori.

Financial implications

Financial impacts or implementation issues are addressed in recommendations included within
this report.

Attachments

Attachment 1: Have Your Say events feedback - Long Term Plan 2018-2028 (separately circulated)
Attachment 2: Summary of Submissions Part 1 - LTP 2018-2028 (separately circulated)
Attachment 3: Summary of Submissions Part 2 - LTP 2018-2028 (separately circulated)

Attachment 4: Summary of Submissions Part 3 - Regional Sporting Facilities Rate (separately
circulated)

Attachment 5: Social Media Report - Long Term Plan 2018-2028 (separately circulated)
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Authorised by Group Manager

Name: Jonathan Gibbard
Title: Group Manager - Governance and Engagement
Date: 09 May 2018
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Deliberations Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Deliberations | Appendix 2

ITEM: 3.1

Whangarei
Harbour
Marina
Management
Trust

IGR to build a new marina downstream of
the Te Matau a Pohe Hatea River Bridge.
Submission attaches a business case. (Staff
summary; please see original submission).

Submitter LTP ID Submitter comment Staff response
details
Kristi Henare | 2018LTP1133 | Better funding for signage that actual makes | Horse and dog access onto
sense at Ruakaka Beach over dogs and Ruakaka Beach is managed
horses being on the beach and in different by Whangarei District
areas and times of the years confusing and Council. This enquire
dogs can't read but their owners cant either. | should be passed on to
WDC. Staff recommend
that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Judy Plain 2018LTP1179 | Submitter requests: -council introduces in Council has a significant
the LTP 2018-2028 compulsory de-sexing, biosecurity focus however
microchipping and registration (of cat's domestic cat control is not
owner and contact details) of all cats from 3 | currently part of councils
months old, to reduce the "huge and rapidly | focus. Staff recommend
increasing number of stray/abandoned that no further
cats/kittens in our community."- NRC to amendments to the LTP
adequately contribute to the funding of the 2018/28 are required as a
Whangarei SPCA result of this submission.
Billy Leonard | 2018LTP452 | Submitter states that in the next 10 years, Bylaws as requested by the
Northland ought to be at the forefront - at submitter are outside the
the very least, abreast - of the societal trend | scope of the regional
in this country away from animal council to address. Staff
exploitation. Submits that the council needs | recommend that no further
introduce bylaws prohibiting torture and amendments to the LTP
killing of animals, and to spend to enforce 2018/28 are required as a
these. States that human health is at stake. result of this submission.
{Staff summary; please see original
submission}
Leonie Exel 2018LTP1475 | Submitter has two key recommendations: - Management and
Bay of Island Councils and relevant organisations work restrictions relating to dogs
Watchdogs out ways that our working, farm and is the responsibility to
companion animals, and native animals, can | district councils. Staff will
best co-exist. - Northland Regional Council forward this request to the
consider the needs and wishes of resident respective district councils.
dog owners in all development of all future Staff recommend that no
policies, plans, and projects, and that NRC further amendments to the
establish a permanent consultation/working | LTP 2018/28 are required
group of dog owners/groups to encourage as a result of this
this to occur. Submission also includes 5 submission.
other recommendations primarily focused
on providing and/or managing dogs. (Staff
summary; please see original).
Noel Douglas | 2018LTP1809 | Submitter seeks $1 million grant from the Council has an Investment

and Growth Reserve to
support such projects.
Applications for funding to
the IGR must be
channelled through
Northland Inc. This request
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therefore can not be
progressed through the LTP
process and staff will refer
it to Northland Inc. for
consideration. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.

Bruce Leggatt | 2018LTP813 | Summary: Support for the proposed Council has an Investment
Whangarei marina. Benefits include: and Growth Reserve to
Carparking, not having to open bridge, support such projects.
closeness to marine industry and shopping, Applications for funding to
sheltered harbour, positive impression it will | the IGR must be
give to the area, increased capacity of berths | channelled through
will bring more marine businesses to Northland Inc. This request
Whangarei. therefore can not be
progressed through the LTP
process and staff will refer
it to Northland Inc. for
consideration. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Stephen 2018LTP1239 | Mangonui Cruising Club supports Kerikeri Support for submission
Tansey Cruising Club (as part of the "Marinas noted. Staff recommend
Mangonui Group", with Opua, Whangaroa, Tutukaka, that no further
Cruising Club Whangarei Town Basin marinas) in it's amendments to the LTP
challenge over the legality of NRC's "Bio- 2018/28 are required as a
security fee". We also support it's action in result of this submission.
the Environment Court ordered confidential
mediation with Northland Regional Council
(NRC) over the contents of NRC's Marine
Pathways Plan which dictates the level of
fouling permissible on boats & the actions &
remedies that NRC can insist boat owners
undertake. In support of the unfair nature of
the bio-security charge plese read the
attached "Mediterranean Fanworm" article
Leigh Hopper | 2018LTP1430 | Submitter concerned about the equity of NRC does not consider that

Marsden
Cove Canals
Management
Ltd and
Marsden
Maritime
Holdings Ltd

marine biosecurity charge. Disappointed
that the LTP doesn't address the the
inequity. Highlights that on land, council is
recognising that biosecurity management is
a public good and is funded by the public
purse, but marine biosecurity management
is being funded by private vessel and marine
structure owners. Submission provides
detailed rationale to support submitters
opposition to the marine biosecurity charge.
(Staff summary; please see original
submission).

there is inequity with the
marine biosecurity charge.
Staff recommend that no
further amendments to the
LTP 2018/28 are required
as a result of this
submission.
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Rangimarie 2018LTP998 | Submission provides an introduction to Staff recommend that
Price Amokura lwi Consortium Ltd, its history and | further discussions with
Amokura lwi projects, and summarises 'He Tangata, He Amokura are required to
Consortium Whenua, He Oranga - An economic growth better understand how He
Ltd strategy for the Tai Tokerau Maori Economy' | Tangata, He Whenua, We
which is also attached to the submission. Oranga can be better
Submission states that leadership is needed | recognised by council and
by council to enable growth of the Maori Northland Inc. Staff
economy. recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Kate Martin 2018LTP853 | Submission requests that council make It's noted that Tuia 250
Te Au Marie provision for resources in support of commemorations has been
Trust community engagement for the Taitokerau supported by council
Northland events and infrastructure planned | through its inclusion on the
around the Tuia 250 commemorations of Economic Action Plan.
2019, and that council consider retaining Council has also
events funding for events that are in contributed financial
alignment with the Tuia Encounters theme. support to a project
Submission requests that Tuia 250 be y manager to support the
mentioned in the 2018-19 annual plans. Tuia 250 commemorations.
{staff summary; please see original Any further support should
submission} be progressed through the
Action Plan or Northland
Inc. Staff recommend that
no further amendments to
the LTP 2018/28 are
required as a result of this
submission.
Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 | Waste water should be reconsidered as a Councils resouce
resource. - acknowledges the role of the management
'four wellbeings' in council's work"If responsibilities are outlined
Council(s) are truly looking at long term in the Resource
planning, then inter-related subjects (such Management Act 1991 and
as Climate change/sustainability specifically given effect to
change/sustainability and community well- through the Regional Plan
beings) need to be explicitly addressed in for Northland. Council is in
your long term planning document." the process of developing a
new Regional Plan with
public hearings scheduled
for later in the year. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
James Ryan 2018LTP27 Submitter discusses the benefits of the Council currently supports
New Zealand Balance Farm Environment Awards, and the | the Balance Farm
Farm role of the New Zealand Farm Environment Environment Awards. Staff

Environment
Trust

Trust. Submitter values the trust's

partnership with the regional council and
thanks council for ongoing support. [Staff
summary; please see original submission}

recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
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Luana Pirihi 2018LTP1177 | 3. We request the NRC lobby central Council works
Northland government to address the shortfall in collaboratively with the
Conservation funding for infrastructure for the Department of
Board Department of Conservation (DOC) Estate. Conservation both locally
An example of this is an airport tax or and nationally. This include
similar. The primary role of DoC is not to advocating on particular
spend money on infrastructure for tourists issues. Staff recommend
but to improve our environment. that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Mike Butler 2018LTP974 | Submitter comments on Northland's pivotal | Council’s role in managing
Heritage New role in New Zealand's history, and and supporting the
Zealand encourages council to investigate incentives | protection of historic
Phuhere to promote the protection and conservation | heritage is more a Resource
Taonga of historic heritage. Submitter offers Management Act role and
assistance and advice to council to include function than a Local
heritage incentives in the Long Term Plan. Government Act role and
Submitter states that council should function to be addressed
strengthen protocols with territorial through the LTP. Council is
authorities for dealing with cross-boundary currently in the process of
issues that relate to historic heritage. {Staff developing a new Regional
summary; please see original submission} Plan for Northland in which
resource management
issues are being
considered. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 | Submitter wants NRC to show leadership Council has not to date
Ngunguru and be proactive in helping to secure and taken a position regarding
Sandspit protect Whakareora and the remainder of the ownership of Ngunguru
Protection Ngunguru Sandspit not in Crown ownership. | sandspit. This matter
Society Submission includes detailed rationale and would be better considered
evidence by council outside of the
LTP process. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Annina 2018LTP52 If you have any influence on The EPA and MPI have the
Rueegger institutions/companies/people using authority for the regulation
poisonous sprays (Roundup etc.) please can | of the approval for use of
you try to ban this. It affects peoples health agrichemicals. Staff
and the environment and will have very recommend that no further
negative long term effects on our region. amendments to the LTP
Thanks! 2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
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Greg 2018LTP1260 | Submitter discusses the history of the Trans LGNZ has provided
Rzesniowiecki Pacific Partnership (TPP) and Comprehensive | feedback to the
and Progressive Agreement on the TPP government on the TPP and
(CPTPP). Notes public concern for clean more recently amendments
water and concern about bottled water to the Local Government
exporters. Also notes impacts on domestic Act 2002. Articulating a
flights and potential misuse of online data. council position on these
Notes that the CPTPP would disallow a tax matters in an LTP is not
on exported water. Attaches supporting considered that most
information. Submission provides appropriate approach.
recommendations that the council: - " Staff recommend that no
formally supporting the 23 principles offered | further amendments to the
by Alfred de Zayas in his paper to the LTP 2018/28 are required
UNHRC (A/HRC/37/63) in which he as a result of this
"highlights the urgent need to apply human | submission.
rights principles systematically and
uniformly to all entities and endeavours.""-
"endorse the model trade and investment
treaty process offered in the
www.dontdoit.nz petition"- "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"-
"read and consider Kate Raworth's
Doughnut Economics as a framework for
thinking about economics in the 21st
century"{Staff summary; please see original
submission}
Graeme 2018LTP40 Make sure urban pressures eg water quality | Council is investing heavily
Edwards are considered in a practica rural context. in additional resource to

Aim for steady improvement without
massive business and farm Same applies to
SNA designations that amount to
confiscation of private property
rights.disruption.

improve water quality and
in particular to reduce
sedimentation (a combined
value of $2.2 million extra
per year by 2021).
Management of water
quality also occurs through
regional plans - council has
recently developed a
Proposed Regional Plan
which includes provisions
on water quality - the
adequacy of these will be
considered in responses to
submissions. It is assumed
the submitter is referring to
Significant Natural Areas
and potential impacts on
property rights - these are a
matter for RMA plans
(District and regional) and
are not an LTP matter.
Staff recommend that no
further amendments to the
LTP 2018/28 are required
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as a result of this
submission.

Glenn
Mortimer
Whangarei
Harbour
Catchment
Group

2018LTP1386

Submitter acknowledges the strong and
continued commitment of NRC management
and staff to the priority catchment groups
and to catchment plan implementation.
However submitter is concerned that the
LTP does not include any evident ongoing
funding to support catchment groups in
progressing the non-regulatory actions
detailed in the catchment management
plans. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Council's contribution
(including funds and staff
time) to catchment groups
has been significant.
Council has not budgeted
additional funding for
implementation of non-
regulatory catchment plan
actions (beyond the
$10,000 allocated to each
group in the 17/18 financial
year). There are however
other options for this
purpose including district
council and other agency
community funding
schemes. There is also the
option of incorporation
which would enable
applications to be made to
private funders and NGO's.
Staff recommend that no
further amendments to the
LTP 2018/28 are required
as a result of this
submission.

Dallas
Williams Te
Kura
Taumata o
Panguru

LTP2018-late

1. The plan is forward thinking and wide
reaching but we struggle to see how this
plan will improve the deprivation & isolation
issues that are being experienced by
Northland Communities - | will show some
of the small indicators that cause concern
and some direction on ways to begin to
address the issue;

Isolation and deprivation in
small communities is
considered by council on an
ongoing basis across many
of its workstreams. One
example of how council has
sought to address these
issues is through greater
subsidy for these
communities through
region wide rates such as
the Flood Infrastructure
Rate. Staff recommend
that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
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David 2018LTP1226 | Recommends listing the shellfish beds at Staff prioritise monitoring
McKenzie Uruti/Pomare Bays as a site for regular sites across the region, and
Russell monitoring. Supports the Coast Care will take submitter's advice
Landcare programme. Submitter also raises concerns into account when
Trust about how council has dealt with works at considering any new
6111 Russell-Whakapara Rd. monitoring sites. Individual
consenting and monitoring
matters are not considered
to be an LTP matter - staff
deal with these at an
operational level. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Andreas 2018LTP1105 | Not enough emphasis on the environment. Council is investing heavily
Kurmann In particular we would like to see action to in additional resource to
Clean Waters prevent soil erosion and nutrient leaching improve water quality and
To The Sea into our waterways by improving soil in particular to reduce
management practices. sedimentation (a combined
value of $2.2 million extra
per year by 2021. Regional
plan rules also contain
standards and controls on
discharges to water. Staff
recommend that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Robyn 2018LTP1196 | Submitter would appreciate additional NRC Environment Fund has
Skerten funding for Plants and to pay a Contractor to | increased in value and can
Ngunguru prepare Winter Planting Zones. Submitter support additional funding
Puke Kopipi also would like to see more selective weed for plants for initiatives to
Resdtoration control on road sides and more support for improve water quality.
Group adjacent landowners to remove weeds - Staff will continue to
education and assistance empowering them | provide advice and
to manage healthy indigenous biodiversity. assistance for weed
(Staff summary; please see original control. Staff recommend
submission). that no further
amendments to the LTP
2018/28 are required as a
result of this submission.
Chris 2018LTP1377 | Submitter would like: - The regional NRC is proposing to
Richmond afforestation package start in year 1, and for | continue to support these
Waitangi it to include a balance of native and non- initiatives. Staff
Catchment native species. - More staff resources putto | recommend that no further
Group catchment groups and catchment plan amendments to the LTP
implementation - More research into 2018/28 are required as a
alternative land use for riparian zones and result of this submission.
hill country. (Staff summary; please see
original submission)
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Dylan Lease 2018LTP881 | The TMMT is requesting the NRC consider NRC does not provide

The Tutukaka the purchase of the Tutukaka Slipway. We permanent infrastructure

Marina feel that: i,- There is a real environmental for hull cleaning facilities

Management issue without the Slipway in Tutukaka and is not proposing to

Trust Marina. Without a viable infrastructure for start. Staff recommend
boat hull cleaning , we see future problems that no further
keeping not only the Tutukaka Harbour but amendments to the LTP
the surrounding area ( including the Poor 2018/28 are required as a
Knights Islands) marine 'pest free'- The result of this submission.
TMMT sees real environmental benefits with
a workable Slipway and is aware that the
Tutukaka Marina is the 'gateway' to the Poor
Knights Islands and the Far North.

Dylan Lease 2018LTP1111 | The Tutukaka Marina Management Trust NRC does not provide
would like to submit a formal submission for | permanent infrastructure
the purchase of the Tutukaka Slipway and for hull cleaning facilities
ask the NRC for its support for this purchase. | and is not proposing to
We want this purchase to go ahead for the start. Staff recommend
following reasons: There is a real that no further
environmental issue without the Slipway in amendments to the LTP
Tutukaka Marina. Without a viable 2018/28 are required as a
infrastructure for boat hull cleaning, we see result of this submission.
future problems keeping not only the
Tutukaka Harbour, but the surrounding area
(including the Poor Knights Islands), marine-
pest free. Tutukaka Marina will be able to
process and certify visiting boats, especially
from the Auckland region, for continued
access to the Northland boating area
without risk of spreading marine pests. A
solid, workable Slipway in Tutukaka will not
only encourage boaties to remain compliant
below the water line but could become a
platform for a possible expansion of
Tutukaka Marina. The TMMT sees real
environmental benefits with a workable
Slipway and is aware that the Tutukaka
Marina is the 'gateway' to the Poor Knights
Islands and the Far North.
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TITLE: Council Deliberations on the Charging Policy 2018/19
ID: A1064087
From: Kyla Carlier, Strategy Specialist

Executive summary

This report provides background information and presents staff advice and recommendations, as
part of council’s deliberation on the submissions received on the Draft Charging Policy 2018/19 and
Statement of Proposal. Staff recommend council support the draft Charging Policy, as notified,
subject to two minor amendments as outlined in this report.

Recommendations

1. That the report ‘Council Deliberations on the Charging Policy 2018/19’ by Kyla Carlier,
Strategy Specialist and dated 7 May 2018, be received.

2. That Jonathan Gibbard, Group Manager - Strategy and Governance be given delegated
authority to approve any consequential amendments as a result of council decisions on
submissions and any minor accuracy and grammatical amendments.

3. That council supports the increase in charges contained in the Charging Policy by 2%, as
set out in the draft Charging Policy 2018/19.

4, That council supports the draft Charging Policy 2018/19, as notified, subject to the
inclusion of an explanatory note in relation to cancellation of charges for cruise ships
and an amendment to section 1.3.5 relating to remissions of charges, as documented in
this report.

Background

Consultation was carried out on council’s proposed charging policy 2018/19 in conjunction with the
Long Term Plan 2018-2028. The annual review of the charging policy ensures that changes can be
made and that the charges and policy do not become outdated. The draft Charging Policy for
2018/19 proposed several minor amendments and updates that are administratively efficient,
reflect real changes in costs, or were required for clarification. These amendments included:

e Increasing all charges within the policy by 2% to reflect inflation. This increase does not
apply to those charges that are set by parties outside of council, in which case the charge is
set at the actual cost to council, to be passed on to the user.

e Additional text has been added to clarify the way that we set charges for navigation fees for
coastal structures (CST011, NAV001, CST012, and NAV002). The text explains that the
navigation fee is calculated according to the number of vessels that are berthed, to provide
clarity to the user about how these are charged. Please see section 3.5.4.2 for this new
wording.

e The costs associated with the purchase of plans have been further reduced, to reflect actual
costs and savings made by council - please see section 3.10.11 for these charges.

e Minor typographical and referencing updates have been made

The draft also proposed new charges and policy sections that are required to more clearly set out
council's position on charging. These new areas include:
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e A new section has been added that sets out council's policy on penalties to be applied to
unpaid charges under the Biosecurity Act 1993. Footnotes have also been added to the
schedule of charges that this penalty would apply to make it clear that a penalty will apply to
unpaid charges. Please see section 2.6.7 for the new policy, and sections 3.5.4.1 and 3.5.4.2
for charges and footnotes.

o The New Zealand Refining Company Ltd has been added to the scale of annual charges for
coastal structures, as a large commercial marine facility eligible for the marine biosecurity
charge. Please see section 3.5.4.2.

e An additional subsection has been added that covers the cost of leasing council owned
moorings. This section is for clarification of an amount that is already charged in practice.
Please see section 3.10.7 for this charge.

e An additional subsection has been added to set out council's discretion to charge for
monitoring of plantation forestry activities, specified by regulations 24, 37, 51 and 63(2) of
the National Environmental Standards

Feedback on the charging policy was generally supportive. Comments were made with specific
reference to the RMA, however the referenced section have little relevance to the charging policy
and the relief sought is unclear. Concern was raised about the marine biosecurity charge, however
no change is proposed to this charge (outside of the overall inflationary increase).

In addition to these changes that were set out for consultation in the draft Charging Policy and
Statement of Proposal, it is proposed that the final charging policy include an explanatory note on
cancellation charges for cruise ships. The cancellation charges were a new addition to the current
(2017/18) policy, and the explanatory note will serve to ensure that it is clear when these charges
will apply, particularly in instances when piloting services are provided but a vessel does not remain
or anchor. The need for this clarification has become clear as charges for the summer season were
finalised during the consultation period. The footnote is proposed as follows:

“Pilotage cancellation fees apply when cancellation notice is given, and pilot and crew are not
mobilised. In the event that a pilot attends a vessel arrival but the vessel does not remain or
anchor, then the services provided will be charged at the full rate (discounted at harbourmasters
discretion), and a cancellation fee will not apply.”

Also during the consultation period, legal advice was received that recommended amendment to
section 1.3.5 of the charging policy, relating to the remission of charges. As a result, it is proposed
that the section be amended to read: "Existing waivers or remissions issued for charges may be
subject to review, as this policy may be reviewed." This amendment extends the circumstances for a
review of waivers.

Summary of feedback received:

Of those submitters who responded to the question about updates to council’s charging policy, 32%
agreed with the proposal, with comments agreeing that it’s helpful for transparency, and noting that
Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended to insert clause 4A and Section 58L - 58U agreements and
that fees should be included in to the charging policy.

Of those that disagreed (11.5%), comments raised concern about rates increases, that not enough
information was provided, and raised concern about the marine biosecurity charge.

Similar comments were made by those who registered a neutral response or didn’t select an option.
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Considerations:

1. Significance and engagement

Section 76AA of the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) directs that council must adopt a policy
setting out how significance will be determined, and the level of engagement that will be
triggered. This policy assists council in determining how to achieve compliance with LGA
requirements in relation to decisions.

Engagement with the community has now been carried out. The process of deliberations
assists council in achieving compliance with sections 77 of the LGA.

2. Policy, risk management and legislative compliance

Consultation on the Charging Policy has been carried out pursuant to section 150 of the Local
Government Act 2002 (LGA) and in accordance with section 82A of the LGA.

Consideration of submissions through the process of deliberations will achieve compliance
with Section 77 of the LGA - Requirements in relation to decisions - and with council’s
Significance and Engagement Policy, in particular ‘We will consult when we are required to by
law, when a proposal is considered significant, and when we need more information on
options for responding to an issue’.

Authorised by Group Manager

Name: Jonathan Gibbard
Title: Group Manager - Governance and Engagement
Date: 09 May 2018

ID: A1064997 75



	Contents
	3.1  Council Deliberations on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028 Consultation Document and Supporting Information
	Supporting Information [originals available in file attachments]
	Have Your Say events feedback - Long Term Plan 2018-2028 [published separately]
	Summary of Submissions Part 1 - LTP 2018-2028 [published separately]
	Summary of Submissions Part 2 - LTP 2018-2028 [published separately]
	Summary of Submissions Part 3 - Regional Sporting Facilities Rate [published separately]
	Social Media Report - Long Term Plan 2018-2028 [published separately]


	3.2  Council Deliberations on the Charging Policy 2018/19



Long Term Plan ‘Have Your Say’
event feedback

April 2018

Contents

T o e [V Tt To] o T TSP S PP PROTRRRPR 2
R AT =T PPN 3
L W\ =T = Y=L 0 o= o | PP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPIRE 4
Whangarei Heads — Pest ManagemeENnt RAt ........ciiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt et e e e et e e e e ba e e e e abae e e st ae e e enasaeaeennnenas 6
ST Yoo L1 =S USRS 6
FUNING FOr EMEIZENCY SEIVICES ...iieiiiiiieeciie ettt et e et e st e et e e st e e et eestteesbeeesteesateessaeesaseeansaeassassnseeesaeennseeesneesssen 8
T dTo T Y oo Yo o= ol T LT - PSPPI 9
LI 0157 o Lo T N 10
RAEES. .ttt a et a e s b et e s a e e et a e e e s b e e e s s ra e e s snns 10
GENEIAI COMMEBNTES. .. ettt ettt ettt ettt e bt e s bt e she e s at e e bt e bt e bt e s bt e sae e e aeeea bt e bt e nbeesheesanesase e be e beesbeesmeesmneenreenneen 11
Other COMMIENTS = TOUIISIM ...eiuiiiiitie ittt ettt ettt e st e e st e st e e e sbe e e s abeesbeeesabeesabeeesabeesabeeeasseesabeeenbeesabeeenseeesnseesaneeesans 13
Oher COMMIENTS = IMIB0T 1..ueiieiiee ettt ettt ettt et e st e e bt e e st e e s bt e e sabeesabeeesabeesabeeessseesabeesnteesabeeenbeeeanbeesaneeesanes 13
Other COMMENTS - LGFA.....ciieiie ettt et ettt sttt e b e bt e e bt e s ae e e a et e et e bt e nbeesheesanesase e be e beesbeesmeesmeeenteenseen 13

[DTEy o ot A oo 18 [ Yol 1 W g = L (=] RPN 14





Introduction

As part of council’s consultation on the Long Term Plan 2018-2028, a series of ‘Have Your Say’ events was held
around the region. These were held in lieu of a more formal hearing process, in response to changes that were
made to the Local Government Act in 2012.

The events were attended by four or five councillors and a number of staff who recorded all feedback provided by
the community to councillors during conversations. This enabled people to provide face-to-face feedback to
councillors about the Long Term Plan proposals, to better understand the proposals, and to gain advice from expert
staff. The recorded information was passed on so that the full council could consider community views when
deliberating.

Seven ‘Have Your Say’ events were held around the region during March:

Location Date Number of attendees
Whangarei (evening) Tuesday 20 March 8
Whangarei (morning) Wednesday 21 March 11

Kerikeri (morning) Thursday 22 March 19

Kaikohe (afternoon) Thursday 22 March 16

Kaitaia (morning) Saturday 24 March More than 60
Dargaville (morning) Tuesday 27 March 11
Mangawhai (afternoon) Tuesday 27 March 1

The events were widely advertised, with an email being circulated to council’s regular interested parties in
November 2017, advising them that the events would be held in lieu of hearings as part of our Long Term Plan
process. A ‘save the date’ email was sent in February advising people of the event dates. Correspondence sent to
interested parties at the beginning of the submission period in March again advised them of the events.

In addition to direct contact, the events were advertised in the Long Term Plan consultation document, on the
council’s website, as a public notice in local newspapers, in radio advertisements and media releases, and through an
extensive social media campaign.

This report provides a full account of all feedback recorded at the events.





Water

Location Comment
Whangarei e Farmers blamed for water pollution when forestry had a worse effect.
e Concern about what increased water quality standards might mean for horticulture and costs to
farmers, particularly orchardists.
e Sewage treatment plants and stormwater are greater water polluters than orchards.
Kaikohe e Yesto more work on water - freshwater and coastal.
e Concern regarding priority catchments - Hokianga is missing.
e Support for money for hydro surveys for Hokianga. Support for monitoring of sedimentation
/shellfish/invertebrates being KPI's in the Long Term Plan. Hokianga harbour to include
Waima/Punakitere river catchment. Wastewater and water treatment services coming up for
renewal - surveys will assist in better data for such renewals.
e Support funding for wetlands. Waima and Taheke catchments have wetland plans coming up.
e Support water quality improvements.
e Support riparian planting with improved plant design to withstand conditions. Poplar trees are not
the best, especially near rivers - make poplar useful as an end product.
e  Water - Support the extra $1.2million for our waters. Focus on climate change (Bay of Islands),
sedimentation research (Moerewa), more spend on enhancement and restoration - less monitoring.
Improved responses to environmental incidents within water/coastal areas, i.e fines for illegal
dumping and leachate.
e  Run-off from forestry needs to be addressed.
e  Water quality compromised by run-off.
Kerikeri e Spend as much as necessary to look after water. Control of rivers is insufficient, water is dirty, council

response isn’t good, need more staff to respond, more for testing and reporting of results, and action
needs to be taken (stock in water etc.)

e Coastal water - sewerage system query - concern (Kerikeri). Are there learnings from Mangawhai?

e Support for more spending on water quality if it results in more knowledge and improvements.

e Investigate headwaters for issues. Oyster farms are blocking catchments, silting.

e  Water quality measures are good 'stuff'. Developments (all builds) should have to have silt mitigation
measures.

e District councils should monitor some NRC responsibilities (regarding silting), as part of building
consents. People should automatically have to employ silt mitigation measures. Need to increase
awareness around this land/water relationship. Shingle roads create mud pollution via drains.

e NRC should lobby government to get all waterways fenced - should be a requirement. What about
smaller tributaries that only flow when it rains? Need to be clear about those also.






Kaitaia e Advocate that natural tributaries be redirected back to lakes. Still important to have diversion.

e Acknowledge stormwater issues also. How can this be addressed?

e Request that council officers work with farmers and advise farmers of planned visits regarding water
quality.

e Impacts on lakes from farming - concern.

e Concern regarding over-allocation of aquifer water and that this issue has been ignored by
commissioners. Still allowing consents to be applied for, and approvals still happening. Consent
hearing processes are happening, but a review of information should also be happening (peer
review.)

e Sea water invasion into borewater at Wharemaru marae is a concern.

e Support for a water supply dam at Mangamukas.

e Coastal erosion at Ahipara is of concern. Prevalence of rise in sea levels is concerning. What
protection measures are being implemented? Resources need to be allocated for protection in all
areas.

e AupOuri peninsula - concern about intensive agriculture, use of water (not changed), spray run-off
into aquifer. Huge developments with no water. No clear plan for development. NRC should ask for
help to save the peninsula.

e Fallen poplars are a problem with river source to sea, but there is no motivation for land owners to
come forward. Who deals with this? What are the lines of communication within council i.e. does it
need to go through flood committee?

e Totally supportive of initiatives regarding clean water and monitoring water reserves.

e Unblocking lower reaches of Awanui to improve flow.

Dargaville e Rateis being used to clear silt lower in the river.

Trees, mangroves and lack of fencing are acknowledged as issues - silting and flooding. Tree and
silting problems need to be addressed. (Ngunguru reference.)
Mangroves are taking over our waterways.

Pest Management

Location

Comment

Whangarei

Support for doing more (especially pest management).

Support for maintaining pest funding at Whangarei Heads.

Concern about pest population and multiplication.

Concern that ducks can be a pest and pollute water.

Whangarei Heads targeted rate - lots of engaged groups at Whangarei Heads. NRC has been a
significant funder. Huge support for a proposal that the community pays for its own work.
Whangarei Heads rate money is ring-fenced for particular work. Concern that residents will pay twice
under new proposal and that residents are confused about the proposal. Concern about 'pest free
Northland' idea. This would cost a massive amount of money and sets false expectations.

Question why the model is being discontinued. Concern about certainty of funding for Whangarei
Heads. Questions regarding fairness of whole region paying for Whangarei Heads. Concern at CD
information regarding Whangarei Heads. Two systems of payment would be okay.

Concern that Whangarei Heads could ‘fall through the cracks’. Would prefer that predator-free be
disregarded. Concern that weed control is also important. 'Pest' is a better term than 'predator’.
Much pest control is funded by volunteers. Many 'in-house costs' to residents already.

Whangarei Heads - concern that community support may be lost.

Need to provide good quality information to the group, but allow it to have autonomy. Need to have
faith that the community will do the right thing. Groups need flexibility too.

Acknowledge that Whangarei Heads community is increasingly aware of problems with weeds.
Onerahi community group has had great support from NRC. Small area is still a big challenge. Bio-
control is one of the best tools. Biggest impact.

Ideally Whangarei Heads targeted rates would increase, but too much confusion around the set- up
at present. Initially the rate was going to increase over time.

Must consider the impact across all of Northland — what’s the best overall approach? Smaller areas of
intense pest control may work better than large scale.






Community groups can work together within their own communities and achieve a better outcome -
groups need autonomy. Better way to get buy-in from the community/neighbours etc.

Regional Plan process (water quality) worked well, good way to get agreement on issues - could work
as a model for pest management. Allowed groups to share ideas/interact.

Communities want to be involved in people’s backyard (larger sections or next to reserves.)

Helping communities achieve smaller goals is better than pursuing complete pest eradication.
Support for education/awareness/monitoring of potential marine threats - 'prevention is better than
cure'.

Kaikohe Yes to more spending on pest management. Yes to option 3 - more work. Natural environment
overarching principle to Maori.
Not enough being done in western Northland. Okay to pay more to have more action in this area.
Biosecurity is one of the most important activities in New Zealand. Not just border control.
Support high value pest control areas - with further consideration for Waima, Mataraua and Waipoua
forests.
Concern regarding pest management programme success monitoring measures. Concern that pest
(possum) control is limited geographically.
Native life - support the increase in funding for pest management, investing more into collaborative
approaches/groups. Criteria for community initiatives -funding model, training networking with
groups — need to be targeted and managed.
Support pest management controls.
Question increased budget for pest control - should be getting on top of them by now.

Kerikeri Can never do enough for the environment. Pleased at NRC pest control work with the community
groups - need to support these groups. Enable them to do pest management work.
Support for 'do more' regarding pest management. Northland pest control programmes the best in
NZ. (This would mean an acceleration of proposed programmes, plus more urban communities
getting involved).
Kerikeri doesn't have any urban pest control, could get it going with support. Favour an extra S5
contribution over and above NRC preferred option.
Kauri dieback - are we doing enough? Would be a pity if forests were closed as a result of dieback.
Northland’s forests are an excellent tourist attraction and this is of value to the region. Problem at
Puketi - not enough funding for the protection of Kauri roots.
Marine biosecurity - what is being done outside of Parua Bay (e.g. Port Whangarei) regarding -
fanworm) - is there more that we can be doing? Don't want the problem to spread around the
region. Boat owners are keen to check their own boats to prevent spread.

Kaitaia Possums should be farmed - international trade. More lucrative than wool.
Concern regarding 1080 use - need a better way.
Trapping/man power works better than poison.
Concern that biocontrol can result in new pests - unknown.
Help from central government regarding pest control. Who oversees to ensure the work is done?
Who does the audit and assesses the job is done correctly?
If you want to see bird life - get rid of the possums.
There needs to be reporting on our auditing system regarding pest control.
New pest control initiatives need to be continued.
We already know how to deal with pests - it's a matter of how we are to implement and drive it.
Education is an important part of pest work (e.g. not wasting food.)
Pest work needs to be beefed-up (support new spend). People need to do more and the district
councils need to do their bit.
Ensuring that extra resources for pest management are targeted as grass-roots pest control and are
community driven.

Dargaville Pests. What's DOC's role?? Why are NRC ratepayers paying?
Community Pest Control Areas (CPCAs)- very beneficial. Working hard to control the areas -'have to
do our bit'. Acknowledge that NRC staff are on hand to advise, and provide resources.
Acknowledge that pest control relies on people power - not only up to councils. People need mindset
change.
Support for more NRC pest control staff on the ground.

Mangawhai Supportive of increasing pest management as this is a worthwhile activity.

Acknowledges success of Whangarei Heads pest management model - inspires others.
Supportive of increase in funding for high value pest control areas. Acknowledges the contribution of
passionate people involved in CPCA projects, and Kiwi coast etc.






Opportunities for more biodiversity professionals for community pest programme coordinator roles.
Pleasantly surprised to see such strong support from NRC for pest management.

Whangarei Heads — Pest Management Rate

Location

Comment

Whangarei

e Removing targeted rate at Whangarei Heads too soon - not sure yet how it’s working. Not
sure what this would mean. No opportunity to evaluate how this worked.

e Don’t want Whangarei Heads residents to pay twice - need an outcome that avoids this
situation - acknowledges that exempting from general rate is difficult. Concern about
certainty of funding after three years (Whangarei Heads.)

e Concern regarding accountability if Whangarei Heads rate is removed.

e Balance between continuity of funding, and being able to respond to
incursions/opportunities as they arise.

e Acknowledge that targeted rates won't work in all areas.

e Concern that community is confused and upset.

e Whangarei Heads - the proposal has upset the apple cart - the system is currently working
well.

e [f collecting more money must show how it's being spent.

e  Whangarei Heads - $60,000 funding supports about $250,000 of work.

e If you stop funding, you lose the momentum with communities/residents.

e Council could consider providing plants - funding/grants for community planting.

e  Rather see a targeted rate than a general rate.

e Accounting isn’t difficult - process runs well.

e If people see their area improving, they'll get involved.

Flooding

Location Comment
Whangarei e Support flood protection for the region - tourism benefits (people need to move).

e Nodredging leads to flooding issues - water stays in the creek/river.

e Change 'flood protection' to 'flood mitigation' (create more permeable mass).

e Flood infrastructure rate - question whether Commerce Street work is required and why should

everyone have to pay? Support option 1.

e Flood works should be paid by affected people (support above).

e Landowners pay for flood control on own property.

e About fairness (flood control) - who gets the benefits?

e Flood prone state highways - LTNZ/NZTA responsibility? Refer to tabled document.
Kaikohe e Floods - agree re assisting Panguru - do more. Do more for South Hokianga (Priority Rivers

volume).

Concern regarding properties considered for targeted flood rates, how has this been worked out?
What is the reasoning?

Support option 2 - protecting people from floods.

Support full regional funding for flood works under $500,000.

Support Kaeo/Whangaroa and Taumarere/Kawakawa flood works.

Concern regarding flooding in Moerewa not being addressed. Needs improving.

Flooding at base of hill, floods blocking roads.

Full tides in Kawakawa prevent water draining.

Reasonably happy with quantum ($57) for flood works in Kawakawa/Moerewa.

Concern regarding flooding near bowling club (Kawakawa.)

Flooding - Mahinepua - blockages in the river, 21 culverts run-off, support riparian planting and
pest management.

Smaller increase to be considered, flooding is the priority.






Flooding infrastructure rate - agree to a general rate for flooding across 100% of the region. No
targeted rate. How far will you go? Moerewa/Kawakawa flood mitigation information made more
available and accessible (low socio-economic area).

Support region-wide flood infrastructure rate (work needs to be done, fair amount).

Concern that permits are given to flood-prone properties.

Bridge at Taumarere impedes flood waters. (Replace with a long bridge?) or box culverts.
Concern bottom end of Kawakawa could be badly impacted by proposed works.

At no time is flooding in Moerewa life threatening.

Volume of water at Otiria marae leads to Moerewa flooding. Needs stormwater drain asap.
Issues with buried drains enhancing flooding (green acres).

Concern that timed works could affect downstream properties.

Concern that proposed works for Kawakawa/Moerewa will not work.

Regular maintenance of rivers (willows, weeds etc) kept floods in check.

Kaeo —regional council works have assisted.

Man-made activities have affected flood flows.

Need to fix Kawakawa bridges and allow for water flows. Fix road .

Rail bridge (Lemons hill) only at 60% as water blocked.

Issues such as maintenance of fences on property that floods.

At the end of day, Kawakawa is a flood plain.

Need stormwater drain from marae to prevent flooding.

Kerikeri

Floods - need solidarity, but issue with people who have purchased cheap property on flood plains
- why should others have to pay for this? Applicable to properties where the risk was known.
Similar issue in coastal hazard zones - why are people allowed to continue to develop in the
locations? Kaeo needs help, but others perhaps not. Acknowledgement that it’s difficult getting
people to submit.

Flooding - a lot of brown water down rivers and into inlet. Unclear what the content of the
discolouration is. How do we prevent this? Is it going to be a long term issue? Problem doesn’t
seem to be as prevalent in Doves Bay marina as it is elsewhere in the inlet. Concern that
something has changed to create this discolouration.

Flood control - people who live in swamps should prepare to be flooded.

Kaitaia

Floods - fix it once, fix it properly. Protect Kaitaia to the best level available by works/science.
Ongoing flood concerns and breach concerns.

Issues with flood control and resulting water quality. Need quality of movement of water.
Aiming to shift water through Kaitaia and not just 'dump’ it.

Been addressing issue for 10 years. lwi agreed to give up 10 paddocks, as did others - as a
retention area.

Reduce Kaitaia bottleneck. Idea to create wetland so that farmland drains quickly. (Farmland
remains useable).

Need to address end and work back up to spillway.

Question - what happens with collected money at end of 10 years, or at end of project? (flood
works ref.).

Why is commercial property in Kaitaia built on a flood plain?

Building on the flood plain has compacted the issue. These are mounting pressures as a result.
Need discussion at all levels to establish options for use of private land for wetlands/flood plains -
central government/council/iwi etc.

Whangatane spillway works really well - is essential. Works more frequently now than it used to.
Concern about erosion - what would stop this? Acknowledge that all works need to be done
properly and together.

Acknowledge that maintenance is important. (Flood scheme).

Question regarding best vegetation for stabilisation.

There needs to be a slow release mechanism for Kaitaia.

Acknowledgement that many areas that flood can’t be farmed anyway as grass won't grow.
River work has protected properties in last heavy rain (February). Previously bad.
Acknowledgement that schemes are working.

Central government should make greater contribution.

Better to pay for scheme collectively than be hit by insurance hikes.

Bells hill is an ongoing issue.






Support flood management. Proposals discussed worth supporting. Increased services to
community is important.

Support proposals. Concern about more water down Whangatane spillway. (Stopbanks starting to
slump etc.)

Support for any flood protection and environmental issues.

More attention on the need for flood protection in Kaitaia. Needs to be done.

Applaud regional approach to funding flood management.

Kaitaia has been 'dodging bullets' in terms of flooding.

Support $15m proposal (flood management). Support regional funding approach.

Infrastructure needs to be in place to address unexpected weather conditions.

Flooding - Regional infrastructure rate. Flood gate clearance — Whangatane - clear logs (fallen
willow.) Replant with Ti tree and mangroves at end of Whangatane.

Targeted rate for Kaitaia. No-one wants a rate increase.

Awanui straight (169 North road) site visit. Flood plain town.

Good proposals in the Long Term Plan. Affordability to cover rates?? Limited income. Investigate
an option 3 (to address the above) making it more affordable for Kaitaia /Awanui communities.
Area and rate of benefit. Differential rates for 20 years vs 100 years. Good improvements to date.
More work to be completed. Lobby central government for more resource.

Flooding - regional rate. Develop criteria to address: limited area of benefit, access, amount of
times it can be accessed. Climate change (need to reduce development in coastal areas. Kaitaia
needs to be a priority.)

Haven’t seen the flood protection groups’ advertising - better advertising needed.

Stop-banks up-river.

Strike a district rate to pay for the whole flood scheme and everyone pays the general flood rate.
Shouldn’t do pay as you go (flood rate) to council to pay for the works.

How do we accommodate flood works in our scenarios?

Have we approached Government about a one-off kick-start for the flood scheme? Worth asking
the question. The time to strike is when a new government is in. As Kaitaia - we need to push our
local issues because they are relevant to us and to get the project moving faster.

Provincial growth fund - how does that fit and will it help pay for floods?

Flood options - are there any others? How did we come up with these? (Liaison committee, years
of work etc.) Widening?

How did you come to these options for flood works? (Years of scoping options etc. Work all peer
reviewed).

We need the bigger one.

We want it started asap if we're paying for it.

Why isn't the actual design done yet?

Dargaville Concern regarding subsidisation of flood schemes via region-wide rate. Where is the line drawn?
(What types of works?)
Historically those who purchased flood-prone land had to pay for mitigation. Funding 50/50 is too
much. 30/40 would be better. People who purchased flood-prone land should pay.
Flooding - issue resulting from incorrect poplar planting.
Flooding issue is getting worse, putting life at risk. Creek needs to be cleared. River flows over
farmland, roads flooding more frequently. Nothing has been done since late 80's. Trees falling
over and blocking creeks, aggravating the problem.
Kaiht - very critical of response times to NRC enquiries. Plans to address floods have been
implemented, now trees used to stop erosion are resulting in flooding, or contributing to the
problem.
Acknowledges devastation of flood events.
Clearing of rivers has resulted in lower flood waters.
Kaipara receives water from a large area, sometimes needs to flood.
Climate change will result in rising water and more floods - town will flood.

Mangawhai Fundamentally supportive of helping the community out (via FIR) with flood schemes.

Funding for Emergency Services

Location

| Comment






Whangarei

Support funding for surf lifesaving. Support current locations but increase amount.
Support funding NEST (support funding emergency services in general.)

Kaikohe

Yes to funding for emergency services.

Emergency Services - support funding St John's and heli-rescue.

Support funding for emergency services - all current organisations.

Agree support for emergency services, especially NEST due to the geography of Northland. The
current services funded are essential services.

Emergency services funded - suggest contestable fund, also services coming online in the future
will have the opportunity to have funding (support non-contestable fund also - wants two funds
eg, SARs, amount funding - $100,000). Total $1 million fund.

Support helicopter contribution. This contribution is quite generous. Fund should increase in line
with inflation to support NEST. Remember underlying inflation.

EMS - Support the rate and funding held for key services.

Emergency funding - Do not support locking in funding (LANSAR) 100% voluntary. Need support
for resources and funding ($10,000). Contestable funding model making more available for
smaller local EMS groups.

Support for emergency services important.

Kerikeri

Emergency services - support funding and continued level of funding.

Support for locking in current organisations.

Emergency services support - should not support, stick to core business. Emergency services are
more important than sports facilities (but central government should pay).

Kaitaia

In favour of funding for emergency services - important for rural areas, roads aren't great for
travel.

EMS - lock it in. Consider supporting funding to volunteer fire service. Yes for funding Heli service.
'We are paying for something that needs to be provided' needs to carry on.

EMS - surf lifesaving is a needed priority.

EMS before funding non - essential services (e.g. Creative Northland.)

Dargaville

Emergency services — what’s the plan for tsunami risk? Concern regarding tsunami sirens’
effectiveness.

Regional Sporting facilities rate

Location

Comment

Whangarei

Sports funding - no public swimming pool for Kaipara/Waipt/Mangawhai (for example.) Transport
and other costs for transporting kids to Whangarei for swimming are 'absurd'. No subsidisation
for swimming for youth.

Support Option 1 (sports facilities).

Kaikohe

Sports facilities - support and do more.

Sports facilities - only support a portion as there are other priorities such as roads (safety.)
Recreation - support the rates across the region.

Others - Support the rate for regional facilities for sports and recreation. Maintain the Northland
lifestyle. Positives - Kawakawa swimming pool upgrades, recycling facility in Moerewa.

Question rates paying for sports facilities (user pays). Rates should focus on care services.

Kaitaia

In favour of sports facilities rate - sports hub.

Support proposal for new sports facilities. Need year round opportunities for sport and recreation.
More opportunities needed for youth.

Support continuation of rate to fund sports facilities.

Te Hiku sports hub important to the community as a whole. World class facility, future proofs
Kaitaia.

Sports hub - wasn’t there funding? Why do we now pay?

We should be concentrating on one thing at a time - sports not priority.

Sports rate - other funding available from central government; ratepayers shouldn’t be paying.
Essential before luxury. Stick to the knitting - flooding, water, pests etc.

Dargaville

Clarification regarding funding for Dargaville pool.
Centres need facilities (eg pool.)






Sports rate is a good thing, facilities attract people.

Transport

Location Comment

Whangarei e NZTA doesn’t maintain land adjacent to transport routes.

e  Some community frustration that district councils /NZTA don’t deal with roadside weeds.

e  State highways key to economic development. Regional council needs to lobby central
government to have resilient network.

e Road accidents and road damage, costs etc to be taken into account when developing a case for
rail in Northland. Take a holistic view.

e  Rail could be an optimal means of travel in Northland.

e  Support change in direction in road stops (safe access, views etc.)

Kaikohe e Transport rate - agree with district-wide approach.

e Consider SH12 and Rawene to Mangamuka as a SH - then funded 100% by NZTA, provides rates
refund.

e  Concern regarding trucking and dust.

e Concern regarding public uptake of public bus routes.

e Paihia to Kerikeri return route requires two services every weekday - service tourism/yachties.

e  Public transport is an investment in people.

e Concern regarding access to public transport, especially with rising petrol costs
(Rangiahua/Kaikohe/Kerikeri.)

e Transport rates - consider further link to Kait@ia — mid-north link.

e Concern regarding interconnection of existing services. Needs cohesion and publicity.

e Poor condition of the roads.

e Transport — Mid-north bus service. How far will we go investing into transport?

Kerikeri e Transport - rail. Does council consider rail? Have been discussions at central government level.
Acknowledgement that NRC doesn’t build rail, and it’s a central government responsibility. Other
regions are having rail lines re-opened, trucks off roads. Links to climate change.

e Acknowledges restrictions for council, but change does need to happen. NRC needs to be
proactive, and getting trucks off the road is important. Funding better used on getting trucks off
roads than funding highway upgrades.

Kaitaia e Concern that buses are empty. 'The empty bus co'.

e How do we get more people on buses? Approach WINZ for voucher system for buses.

e Acknowledge value of bus route/service - just needs to be better used.

e Concern regarding resilience of roads in bad weather. Need to future proof network.

e RLTC - regional roading infrastructure. All roads including district councils. Why are critical on/off
ramps (regarding Waipapakauri) included into under maritime and transport activities (tourism,
buses.)

e Transport rate - we don’t have a service.

e Busabout - only goes main street, not side streets, so | can't use it. Needs to go more places.
Especially as no taxi anymore - no options.

Rates

Location Comment

Whangarei e Rates rebate system, concern about how this works.

Businesses support increase in rates to support development especially given how low (relatively)
the rates are.

All residents use/enjoy the environment, should contribute.

Consider a tax that sits outside of rates.

Support higher rates to support higher development. Support level of funding to Northland Inc.
for regional promotion.






Support status quo (including existing fund). If not long term; until district councils contribute.
Ideally increase to give Northland a 'voice'.

Water management and rate rise; question allocation of funding. Question why funded by more
commercial than farmers? Support farmers paying more.

Kaikohe

Rate increase, do not support, low income, not affordable.

Rates policies - support change in structure from ELV to share ELU and ECV. This gives a fairer
spread across districts, fairer process for Maori land development.

Concern regarding affordability of rates in Kawakawa/Moerewa area.

Concern regarding fairness of rates - who is getting rated and why.

Need to think of costs imposed on future generations.

Question why people in Kawakawa are paying more rates than elsewhere.

Rates - Farming community contributes more than others. Stresses for increased costs adds to
affordability of farming. Consider better ways to increase Maori land use.

Support no rate increase, use the existing budget.

Rates - not happy with the $68 increase, should have been done in smaller increases instead of
one lump sum. Especially with elderly citizens and low/limited income earners, it makes it
unaffordable. Regional tax versus a rate - everyone pays including renters and lessees.
Question - how do you put in a regional tax for the region?

Affordability an issue for Kawakawa/Moerewa.

Rural ratepayers getting few services for cost, rates for sports etc.

Don’t agree with the rate (Kawakawa/Moerewa.)

Kerikeri

Rate increase is big.

Not sure that council is achieving results with money being spent, particularly regarding pest
control.

Rates used to be $11, now pushing $200 - ridiculous.

Kaitaia

Farm blocks need to consider their participation/impact.

Money needs to be well spent.

Want to see money allocated long term.

Concern regarding amount of rate increase. Agree with principle of works, but is expensive.
Who makes sure we get value for money with the targeted rate we pay?
Spreading the rate is logical because everyone benefits.

Keeping rates down is very important.

Rates impact for people on fixed incomes etc - affordability.

Why not start the rate next LTP if no work happening yet?

Want assurance that money collected is ring fenced?

Support for new rate basis for rating.

Dargaville

Rates major cost for farmers. Concern at amount of rise in one year, this is a huge cost to farmers,
much more than $67 per year.
Concern regarding finances. Are rates enough? Large capital expenditure.

Mangawhai

Acknowledges that the rates are not high when compared to Auckland. All for looking after the
environment.
Supportive of a rates system that allows people to see what the money is being spent on.

General Comments

Location

Comment

Whangarei

Concern that proposals are trying to over-deliver, and won’t be able to achieve targets.
Acknowledges partnership with NRC and great work that has been done.

Kauri coast is a successful model, works well (local community decision making.)

Acknowledge that NRC must continue to work with communities/groups to be successful/achieve
results.

Support for marine biodiversity and ongoing campaigns.

Support for Whangarei marina (proposed.)






Support farmers by improving infrastructure; roads.

Concern there is no focus on elderly and disabled.

Environmental enhancement in urban areas — Enviro fund doesn’t recognise this. Support inclusion
of work/projects in criteria. Support more money being allocated to Enviro fund.

Ownership of Northland Inc. should be widened across the region - other district councils.

Want assurance that plan change 4 (aquaculture) is adequately reflected in Long Term Plan.
Concerns about mining, affects rivers, roadways etc.

Support stopping funding to Creative Northland.

Kaikohe

Reconnecting Northland - support.

Integrating management - policy mix is inadequate, needs beefing up.

Need to look at emergency response plans - collaboration on CDEM. No to silos in this activity
(district councils, regional council).

Drainage concerns.

Concern that there’s not enough money to provide required services in towns. Central government -
transport authority isn’t providing money.

Support all 'new initiative' funding proposals.

Like councils (district and regional) to work better together. Flood management and storm water
management.

Issue with Whangarei taking over Hundertwasser name.

Consider continuation of funding for Creative Northland.

Need to consider impacts of climate change.

Kerikeri

Overall the regional council is doing a very good job. It has improved in recent years! (Always room
for improvement.)

GMO exclusion needs to be clearly outlined in plans.

Regarding infrastructure rate - support, providing that residents see results in a timely manner -
physical development.

The HYSE structure is better, with the two way flow of information/discussion.

Regarding infrastructure rate - This is government responsibility, not NRC. Do not support.

Go back to core functions, cut support for sports stadiums etc. Core = pests, catchment board, air
quality, water quality.

Kaitaia

Acknowledge liaison group.

Environmental considerations are important.

Works will go out for tender - currently local contractors. Support for local contractors - community
benefit.

Central government regional fund should contribute.

Concern regarding council officer access to private land for farm inspections.

Need to see regional council proposals in action - community needs visibility.

Support a future view by council.

(General statement) 'focus on people in need and not just one sector of the community'.

Do we have to pay for consultant experts? - passing the buck

Staff/contractors need to be expert enough to do the job.

What leverage do we have on FNDC when they are meant to be doing the work?

People are sceptical of council’s work because of previous negligence (FNDC.)

Moral authority - NRC councillors need to be prepared to stand up.

Land owners responsible for poplars - who planted them? Growing into the bank - cost of removal is
big. Why would land owners tell council about fallen trees on their land when it would cost them to
remove?

The cost of removal is still significant.

Feel like we never know what council is doing - more advertising.

Far out communities without cell coverage/ internet struggle to keep up with what council is doing
but have as much right as bigger communities to know.

Try and utilise Central Government funding while we can - if they are offering - grab it - the
provincial growth fund.

Council needs to get out and build relationships.

Key things in CD are our real priorities (water, pests, floods.)

Would be good to be able to see all this feedback. (It'll be on our website.)






How much admin vs real work? (Targeted rate about actual works.) Silly having to pay yourself and
other councils for administrative cost of consents.

Local bodies need to leverage this funding as much as possible. Far North often forgotten.
Important that councils work together efficiently.

Dargaville e Community members are disgruntled.
e Little issues need to be addressed to prevent bigger issues. (e.g. logs across river.)
e Acknowledgement that council is lobbied to plant riparian margins, could result in future issues.
e Fencing of waterways - takes many different forms. Fences can be destroyed in flood events, cost
and time.
e Concern that response to these issues is too slow.
e Acknowledgement that communication between staff and community is a big issue and tool.
e Tsunami TV ads are effective.
e Need to keep communities safe, escape routes for our children. Keep them safe (CDEM.)
e  When you rush things you can make mistakes!
e Questioning what NRC does. Capacity to respond to queries/complaints? Poor response to
complaints. Unhappy with resource consent process.
e Kaipara district ratepayers are tired.
Mangawhai e Acknowledges economic changes throughout Northland and changing face of environmental issues.

Questioned provision for buying land for parks etc (recreational facilities.)
Appreciate support that has been provided by NRC.

Other comments - Tourism

Location Comment
Whangarei e  Tourism is vital for Northland, support funding for economic development.
Whangarei e Concern that funding be earmarked for tourism/promotion when it goes to Northland Inc.
Whangarei e  More spending on bringing tourism to Northland - beneficial to all demographics across Northland
Whangarei - brings money in.
Whangarei e Many people (tourists) use/enjoy facilities without paying anything. 'Hit them at the airport'.
Whangarei Many charges in Europe/other tourist destinations.

e  Tourism is critically important to Northland. Support continued funding to market the region and

maintain region-wide destination marketing.

e  Outdoor experiences critical for visitors - target marketing accordingly.

Kaikohe Work encourages more tourists but who pays for the infrastructure required? Individual businesses benefit

from tourism.

Other comments - Maori

Location Comment
Kaikohe e Native life - need more funding and resources for whanau whenua (family land.)
e Review of policies. Consider - Integrated management/Maori participation/infrastructure.
e Integrated management/Maori development - further consideration for HEMP'S and IMP's.
Consideration of treaty claims and further consideration of hapu as well as iwi.
Kaitaia e  Opportunity for customary environmental programmes and native crops etc.

Other comments - LGFA

Location

Comment






Kaikohe e Yes to joining the LGFA. Want bang for buck from central government - eg, fuel tax and money
from this coming back to Northland.
Mangawhai e LGFA - against borrowing generally, favours fast rate of repayment of any loan.

District Council Matters

Location

Comment

Whangarei

Dog control is a big consideration.

Stormwater cleansing - need to encourage district councils not to reduce budgets for this purpose.
Note: use of wetlands.

NRC lead district councils to enhance stormwater management.

Planting of trees along streets; leaf litter going into waterways.

Question - a targeted rate for flood control in Kerikeri?

Flooding in Whakapara not addressed?

Litter from tourists; polluting the country.

Kaikohe

Road to Towai (FNDC) needs more maintenance regularly/ needs more servicing/ rates/ Mataraua
(metal) "fix our roads" waiting since 1988.

Concern that land valuation is above neighbours.

Concern that everything is centred in Whangarei. Concern that Kaikohe is 'sleeping' and activity needs
to be brought back into the area.

Issue of consents for housing on flood prone areas.

Kerikeri

Dogs and rubbish bags a concern

Kaitaia

Consent given to FNDC for water allocation/extraction, never been enacted - is this still relevant?
Drains need to be cleared - Donald road.

For district councils - simplify rebate systems!!

Concern for upgrading of local wastewater facilities.

Dargaville

Kai lwi lakes - concern regarding dogs and signs.
Concern regarding policing/ education around Kai Iwi lakes rules. Concern regarding toilets.
Acknowledgement of dog problem.






		Introduction

		Water

		Pest Management

		Whangārei Heads – Pest Management Rate

		Flooding

		Funding for Emergency Services

		Regional Sporting facilities rate

		Transport

		Rates

		General Comments

		Other comments - Tourism

		Other comments - Māori

		Other comments - LGFA

		District Council Matters




Long Term Plan 2018-2028

Summary of Submissions

April 2018

Part one

e Changing the Structure of Rates

e Fresh and Coastal Water

e Pest Management

e Flood Infrastructure Rate

e Proposed new flood works — Awanui/Kaitaia

e Proposed new flood works — Kaeo-Whangaroa

e Proposed new flood works — Whangarei urban

e Proposed new flood works — Taumarere-Kawakawa
e Proposed new flood works — Panguru

e Proposed ongoing flood works — Kerikeri-Waipapa





Table of contents

Do you agree with our proposal to make our rates system more fair and transparent by breaking it into six core rates

INSTEAM OF the CUMTENT TWOTP ... et e st s bt e st e e smt e e s be e s be e e saseesaneeesareesabeeeanteesaneeanns 3
What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters? ..........ccceeeeeeiiecciiiiiee e 8
What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests? .........coovciiiiiiciiii e 22
What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?...........occvvii e 39
What is your preferred option for the Awanui/Kaitaia flood SChemME? ..........oovvieriiiciiicee et 49

Kerikeri - Do you agree with our proposal not to re-strike the rate and spend the reserve on this flood scheme? .....55

K3eo-Whangaroa: Do you agree with our proposal to spend an extra $1.15M on this flood scheme? ..........cc.cu........ 58
Whangarei: Do you agree with our proposal to spend an extra $1M on this flood scheme?.........c.ccocevvevvveecveevreeneennn. 61
Panguru: Do you agree with our proposal to spend $440,000 on a new flood sSCheme? ........ccceveeveveeeeneceeceenreeneenn, 63

Taumarere-Kawakawa: Do you agree with our proposal to spend $2.9M on a new flood scheme? ........cccceeeuvennee. 66





Do you agree with our proposal to make our rates system more fair and
transparent by breaking it into six core rates instead of the current two?

% Total % Answer Count ‘
Number of Responses 14.11% - 316
Agree 9.25% 65.51% 207
Disagree 1.12% 7.91% 25
Neutral 3.75% 26.58% 84
[No Response] 85.89% - 1,923
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The majority of people who responded to the proposal to change the rates system were supportive, with 65.5%
indicating that they agreed. Comments made by submitters who agreed mentioned general agreement with
increased accountability, transparency and equity, and that the change is an improvement.

There was an acknowledgement of the administrative challenges for district councils collecting rates, and a separate
comment that council should lobby central government to address inequities in funding mechanisms. Comments
also requested that fees and charges be more widely used, that water and land management rates be applied on
equalised capital value, and that a funding system be employed where the use made by each sector of the
community for each of council’s services is established and sheeted home to that sector.

Approximately 8% of submitters disagreed with the proposal, with comments that it is impossible to make it
equitable and raising concern at the cost of the proposed change, that it will result in an increase in rates, that rates
are too high generally, and that the system will create silos across council.

Of submitters who indicated that they were neutral (26.5%), concern was raised about complexity, cost and
administration, that the new system could disadvantage tangata whenua, and that more input is needed.

Of those that didn’t select an option but still made comment, support was noted for the continuation of the
Whangarei Heads pest management rate (more analysis on submissions in relation to this rate is in the pest
management section), support for a region-wide pest management rate, and several comments of support were
made for more user charges or a more user-pays system. Other comments included disagreement with equalised
capital value for pest management but agreement with this system for CDEM, request that a UAG be adopted for
services that benefit all, that council find where savings can be made, and concern about the use of the SUIP
definition.

Response: Agree

Taal Smith 2018LTP4 Especially, if this rating system allows for more accountability to the
ratepayers and being able to report back to the communities on outcomes

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 So long as this is not in itself costing a lot more

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 Absolutely if it makes more sense

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 If it really IS fairer






Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 It will be easier to see how our rating contribution is being spent

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 The proposal outlined looks like an improvement

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 Transparency is good

Hawley Friends of | 2018LTP893 The Society supports the introduction of a region-wide pest management

Brynderwyns rate to fund area- specific works and pest plant and pest animal activities

Society Inc

John Hawley 2018LTP1031 We support the introduction of a region-wide pest management rate to

Marunui fund area-specific works and pest plant and pest animal activities

Conservation Ltd

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Increased transparency will be of assistance in garnering community

Reconnecting support

Northland

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 FNDC supports the proposed rates structure but draws attention to

Far North District administrative challenges this will cause FNDC (and presumably Kaipara and

Council Whangarei district councils). We are happy to work with you to achieve the
outcomes you require but there are some administrative issues to work
through

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 Submitter commends council and welcomes the council's proposal to make

Federated the rates system more fair and transparent. Submitter disappointed that

Farmers of New council has not developed a rating system which is fair and equitable to all

Zealand sectors of the community, properly allocates the cost of council-provided
services to users, and ensures that everyone pays their contribution.
Submitter prefers a funding system where the use made by each sector of
the community for each of council’s services is established and sheeted
home to that sector {more detail provided in full submission}. Submitter
raises concern that the pest management rate is based on capital value
rather than fixed amount per property but recognises that is may be
appropriate for the 2018-2019 year. Submission includes detailed
discussion about rating funding. Submitter encourages council to lobby
central government to address inequities in the current funding
mechanisms that councils can use. Recommendation: That council
implement its proposal to make the rates system fair and transparent, but
move the pest management rate on to a per property basis after the
current 2018-2019 year. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 We support mechanisms that ensure equity between the rural and urban

Northland District populations

Health Board

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter supports but also wants council to ensure that fees and charges

Paihia & Districts are more widely used and are set appropriately, to recover more of the

Residents & costs associated with council activities from those directly accessing or

Ratepayers wanting to avail themselves of the services of the NRC. (Staff summary;

Association please see submission)

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Definitely an improvement. Please consider basing freshwater and land
management rates on equalised capital value as well, to tap into the insane
increase of capital value of properties that we've been seeing in Northland

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 Costs should be properly apportioned

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 Transparent rates will assist the public to understand how the rates are
distributed

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 We pay huge unfair rates, much higher than other parts of the country.
Because we are a smaller community, because there are many out there
who just flat plain don’t pay their rates. It's the ratepayers’ money, and |
believe we are justified in knowing just where all those dollars are spent.
The council needs to be held accountable for this

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 While | am not a ratepayer yet, | am all for making the rates system fair and

transparent.






Julie Hartnell- 2018LTP1066 Unless it is designed to increase the tax take

Brown

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 I also think this will help people to understand the work NRC does
Sutherland

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 Name them

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 If it doesn't cost more money; then yes.

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Impossible to make such a system - compulsory taxation without
representation - equitable

Gerald Pugh 2018LTP862 What is wrong with the current arrangements, all that cost for altering,
spend the money elsewhere.

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 I want to know what you have actually done for me that costs what you
think it costs. $50.00 freshwater rate; pest management rate $44.97;
regional sports facility $17.25; public transport $8.80; council services
$71.83. Do you actually get it because | know you don’t? It’s time we got rid
of NRC; we don’t need you.

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Insufficient information provided in supporting documents

Neera Otiria

marae

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 Submitter supports status quo

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 Not enough information about who this "equalised" value applies to -
residential and commercial? Residential together? None on "equalised
capital value". Some people live in what was once a cheap area and it is
now expensive, they have to move because rates are too much.

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 Too complicated. Introducing capital value rating leads to unnecessary
increase

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 More ways of charging extra rates

Cushla Rahman 2018LTP2057 Lower rates

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No". No doubt this WILL just result in an opportunity to increase rates,

Henderson therefore repeat "NO"

Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 This so called 'fair and transparent' rating system will create silos in the
organisation and will be to the detriment of the Council responding to
areas of greatest need based on prioritisation, stopping ineffective
programmes, and using evidence of what works to get better outcomes.
There is considerable risk that the council will lock in sloppy, ineffective
activities in six areas. There are already enough of these in the current two
rate areas when there must be competition across the core rates for funds.
Ratepayers will need to relate to six different parts of the council to get
anything done in their communities. If this approach is followed, how will
the council move funding around so it can respond effectively to major
incidents, such as a tsunami or direct hit from a cyclone?

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 In the Whangarei area - i.e. parish of Ruakaka - damage to estuary by local

residents needs a management plan and remediation

Response: Neutral

Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 Is this fair or going to disadvantage tangata whenua?

Patuharakeke Te

Iwi Trust Board

Scott 2018LTP366 the rates are harsh no matter how pretty you make the wording

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 This does increase the complexity which can lead to increased demands on
administration. However, the granularity does increase transparency

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Explain how it will be fairer






Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents

Regional Elderly and ratepayers

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 Depends what the categories would be

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 I don't know enough about it!

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 As long as it doesn't create more admin. jobs. If there will be more cost |
disagree with this.

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will it benefit the future community?

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Will it cost more?

No option selected

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Don't understand this and couldn't find information to help

Turner

Weed Action 2018LTP1380 Submitter strongly advocates for the continuation of funding for the

Whangarei Heads community-led work in the Whangarei Heads Pest Management Area, and
supports retaining the Whangarei Heads Pest Management Rate in its
current form, as the best method of levying and managing the funding.
Submits that the removal of the rate is not the best approach for
Whangarei Heads pest management work and residents at this time.
Submits that if the region-wide rate does go ahead, the Whangarei Heads
rate is retained, and an exemption from the pest management portion of
general rates demand be granted. Submitter strongly disagrees with
Whangarei Heads ratepayers being in a position to pay rates. Submission
lists the key considerations for this position, including timing of the rating
model, autonomy of the community, security of funding, definition of area
for funding, and transparency. {staff summary; please see original
submission}

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 No idea what the effect would be, so not a question | can answer

CBEC

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with the intention to make our rates system more fair

Kerikeri and transparent, and also wants greater use of fees and charges. Submitter

Ratepayers disagrees with equalised capital value rating basis for pest management,

Association but agrees with its use for Civil Defence and Hazard Management. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Fiona King 2018LTP1664 Unsure

Clea Gardiner 2018LTP1750 The NKFWG supports the following: “The introduction of a Pest

Kiwis for kiwi Management Rate to generate increased funds for community-led pest
control.”

Azalea Pont 2018LTP2187 Not enough information to make a proper decision

Tony Collins 2018LTP1147 Submitter suggests that all councils need to continually examine how rates

New Zealand are structured to ensure there is a degree of equality and fairness on the

Chambers of contributions that various sectors of our communities are asked to make.

Commerce To do things better and more efficiently, the Chamber strongly

Northland recommends a searching look at all activity areas of council to identify
where ratepayer savings might be achieved. Submitter sets a list or
principles that should be followed regarding rating, including that user
charges be adopted for all services where private benefit is identified, that
a UAG be adopted to pay for services that benefit all, and that council pay
attention to the 2007 Local Government Rates Inquiry recommendations.
{staff summary; please see original submission}

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 Rates - | would obviously support the aim of a fairer rate system as long as
it incorporates equity for all, especially those less fortunate members of
our communit.

Alex Harbuz 2018LTP1262 Yes - reduce them this year - negative increase!






Jacqueline Brown

2018LTP1971

Do not feel like | am fully informed to make a decision

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

Rates have nothing to do with the value of land or capital value of property.
Rates are a fair share of the costs of the services that RATEPAYERS require.
Rates should be basically user pays. If council is providing services that
RATEPAYERS require to each rateable property, then the cost can be shared
region-wide but if council is providing services required by a portion of
RATEPAYERS then those RATEPAYERS share the cost. For example, flood
protection helps some ratepayers in an area to get better use of their land
and ultimately makes that land worth more, the benefit being to those
ratepayers alone. Ratepayers not given the advantage or not requiring the
service should not be expected to subsidise the advantage given to others.
The SUIP topic is another way that council can easily screw people over. It
depends on how many people are on a property as to whether extra
charges should be made. The term should be “separately used and
inhabited”. A single person on a property with 10 unoccupied houses on it
is not going to be using any more council services so why should they be
forced to pay more?






What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal
waters?

% Total % Answer Count

Number of Responses 16.79% - 376

Option 1: Keep the current pace (no new programmes 2.55% 15.16% 57

proposed)

Option 2 (our preferred option): Step up a gear (an extra 7.68% 45.74% 172

$2.2M a year by 2020 on water-related programmes)

Option 3: Go even further (invest even more than option | 5.14% 30.59% 115

2 in water-related programmes)

None of the above (tell us what you think in the 1.43% 8.51% 32

comments box)

[No Response] 83.21% - 1,863

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

Of the people who responded to the question about looking after our water resources, more than 45% agreed with
our preferred option to spend an extra $2.2 million a year by 2020 (Option 2). Of those who selected this option
and also made comment, most agreed that support for water was important and stated that they were willing to
support this financially, however many wanted to be sure that the money was spent efficiently. Comments
acknowledged that clean water was important to the Northland way of life and to tourism, and saw the issue as
urgent or critical. Some comments questioned why farmers alone get support, while others asked that funding be
made more widely available and advertised. Other comments stated that landowners should plant at their own cost.

Other issues that were raised from submitters that supported option 2 included concern about water being taken
without consent, in excess, or not being paid for (horticulture). Several comments requested more funding and
support for catchment groups, and supported work on wetlands, reducing sedimentation, and riparian planting.
Other issues raised included questioning the use of exotic trees for erosion control instead of native trees, clearance
of drains, rubbish, plastic pollution and the use of technology and modelling for water management. Several
comments related to drinking/potable water.

Comments made from those who supported the current pace (15%) were focussed on concern about rates increases
and felt that the current programme is okay, with commenters also stating that a steady approach is better.

A large number of submitters (30%) thought that council should go even further to look after water, with comments
noting water management as a high priority, and noting the connection between water and environmental health,
public health, kai moana, collective wellbeing, tourism, and the economy. Comments were similar to those who
supported option two, with requests for more fencing, riparian management, stock exclusion, research, active
planting, education, monitoring, protection of dune lakes, and use of native trees for planting. Concern was also
raised that funding should not subsidise farmers, or that only low-income farmers should be subsidised.

A small percentage of submitters selected none of the provided options, with varied comments made. These
included: support for water protection with similar points raised as covered above, acknowledgement of the size of
the job and questioning if council can achieve it, concern about protecting water from mining, and combining the
work with employment opportunities. Comments were also made that council should act on existing issues and just
get more effective and prioritise.





There were numerous comments received from submitters who did not clearly indicate a preferred option,
however all of these comments showed overall support for water quality, noting its importance and urgency, with
most comments closely mirroring the comments of submitters who had selected option 3 (go even further). Other
comments urged a collaborative approach between agencies, noted that targets are too modest, that water
management had insufficient funding when compared to other activities, and raised concern that NRC is providing
funding to farmers.

What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters?

Option 1: Keep the Current Pace

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 However, you need to honour the existing 5% cap on rate increases and do
more with that rather than developing a programme and budget and
proposed expenditure based on 10% rates increase cap and 29% rates
increase in coming year. This is unacceptable budget management. | oppose
options 2-3 for this reason

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget

Henderson

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Seems to be going along ok

M Boote 2018LTP581 Hold back the sea?!

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 Use the current funding from rates more efficiently

Selina Riddle And | 2018LTP865 We need clean waterways

607 others

Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 The current plan and pace is achieving the results needed, my income is
stagnant and | must meet any new costs from it, maybe the council should
too

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 The ratepayer is not an endless source of funds.

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 Submitter states a steady programme will achieve more permanent results
than a faster approach

Carl Savill 2018LTP1261 Proven affordable and adequate

D & A Washbrook | 2018LTP1378 Water - Agree with option 1 on page 6

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 You should honour the existing 5% cap on rate increases and do more within
that, rather than developing a budget and proposed expenditure based on
10% rates cap and 29% rates increase in coming years. Northland ratepayers
are among the poorest in NZ and cannot afford such largesse. | strongly
oppose items 2-3 for these reasons.

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 This along with local council and community is ok at present.

Thompson

Lynda Thompson | 2018LTP2310 All waterways ought to be kept clear of willows. Anything that blocks the
free flow - farmers ought to pull their weight too

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 The current pace until council has secured water supplies like the Poroti
Springs and prevented profit-taking schemes allowed to private businesses.
Once profit-taking and greed are allowed, these resources are going to be
degraded. Once we know that the supply is secure we should invest in them,
but not before.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Keep the rate to the rate information and sell Marsden's cove marina

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 Submitter ticked both option 1 and option 2

Ngati Kahu Social

and Health

Services






What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters?
Option 2: Step up a gear (our preferred option)

Oliver Krollmann

2018LTP10

I'd be willing to round up the average increase of $66.59 to $100, to support
additional work and initiatives to go even further

Jim Shaw

2018LTP39

From time to time council’s water policy is frustrating, like the recent report
that a group of landowners were taking 10 times their water allocation and
yet suffered no penalty. When | see the long lead-in times, that council
allows for landowners to reach very modest riparian targets, it has always
seemed to me over the years that Council is not, and for a long time has not,
been very serious about water quality. | therefore worry about supporting
extra rates to a body with such low aspirations in this field but do support
much more being done

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

Focus on degraded catchments only

Annette Wynyard

2018LTP71

| agree with the rate increase to $58.82 per year extra, however this fee
should be cancelled as soon as the $2.9M has been raised. Ratepayers should
not continue filling the council coffers after it has reached the targeted
amount to fix the flooding in Taumarere area

B Clark

2018LTP162

Please keep the drains cleared of rubbish, as contractors mowing the grass
shred the rubbish and it, in millions of pieces, enters the waterways

Heather Gray

2018LTP286

| think we should start on cleaning the waterways rivers, streams etc before
the rates increase

Graeme Giles

2018LTP369

I live on the Waipu River and would like to see/be involved in improving the
water quality along the entire river system. | note there are few fences and
apparent planting of buffer zones between paddocks and the river banks

Mike Hay

2018LTP424

Urgent action is required to improve our river and coastal waters

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP467

| support option 2, only if it means funding for Creative Northland is
continued. If that cannot be done with option 2, then | support option 1

Marg Dodds

2018LTP977

We chose not to go with town water owned by [name provided] because it
tastes foul and hear nothing but negative complaints regarding his water.
Why does he have the monopoly on it anyway. It should be monitored by the
council by having it tested? It’s foul

Lisette Rawson

2018LTP864

If money is given to landowners to fence and plant waterways, how is it
monitored that the money is spent properly or on the waterways that need
the most attention? Lake Omapere needs a substantial investment to
address the issues there. As a site of significance for Ngapuhi, proper
consultation (e.g. hui with the local community and hapu) may generate
goodwill and working bees to rejuvenate the lake (as in the Mangere
catchment case study)

Nan Pullman

2018LTP1021

| support the concept of continuous improvement in water quality and
security of supply. | support the work on the reduction of sedimentation in
the hill country and agree that improving water quality begins on the land
with Northland's primary freshwater quality issue being the sedimentation of
waterways and harbour environs. Hope that new stock exclusion rules apply
to all stock not just dairy. Ensuring long term legal protection of native
habitats in our upper catchments, riparian zones and wetland areas should
also be a component of this programme to improve freshwater, especially if
we are putting ratepayers' money into this work. We need to ensure that
what we do has an element of long term protection. It is good to encourage
fencing and planting of waterways but equally as important to ensure stock
are excluded from upper catchment native habitat and that this zone is
retained in native forest for the long-term future. Equally as important
having identified 100 top wetlands that you continue to advocate for the
formal protection of these areas to ensure long term protection. Identify
these areas and prioritize this work as part of sustainable land practices and
work in with and promote organisations such as QEIl National Trust.






Faith McManus 2018LTP1064 NRC needs to be more vigilant in protecting our water and needs to look
carefully at its policies and its willingness to take action. The Far North is an
example where avocado producers have proceeded without resource
consent. The NRC has not prevented growers from taking water without
consent.

Elizabeth Aaron 2018LTP1058 Submitter questions why farmers get financial support when others do not

Taal Smith 2018LTP4 It's an absolute travesty the damage that has been done to Lake Omapere
over the years. - Being able to swim in clean fresh and coastal waters should
be a normal part of life for all Northlanders. For those that gather kai and use
the waterways to grow

Peter Harding 2018LTP16 Set goals to ensure you are achieving positive outcomes

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Important that water quality improves in Northland, bacterial contamination

Hancock Forest needs focus, riparian retirement etc.

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | believe that an increase in budget would allow our fresh and coastal water
to be maintained much more effectively

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 Improving water quality is a critical issue for Northland (particularly
freshwater in parts of the Kaipara catchment). If we don't at a minimum
maintain water quality, the whole community will suffer and it will adversely
affect economic growth etc. The regional council has a critical statutory role
and the statutory power to improve water quality. This has to be one of the
council’s highest priorities

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 Prosecute farmers who allow stock to wander into waterways. Continue
checking rivers for E coli as recently at Pirau Falls. Stop (Chinese) investors
obtaining water from drilling, and not paying for our precious commodity
(they selling on at our detriment)

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 Ensure the horticultural businesses who propose use increases in their take
from aquifers pay more than they do currently

Emma McLean 2018LTP327 Do you have plans to tackle plastic pollution in our fresh and coastal waters?
I understand WDC deals with all things rubbish, but plastic pollution is a very
real threat to our marine environment and we need to act on this at all local
government levels. (90% of seabirds, and 30% of marine turtles have
ingested plastic). More than 92,000 plastic bags were found across NZ
beaches in coastal clean-ups.

Scott 2018LTP366 Our water is a super important asset and must be protected. This enables
future clean inland waters for our use, and coastal waters that support our
tourism economy to thrive

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Additional support - and encouragement - for landowners is much needed

Tanelorn (Mick

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Fleur Corbett 2018LTP743 The Guardians support increased rates to help reduce sedimentation in

Guardians of the waterways through riparian fencing and planting programmes. We also

Bay of Islands Inc support wetland restoration through planting for habitat restoration and
pest control for biodiversity protection

Pat Monro 2018LTP834 Attend to whatever suggestions the informed advisors present

Hawley Friends | 2018LTP893 The Society supports freshwater management and increased water quality

of Brynderwyns monitoring, both environmental and compliance. The streams in the

Society Inc Brynderwyns have high biodiversity values but this changes when they flow
out of the hills into farmland and through exotic forestry areas. There needs
to be significantly more riparian planting with indigenous species, fencing
and exclusion of stock from waterways

Julianne 2018LTP914 | support reducing sedimentation in waterways. | support more education

Bainbridge toward healthy soils to provide healthy waterways. | support research into

the relationship between our bush pests and e-coli in waterways. | support
more monitoring of the forestry industry. | do not support the use of waste
oil on our roads for dust control under any circumstances as this will
compromise our fish life right through to our harbours and shores






John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 I am a member of the Waitangi Catchment and there is a real lack of funding

Taiamai ki te for the Plan. $10,000 per year doesn’t do it?

Marangai

Resource

Management

Unit

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 I'm hoping that this additional budget will help with work towards reducing
sedimentation in the Kaipara harbour

John Hawley 2018LTP1031 We support increased funding for freshwater management and increased

Marunui water quality monitoring, (both environmental and compliance). The many

Conservation Ltd streams in the Brynderwyns have high biodiversity values where they pass
through indigenous forest but this reduces significantly when they flow out
into farmland and through exotic forestry areas. Degradation of stream
systems and their fauna can result from poor land management, loss of
riparian habitat, increased sedimentation and water extraction. Restoration
and the improvement of stream health would be assisted by riparian planting
with indigenous species, fencing and exclusion of stock from waterways.
Stream length approaches would ensure that background information on a
catchment and its issues were identified, thereby enabling a management
plan to be developed and implemented. The additional funding proposed will
assist with such programmes.

Tanya Cook 2018LTP1033 Definitely more money needs to be invested in this area, but if landowners
are going to be given more support to improve land use practices, | think
tighter rules need to be put in place around land management

Philip 2018LTP1067 Submitter favours a boost in the resources committed to catchment

McDermott management so that catchment groups can be extended beyond the current
six priority areas. The greatest benefit from more resources will come from
initiating additional catchment groups, favouring coastal catchments if
further prioritising is required. In particular, submitter proposes that the
regional council initiate and support a catchment care group for Mangawhai,
as a demonstration case if appropriate.(please see original submission for
detailed rationale).

Marilyn Cox 2018LTP1072 I am very concerned about the state of Northland's waterways and am happy
to pay more in rates to help put this right. | would like to be sure though that
the money is spent effectively. | live on a 10-acre block alongside the
Pohuenui River tributary to the Waipu River and would be interested in being
part of a Waipu river catchment group undertaking some serious planting
along the river banks. There is currently no water quality monitoring of the
Waipu River, so | would like to see a monitoring regime put in place here

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 Set standard guidelines, enforcement, (make it known), less consultant fees

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland supports additional spending to improve the quality

Reconnecting of our freshwater and improvements in aquatic habitats

Northland

David McKenzie 2018LTP1226 Submitter supports protection of our waterways and to improve water

Russell Landcare quality

Trust

Nancy Chaves 2018LTP1230 In regards to water quality funding, | am supportive of the proposal for

option 2. However, with the rate increase, environmental funding should be
advertised/ more accessible to all ratepayers. It is proposed that grant
funding for landowners to fence and plant waterways increases by $911,000.
| have asked around landowners in my neighbourhood and not one person
was aware of this funding being available. It would be nice to see funding like
this communicated with all ratepayers, this could simply be done by sending
information about the environmental fund with rates invoices. Erosion
control is a problem that needs addressing. | see the regional council has
established a poplar and willow nursery as these trees are fast growing and
their roots are good at holding the soil. While | support the need for planting
more trees, | find it rather contemptuous that the council subsidises exotics
rather than natives. It should be that these trees are paid for privately rather






than funding by the ratepayer. Natives planted in fenced-off riparian areas
should be subsided

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Previous priority to work with catchment groups and increase hydrology

Neera Otiria capacity is next to non-existent within Moerewa/Kawakawa area. 2018-2028

marae revised priorities as proposed for lake and wetland biodiversity work,
progression of land-based programmes to prevent sedimentation and
pollution of our waterways, monitoring, and hydrological work are likely to
have an adverse impact for Maori owners and communities. A full cultural
impact report is required which involves engagement with local hapl/marae
to ensure NRC proposals minimise any negative effects, in particular from
hydrology activity targeting the flood infrastructure, civil defence and hazard
management

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 Landowners should be planting, and particularly fencing, waterways at own
cost

Glenn Mortimer 2018LTP1386 Submitter supports Option 2 on the understanding that the increased

Whangarei funding will enable greater support for the implementation of new rules for

Harbour stock exclusion (via Environment Fund increase) and erosion-prone land (via

Catchment more staff to assist landowners in preparing Erosion Control Plans and in

Group other actions to achieve good farming practices on their land). (Staff
summary; please see original submission).

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 FNDC supports additional funding for land management activities associated

Far North District with water quality improvement and would like to see priority given to

Council improving water quality in catchments that are used for potable water
supply. FNDC supports option 2, stepping up a gear to spend more. We view
increased funding as critical to safeguarding potable water supplies for the
future of our District

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 Submitter agrees that there is a need to reduce sedimentation, including by

Federated making grant funding available to landowners for appropriate fencing and

Farmers of New planting of waterways, looking after lakes and wetlands and understanding

Zealand water resources. Nevertheless, the submitter is not opposed to option 3,
which would provide an accelerated pace of improvement in water quality, if
that is the wish of the community. However, Federated Farmers is also
conscious that the cost of higher spending on water is an even larger rate rise
than the 29.2% proposed. (Staff summary; please see submission).

Robin Schiff 2018LTP1670 Keeping water clean is important too

Greg Stump 2018LTP1075 Freshwater is important. We support increase funding for increased water
quality monitoring. I'm often in the DoC area of the Brynderwyns and I'm
impressed with the water quality in the bush and the wildlife it supports

Hinurewa te Hau | 2018LTP1242 Our waterways, lakes and wetlands need to be monitored, and meet national
standards. Water quality is not good, therefore improvement is required to
the way landowners deal with their own water issues and the impact run - off
has

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 I would like to see investment in modelling software to better predict where

Sutherland interventions will have the most impact

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 Need to keep pace with changes in technology - Research carried out -
knowledge - World events in relation to outcomes

Yvonne Smith 2018LTP1580 Water is very important

Brent Sheldrake 2018LTP1688 Access to clean rivers, lakes and beaches for sport and recreation activity is

Sport New
Zealand

critical to encouraging healthy lifestyles and community wellbeing

What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters?
Option 3: Go even further

John Geraets

‘ 2018LTP8

| Water security is a key issue in environmental health






Asta Wistrand 2018LTP19 Adopt a policy of abuser pays. Why are coastal water clean-ups the
responsibility of local government? Surely coastal waters are polluted on a
nationwide or even international level

Graham Nathan 2018LTP930 Less dumping of sewerage into waterways, heavier fines for those found in
breach of laws. Take the time to ascertain what needs to get them back to
pristine order

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | support spending more on caring for our waters. OPTION 3: GO EVEN
FURTHER

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 We must improve the quality of our local water. It is not good enough, that
our kids cannot swim in the local stream -or if they do, they risk life
threatening infections

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 Freshwater needs to be protected. More fences. Less nitrogen

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Ensure rivers are clean enough for swimming and fishing. Keep coastal
shores safe e.g. banks are secure, beaches are clean of debris, highwater
seas do not intrude on roads or farms, groins and boat ramps do not
collapse, harbour is protected from sewerage or oil spills, unclaimed floating
objects are removed, shellfish banks are maintained and Maori rights
protected

Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 see: https://www.radionz.co.nz/news/national/353707/northland-and-

Patuharakeke Te auckland-found-to-have-dirtiest-rivers-in-nz Northland rivers are second

Iwi Trust Board only to Auckland as the dirtiest in the country. We must do more

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Water: Option 3, with proviso - water is so precious that we need to throw

Leonard B heaps of money at it. But there must be no subsidies to animal-farmers; they
must pay fully for their obligations to keep our waterways clean

Gordon Hosking 2018LTP1018 The condition of our coastal waters is determined largely by the quality of

Mangawhai freshwater delivered from their catchments. Recent monitoring of the

Tracks Charitable Mangawhai Harbour catchments has shown significant e-coli contamination

Trust as well as high sediment loadings during high rainfall events. There needs to
be a concerted effort to retire or establish riparian strips beginning at the
top of the four major catchments to this harbour. It is likely similar efforts
are needed in almost all of Northland's catchments. However, rapid coastal
development in places such as Mangawhai dictate some urgency in this area

Melanie Miller 2018LTP1240 High priority. Council must take urgent action to clean up water bodies to

protect human health, water quality and aquatic ecosystems. It is necessary
to prevent water pollution arising from all sources - farm run-off,
commercial forestry, marine vessels, earthworks / development and other
activities that cause sediment, microbial pathogens, nutrient run-off or other
forms of pollution in freshwater, wetlands and marine areas. NRC should
require stock exclusion from waterways and wetlands by end of 2019 at
latest, and require wide buffer zones to be planted with native trees along
water margins. Many landowners have already excluded stock from
waterways, and it’s high time that the remaining stock owners take
responsible action. Landowners who still allow their stock to have access to
waterways are externalising their business costs, and passing on substantial
costs to the rest of the community. NRC should offer grant assistance to low
income farmers for stock exclusion fencing and planting native trees on
water margins, providing that they create wide buffer zones to protect water
quality. NRC funds for water protection should be spent on practical work on
the ground (stock exclusion, native planting, etc.), rather than more
monitoring and consultant reports, because our waterways need practical
protection as a matter of urgency. Biodiversity: NRC's mission statement
aims to enhance indigenous biodiversity, which is good. However: NRC funds
should support the planting of native species only. NRC should NOT produce
poplars and willows in its nursery, and should not provide funds for planting
poplars and willows on waterways. NRC subsidies to landowners for
establishing new forests must be for native tree species only; NRC must not
subsidise exotic forest species. Tane's Trees organisation and others have
been examining native tree forest plantations in Northland for a number of
years
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Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 Healthy waters are critical to our collective wellbeing and future. Undoing

Pittman the damage is part of the process; fixing it for good is critical

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Much more effort must go into the improvements of the waterways, lakes,

glodde Vision coastal waters and wetlands. Clean waters are important to everybody's

Kerikeri wellbeing and the economy incl. tourism

Chris Richmond 2018LTP1377 Submitter supports increased funding with the understanding it will assist

Waitangi with the implementation of catchment management plans

Catchment Group

Maxwell Osborne | 2018LTP1384 Research required on all waterways in Northland to assess levels of

Wekaweka degradation and means of rehabilitation. Situation desperate in some places

Landcare Group

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 Prefer option 3: Refer to freshwater ecologist Mike Joy’s advice regarding
90% of waterways are smaller and need looking after with equal attention.
Spend less money on testing and more on active protection. NRC has been
giving away water when big business pays for resource consent. Look after
your ratepayers and do not sell out our precious resources. Respect the RMA

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with option 3, and comments that the council must better

Kerikeri manage corporate overheads and efficient practices. Submitter comments

Ratepayers that $2.2M does not reflect 'stepping up', and contrasts this spend to S500K

Association spent on the Hundertwasser Centre in Kawakawa, which the association
does not consider to be core council business. Submitter comments on the
proposed regional plan and asks council to reconsider funding for
environmental education and a variety of planning functions. Submitter
highlights that more should be done to recover costs from resource users
and polluters

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 Our water is vital to our existence. About time Kaitaia had clean waterways
and drinking water throughout our region. - Should be a top priority

Chirs Richmond 2018LTP1708 There has been a significant under-investment in the sustainable

Living Waters management of our coastal waters, inland waterways and watersheds. Living
Waters BOl is a volunteer-led NGO that promotes such improvements
through its own ecological restoration projects on floodplains and riparian
areas, and through working with other agencies such as NRC, FNDC and DoC.
While some progress has been made in the watersheds of the Waitangi
River, Pipiroa Stream, Wairoa Stream, etc., it is too slow in the face of
ongoing intensification of land use and the impacts of historical changes in
land use, wetland drainage and discharges.

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Submitter would like to collaborate with council to develop a Drinking Water

Northland District Catchment Management Strategy and requests council continue to

Health Board contribute to the Northland Joint Working Group on Drinking Water.
Submitter commends council for its part in the regional response to
cynobacteria blooms. Submitter recommends council establish processes to
ensure the safe management of on-site effluent disposal. Submitter supports
proposed increase in funding for stormwater renewals

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter provides detailed reasons why council needs to invest more in

Paihia & Districts improving water quality. Asks that council better regulates discharges,and

Residents & considers whether enough funding is given to environmental education and

Ratepayers catchment planning. Submitter concerned that the Waitangi River, with a

Association water treatment plant taking water for this community and visitor sector,
does NOT feature as urgently needing focused effort to reduce
sedimentation and other water quality characteristics (given swimming holes
along the river), and to mitigate flood risk.

Nick Beveridge 2018LTP1786 Submitter supports option 3, provided funding put towards helping

Royal Forest and
Bird Protection
Society of New
Zealand

landowners fence stock from waterways. Oppose proposal not to increase
rates for large farm blocks






Andreas Kurmann
Clean Waters To
The Sea

2018LTP1105

Existing resource consents for wastewater discharge are not stringent
enough. One major indicator is the increased algal bloom seen at river
mouths all around the Far North Coastline. This is due to the discharge of
phosphates and nitrates from wastewater treatment plants combined with
farm run-off. See attached aerial photo of Mangonui Harbour taken in
December 2017 for evidence of algae bloom. Not enough emphasis on the
environment. In particular, we would like to see action to prevent soil
erosion and nutrient leaching into our waterways by improving soil
management practices.

Margaret Hicks

2018LTP1104

Submitter highlights importance of mangroves and good land management
for managing water quality

Alison Inch

2018LTP1120

Community carers regularly testing and researching then action to the above

Tobias Ricketts

2018LTP1231

Improving water quality in the region is going to require funding above and
beyond the NRC preferred option. We support NRC further increasing
proposed rates for this purpose. Stock need to be excluded from waterways
to address water quality issues. Riparian planting of fenced areas is also
important in mitigating nutrient runoff, stabilising banks, and improving
ecological values. We support provision for this in the Long Term Plan,
Northland Regional Policy Statement and the Proposed Northland Plan.
However, we farmers deriving income from land use that creates water
quality issues, should be required to take primary responsibility for fencing
and planting. NRC should support farmers who are not able to afford this
work but only up to a certain level, perhaps up to 50% of the cost. We
oppose the proposal not to increase rates for large farm blocks. Owners of
this type of land should have to contribute rates for these works in the same
way as other landowners, otherwise NRC would be effectively requiring
other ratepayers to subsidise the environmental costs of farming

Tom Batchelor

2018LTP1243

Fresh and coastal waters are both in poor condition. Coastal waters are over-
fished with little or no regard for sanctuary areas for fish breeding. More
consultation and agreement is needed urgently

Dean Baigent-
Mercer

2018LTP1461

Submitter agrees with option 3 - with conditions. Submitter comments on
the importance of grants to support fencing and replanting, and the
obligation on farmers to fence waterbodies, as they profit from farming.
Submitter proposes that farmers contribute at least 50% of the cost - as the
community is being asked to subsidise this activity. Submitter disagrees with
proposal not to increase rates for large farm blocks, as this is inequitable.
{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Mischa Davis
Northland Fish
and Game Council

2018LTP1744

We support NRC’s proposals in the preferred option (Option 2), to reduce
sedimentation in waterways, increase grant funding for fencing and planting
waterways, and to look after lakes and wetlands including more action on
the ground to protect Northland’s dune lakes, and doubling the number of
wetlands NRC monitors. However, we consider that more needs to be done
so that contamination of streams, lakes, lagoons and beaches is reduced,
and they become safer for recreation.

David Wolland

2018LTP1838

Not enough is being done. A lot more cleaning-up waterways is needed.
Landowners need to get a move on and the NRC could do more to "nudge
them along"

What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters?
None of the above

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 | would not be directly affected by floods, however measures have to be
taken to prevent flooding in Kaitaia.
Fritz Blackburn 2018LTP72 Yes, I'd like you to improve waterways! But not by spending our rates to

clean up the farmers' shit! You do that by making the farmers clean up after
themselves! Cleaning the rivers is simply on the cost side of the ledger for
any farm. Done!






Miriam Brooks

2018LTP102

We already pay far too much money into rates. | think the council should be
footing the bill and do whatever needs to be done. We own two properties
in Kaitaia in the flood zone and they are all the income we have to live on
most of the time. Most of that income goes on rates!

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP640

Mangawhai Artists Inc asks that any spending on water does not conflict or
contribute to reducing funding for Creative Northland

Croydon
Thompson

2018LTP655

1. Put Houhora Harbour under the Waiora Northland scheme 2. Stop extra
drainage being done in the Motutangi drainage area as we cannot lose the
Kaimaumau wetlands as they are very significant to Northland as well as
Aotearoa /NZ 3. | have a statement of evidence of Shona Claire Meyers for
the Director General of Conservation with regarding water consent for the
Motutangi-Waiharara Water Users Group for ground water takes

Jagi Brown

2018LTP703

We need to encourage communities to be more proactive in managing
waterways. Education in schools and sector groups is essential. Refocus NRC
staff to developing watercare groups

Yvonne Jackson

2018LTP830

I’'m concerned that existing bylaws are not being communicated in Ruakaka.
Some of the owners of the new properties by the Ruakaka River have cut
down native river growth on a wildlife refuge. At least two owners of these
properties have cleared the wildlife refuge outside their properties to make
a boat ramp. We are told by one offender that the boat ramp is allowed by
NRC staff as a permitted activity. | wonder what is the point of spending
more money on our fresh and coastal water if people are allowed to destroy
what we already have. In Ruakaka we see locals cutting down native trees
that are on land not owned by them and often on Conservation land. The
Ruakaka racecourse has permission to irrigate with water pumped from our
natural dune lake which has left the water level in the dune lake very low

Peter Schouten

2018LTP952

Please act on existing issues rather than grow your empire

Gillian Durham

2018LTP1042

Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is doing (including
other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop ineffective
programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get better outcomes,
work collaboratively across the organisation and with others, and introduce
new programmes using existing resources that have been freed up by these
actions

Carl Mather

2018LTP9

Forget your previous programmes. Ban poison use, such as all the
glyphosate formulations. Reward tree planting and other water retention
activities such as swales

Graham Limbrick

2018LTP971

NRC - cannot trust you people as an organisation to carry-out anything
based on your performance over the council’s lifetime. Freshwater and the
requirements to look after it are totally different from coastal waters and
their environment, although silt build-up etc can be linked to freshwater
runoff. Even when it came down to fanworm you decided that we should all
contribute, even though most of us haven’t got a boat and are not the cause
of the problem. AND that type of thought permeates this whole document

L Toorenburg

2018LTP1118

Climate change is creating havoc in the Hokianga - higher and heavier rainfall
events, forestry, dairying, all create major problems for all our waters,
leading to beaches in the Hokianga being closed during the busy summer
seasons, causing concerns for our tourist season, a major inputter into the
local economy. The cost for doing any meaningful work requires a huge
investment if fixing the problems already created. It also requires a total
rethink on how people are now living and a move away from dirty fuel, and
large scale monocultures like forestry and dairying, to a more sustainable
future where more value is added to the products we produce, thereby not
only improving our water and environment but also creating viable long-
term jobs and business opportunities. Is NRC ready to take a lead in this???

Thelma Connor

2018LTP1208

Protect fresh and coastal waters from toxic gold hardrock mining in
Puhipuhi, Whakapara

Cliff Colquhoun
CBEC

2018LTP1537

Agree to spending on water-related programmes but want to see these as a
combination water protection and employment creation programme






Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 Submitter supports either option 2 or 3 depending on funding available as

Ngunguru the best option fits the purposes of the submitter. Refer submission for

Sandspit outline of the submitter's purpose

Protection

Society

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Yes, more funding needs to be provided in different areas on water-related
programmes and weed and pest control. Needs more review and input from
environmental community groups so they can identify where extra Smillions
should be spent. All community groups accessing these funds need to be
approved and registered with NRC and have a high standard of
accountability and reporting

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Protect the fresh and coastal waters

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 Get rid of the boat that is blasting our ocean floor

Pauline Evans 2018LTP1582 | support all positive strategies that will adjust landuse methods to improve
water quality, including more protection and enhancing of native forest,
scrub and wetlands

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Safety gear at beaches as per Cable Bay and Coopers Beach

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Perhaps laws in place restricting our freshwater being bottled and shipped
overseas for others to profit

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Submitter disagrees with Awanui flood scheme, and agrees with cleaning of
beaches and drains instead

Kyla Tiri 2018LTP2189 Need to stop fishing competitions due to the following: - High % catch -

pollution caused during the stay

What is your preferred option for looking after our fresh and coastal waters?
No option selected

Geoff Wilson
Tinopai Residents
and Ratepayers
Improvement
Society

2018LTP873

*Improve the water quality of streams feeding into Komiti Bay

Audrey Johnston

2018LTP807

The Waitangi River is of major importance in the Bay of Islands. 1. It
discharges into the bay at Waitangi. It is what all tourists see when they visit
our major tourist destination. 2. Tourism is a major earner in the North and is
a source of employment for many residents. 3. This is the source of this
area’s water supply. As such it must be guarded. To read that 36.076 tons of
sediment is delivered into the Bay each year is horrifying. At times to treat
this brown sludge for usage of residents and the many visitors is an
impossible task. Yet | read in this document words like “encourage retention
and enhancement of riparian planting”. Why not compel through by- laws?
Require through legislation, subsidise riparian planting, exclude all stock from
waterways - run cattle as well as dairy animals. We expect action especially
for the Waitangi River.

Mike McGlynn

2018LTP854

Submitter comments on "major concerns about the long-term viability of the
two Waitangi wetlands that currently receive discharge from the Kerikeri and
Paihia sewerage schemes." Submitter rates these wetlands as highly complex
with a diverse range of flora and fauna. Submitter notes monitoring, and
concerns that discharge volumes will increase significantly, and raises option
of creation of a new wetland in the Waitangi Forest to receive discharge.
Submitter recommends a flight over the two wetlands to observe changes

Rangimarie Price
Amokura Iwi
Consortium Ltd

2018LTP998

Submitter requests that "NRC redirect funding into a collaborative
management approach with FNDC, KDC and NRC, Iwi and other stakeholders
to develop a water allocation approach for Northland."






Mark Garry
Pacific Coast
Kayaks Ltd

2018LTP1157

Submitter supports stepping up and improving the environment, with a focus
on water quality. Submitted is concerned about pollution in river systems.
Raises concern that the main cause of pollution is stock grazing close to the
river edge and in the water, and that little effort has been taken to keep
stock out of the creeks which feed rivers. Raises concern about the impact on
people swimming, boating and shellfish gathering. Submits that all rivers be
inspected and landowners contacted to fence and plant along the
waterways. Submitter supports urgency in this matter

Yvonne
Steinemann

2018LTP1309

Submitter agrees with rates increase for more comprehensive water quality
testing and public information. Submitter comments on support for more
Waiora Catchment groups being convened by the council - encouraging
more 'eco' solutions - wider riparian fencing margins - more native re-
vegetation in erosion prone areas - consideration of other trees (not just
poplars) for land stabilisation.

Peter Beaven

2018LTP1482

| also wish to comment on para 3.5.1 Improve water Quality by Providing
Advice and Funding: In my view your targets here are far too modest to be
effective. The Hawkes Bay Regional Council is funding 40,000 poplar poles
annually, 8 times more than your proposal. Even at that rate it will take
nearly 300 years to plant up highly erosion prone land. Therefore, the plan is
to significantly increase investment in this area over the next 10 years. With
global warming bringing increased intensity of storm events, | believe
regional councils have no choice but to respond faster to the challenge by
borrowing now and making an inter-generational investment. | could make
exactly the same comment about the requirement for Farm Environment
Management Plans. Given that the vast majority of land is in private
management, council needs to adopt a carrot and stick approach - lend
support, advice and funding for the willing but have more stringent
regulation to deal with the unwilling

Fiona King

2018LTP1664

Submitter comments on monitoring and management of aquifers, a register
of bores, and a local liaison committee to manage aquifers

Maiki Marks

2018LTP1715

Submitter requests that NRC raises water quality standard to sustain mauri -
ecosystems and biodiversity, particularly within the Bay of Islands catchment.
Cites issues with creeping development and sedimentation, fewer fish and
shellfish. Submitter calls on NRC to implement an integrated catchment
management plan for the Bay of Islands. Submits that NRC set aside
sufficient funding to begin the task of restoring water quality in the Bay of
Islands. Cites a process currently before the Waitangi Tribunal. Submitter
requests that NRC emulate Hawkes Bay Regional Council’s long-term plans
and begin restoring waterways, their intrinsic ecosystems and biodiversity by
allocating serious funding each year in your work programmes to achieve
thriving rivers (ecosystems and biodiversity) in Northland. Submits that the
amount of additional funding allocated to improving water quality is
insufficient compared to what is being spent on other activities (e.g. sporting
facilities), and that it is critical that NRC use the life of this LTP to set aside
significant funding to restore the environment and water quality in
Northland. Submitter requests that NRC work with FNDC to maximise
ratepayer funds to improve water infrastructure. Raises concern that some
resource consents are not being adequately monitored

Glenis Rickey

2018LTP1777

Most important issue in Northland. Clean water for all of Northland

Sean Frieling

2018LTP1959

Work needed on aquifer water take. A need to know who is taking what in
each area

Ross Clark

2018LTP1170

Northland’s fresh and coastal water - | support more attention being given to
this issue. While forestry has carbon sink benefits, a major concern is the
sediment from plantation forestry, especially during harvest. | find it hard to
accept the opinion by NRC staff that other land uses including indigenous
forestry are of greater concern - this was not the recent evidence in the Able
Tasman Park where plantation catchments produced greater flood debris






Luana Pirihi
Northland
Conservation
Board

2018LTP1177

We support a rate for improving water quality in Northland and ask that the
community is involved in all aspects of this work

Gordon & Liz
Wright

2018LTP1238

Farmers fencing off waterways - | thought this was a govt requirement for
farmers to comply with so why is NRC providing funding through its
Environment fund? You’re now proposing “more grant funding” but does the
increase of $2.2m per year also include the salaries for the 18 new staff?
Targeted rates rather than region-wide rates, covering all aspects of the LTP,
are my preference. The benefits and ownership of such spending are then
better related to the locals

Rozanne Barton

2018LTP1468

Please consider urgent need for RIPARIAN PLANTING all along the Waitangi
River. When there is any downpour of rain the outpour of brown water pours
out into the Bay. Please also consider the SERIOUS POLLUTION OF CATTLE
GRAZING ALONG THE RIVERS and on low land which wash off into the
waterways

Linda Kaye

2018LTP1656

Water quality. You should monitor and report regularly in plain language, on
the quality of streams, rivers, lakes, coastal sites and estuaries throughout
the region. The standards for monitoring should be clear and meaningful. The
results should be available every week throughout the year, on your website
and in local newspapers. This submission would be met by: - independent
verifiable standards for water health - regular testing of all streams, rivers,
lakes, coastal sites and estuaries throughout the region - weekly reporting of
test results on website and in local media, including community newspapers

Graham Tucker

2018LTP1759

Submitter seeks detailed investigation/report on the health of the Hokianga
Harbour including impacts of: current and potential sewage treatment plant
discharges, discharge from Lake Omapere, agriculture. States NRC should
seek central government funding for the study. Submitter also seeks the
report include advice on monitoring harbour health and that two additional
monitoring sites be established (opposite the fire station and at the end of
Kouto Beach Rd) to improve water quality reporting on harbour health,
swimming and seafood collection, with results to be available on the LAWA
website

Nienke Van
Dijken T9ourism
Industry Aotearoa

2018LTP1801

Submission notes the areas of investment in the LTP, and the positive
impacts that investment into clean water and pest management will have on
the natural environment, and tourism

Jacqueline Brown

2018LTP1971

What is the current pace?

Peter Sharp

2018LTP2387

Submitter raises concern about sewage disposal polluting the Kawakawa,
Taumarere, and Opua Rivers. Raises concern that rain brings pollution and
siltation into our harbours, Opua in particular, and that aquaculture requires
unpolluted waters for healthy growth.

Jeremy Busck
Dragonfly Springs
Wetland
Sancturay

2018LTP2378

Submitter strongly supports an increase in work to protect and enhance fresh
and coastal waters, raises concern about chronic abuse of water and impact
on future generations. Raises concern about irrigation and resulting sediment
entering the waterways, and damage to soil structure. Submits that wetland
restoration and constructing more wetlands must be our highest priority,
discusses benefits of wetlands. Submits that a concerted effort be made to
protect our harbours and waterways through stormwater management and
filtration. Submitter states that environmental enhancement is just as
important in the urban and suburban environment as it is in the rural
environment. States that rural landowners get financial gain from protecting
their waterways, wetlands and hillsides, and that financial assistance should
be given to those rescuing the urban environment. Raises concern about
methodology of rural riparian planting regimes. Requests that NRC be pro-
active in helping urban and suburban enhancement. {staff summary; please
see original submission}






Chris Galbraith
Te Kahui Kaitiaki
o Ngati Manu mo
Te Awa Tapu o
Taumarere and
Far North
Holdings Limited

2018LTP2389

Submission: The run-off from land areas surrounding Moerewa, WaiOmio,
Kawakawa, Karetu, Whangae, Opua and Waikare have a significant impact
on water quality in local rivers and more widely the Bay of Islands. Land-
based activities have a significant impact on water quality and there is a need
to manage the long- term impacts of activities in this catchment area and for
these actions to have a positive impact on water quality in the greater Bay of
Islands. “That the Taumarere River/Catchment area be formally recognised
by council and that it proceeds to having a Catchment Management Plan
developed.”






What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?

% Total % Answer Count ‘

Number of Responses 17.02% - 381

Option 1: Do a bit more (an extra $1.14M a year for pest 3.84% 22.57% 86

programmes)

Option 2 (our preferred option): Step up a gear (an extra 6.43% 37.80% 144

$2.29M a year for pest programmes)

Option 3: Go even further (invest even more than option = 4.38% 25.72% 98

2 in pest programmes)

None of the above (tell us what you think in the 2.37% 13.91% 53

comments box)

[No Response] 82.98% - 1,858

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

Responses to this question demonstrated a preference for council’s preferred option to step up a gear and spend an
extra $2.29 million on pest management, with 37.8% of submitters that responded to the question agreeing with this
option. There was a more even split across the other two options for pest control with ‘to do a bit more and spend
half council’s preferred option' (22%) and ‘to go even further and spend more than council’s preferred option’ (25%).

Submitters who agreed with option 1 - do a bit more and who also made comment on this option, raised concern
about rates increases, that council should apply for central government funding, that landowners should take
responsibility, and also that landowners already face costs associated with pest management so shouldn’t need to
pay more. There was also some general support for pest management.

Submitters who agreed with option 2 — step up a gear (council’s preferred option) were generally supportive of pest
management, recognising its benefits and that more work needs to be done. Many comments related to specific
areas and work that was being done. Submitters recognised council’s role in pest management, and acknowledged
the need for a coordinated approach and the importance of giving people the right information and resources.
There was support for high value pest areas, and also for providing funding to other areas that are not already
recognised as high value, along with support for work in more populated and urban areas. There was support for
Kiwi related pest control, and comments that pest control shouldn’t only be about Kiwi.

Comments also acknowledged the employment opportunities that arise from pest management, that contracts
should be given to Northlanders, concern about the use of 1080, concern about the health impacts of privet, and
noted that council needs to keep up with world research.

Submitters who supported option 3 - go even further with pest control raised concern about the rate of decline,
noted increasing threats, and the value of biodiversity to the region. There was an acknowledgement that council
provides supports to pest control initiatives and that this should continue, acknowledgement of marine biosecurity
work, and concern about Kauri dieback, and that significantly increased investment is needed to address these
threats. Funding comments included there should be an ‘abuser pays’ system, and that central government should
contribute. There were several comments raising concern about the use of 1080, the impact of privet on health, and
supporting more work in urban areas. Others commented that there should be a focus on specific areas, one at a
time.

Submitters who selected none of the above commented that the current level of management was okay, that pest
management wasn’t achieving results, it wasn’t important or wasn’t an issue. Issues already covered were





mentioned, and there was also concern raised that cats and dogs were seen as pests and about the management of
these animals, and concern that non-violent methods should be used, such as birth control. There were several
comments that disagreed with extra spend due to rates increases, that council should just be more efficient or use
existing funds, and discussing the use of skins/meat in economic enterprise. Several submissions acknowledged
marine pest management and legal challenges around the marine biosecurity charge.

Several comments were received from submitters who did not select an option, with the majority of these
comments being supportive of pest management. Other comments echoed concerns already mentioned, including
references to the marine biosecurity charge and the inequity of a pest management rate verses a pest management
user charge, concern about Kauri dieback, and that pest free goals are unrealistic. Other comments included that it
was unclear which council was responsible and that facilities were needed to enable marine biosecurity.

Whangarei Heads rate

Six comments were made that specifically referred to the Whangarei Heads pest management rate. Of these, three
comments wanted the current Whangarei Heads pest management rate to be retained, acknowledging the work
that has occurred and the success of the funding. Comments also noted that if a region-wide rate was raised, that
Whangarei Heads residents should not pay both this and the targeted rate. One comment supported the region-
wide rate and a reduced targeted rate, to keep the community engaged. Two comments disagreed with the current
targeted rate, stating that everyone should contribute to this activity. These comments have been grouped at the
end of the pest management section.

What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?
Option 1: Do a bit more

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 You need to honour the existing 5% cap on rate increases and do more with
that rather than developing a programme and budget and proposed
expenditure based on 10% rates increase cap and 29% rates increase in
coming year. This is unacceptable budget management. | oppose options 2-3
for this reason

We already pay far too much money into rates. | think the council should be
footing the bill and do whatever needs to be done. We own two properties in
Kaitaia in the flood zone and they are all the income we have to live on most
of the time. Most of that income goes on rates!

I fully support NRC'’s pest control plan

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102

2018LTP830
2018LTP977

Yvonne Jackson
Marg Dodds

Argentine ants are a big problem up here. | consider them a big ‘pest” which
we had throughout our garden. For three years, we spent hundreds of dollars
to knock them back and we continue to spend money on this. We did not
invite them here, but ratepayers themselves have to pay out to get rid of
them. | believe we should have been helped by the council through rates,
which we are charged exorbitantly

Free bait stations for landowners who look after tree/ forests on their
property by trapping etc of pests like possums

S Forsyth 2018LTP283

Gordon Dove

2018LTP1259

Submitter advises they already face costs of dealing with pests

M.M Upperton

2018LTP1369

Rabbits and stoats are getting away on you. Rabbits were part of your
original job as NRC

Kevin Croy

2018LTP1540

Apply for more help from central government

Clive Roberts

2018LTP1224

You should honour the existing 5% cap on rate increases and do more within
that, rather than developing a budget and proposed expenditure based on
10% rates cap and 29% rates increase in coming years. Northland ratepayers
are among the poorest in NZ and cannot afford such largesse. | strongly
oppose options 2-3 for these reasons

Kyla Tiri

2018LTP2189

Seen advertisement for rat traps on properties to control pests. Agree with
ideas like this






What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?
Option 2: Our preferred option

Oliver Krollmann

2018LTP10

I'd be willing to round up the average increase of $66.59 to $100, to support
additional work and initiatives to go even further

Jim Shaw

2018LTP39

This is an area that council does well, well run with good managers.
Everybody, and not just the local landowners who have native species that
need protection like birds (eg kiwi), fish, trees etc, in their area should
contribute to this work.

B Clark

2018LTP162

Possum eradication by trapping so the fur can be used and land is not
polluted with poison

Gregory Phillips

2018LTP245

We need to get possums, stoats etc out of our beautiful forests. Setting up an
industry to market pest products (fur, pelts etc) would be great

Mike Hay

2018LTP424

Again the status quo is simply not enough to make significant inroads into
extending the area of Northland with adequate pest control - more needs to
be done

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP467

| support option 2 only if it means funding for Creative Northland is
continued. If that cannot be done with option 2 then | support option 1

Lesley Baigent

2018LTP1036

Please do not forget the Far North and their efforts in controlling pests too.
The NRC has been a champion picking up so much of DoC’s work but all
Northland should benefit

Selina Riddle And
607 others

2018LTP865

Please make privet eradication a priority to help all those who suffer from
breathing problems. It affected me very badly this year so that I could not go
walking down the street as | would lose my breath, head aches etc.
Submission includes a petition for the eradication of privet, jasmine,
honeysuckle and other noxious weeds in the Kawakawa and Moerewa area
for health reasons. Petition also includes note from submitters’ doctor about
the effects on submitters’ and others’ health.

John Kenderdine

2018LTP870

The people - not poisons

Todd Hamilton
Backyard Kiwi -
WHLF

2018LTP920

Submitter introduces Backyard Kiwi, and acknowledges NRC in funding work
with the CPCA at Whangarei Heads. Discusses the targeted rate set up in
2015, and the funding model that has proved to be highly successful at the
Whangarei Heads -, efficient, effective and accountable, ensuring that all
the rates raised in the area are used for the specified work within the area.
“We have a preference for the current rating system but if a region- wide
increase in the general Pest Management Rate is introduced, this should be
instead of the local targeted rate NOT as well as. The current targeted rate
only funds kiwi predator trapping and if other pest control (rats, possums
and increased weed control) are expected as proposed in the LTP, then
significant extra appropriate funding will be required (this has not been
budgeted for in the proposed LTP).”

Submitter would like to see the term ‘Pest Free Northland’ removed from the
LTP and replaced with ‘pest control’, to avoid unrealistic expectations. {more
detail in original submission}

Taal Smith

2018LTP4

Contracts should be prioritised to those who are providing employment for
Northlanders

Mary Jane Ardley

2018LTP13

We need to get on top of this, if that is even possible

Peter Harding

2018LTP16

Set goals to ensure you are achieving positive outcomes

Tony Dwane
Hancock Forest
Management NZ
Ltd

2018LTP33

Supporting local communities and landowners to control pests by providing
resources, funding, technical support, encouragement and contact with
other networks is the best option. Many people have a desire to control
pests to varying degrees for different reasons but lack the knowledge and
resources to undertake a control programme. Providing trained enthusiastic,
knowledgeable staff will give support to any new projects and ultimately will
lead to a given pest control community’s success. The key to this will be
having the right people and giving them the resources to achieve pest control
goals. One of the main problems facing pest control in Northland is
developing a network of skilled pest control contractors, A suggestion would






be to mentor young suitably qualified trappers into projects, ensure long-
term work and up-skill as required.

Darlene Turner

2018LTP84

This increase budget would allow pests in Northland to be managed a lot
more effectively which will result in better results

Chris Jenkins

2018LTP92

This is a lower priority than improving water quality but nonetheless very
important. | strongly support stopping new pests (eg wallabies, pest fish and
feral deer) from becoming established in Northland

Emma MclLean

2018LTP327

Advertise the incentives and funding / help the NRC provides for private
property owners to eradicate pests on their own land. Make it easy to apply

Margaret Wikaire

2018LTP448

Like the plan you have to address all pests in forests seven at a time. Ka pai

Fleur Corbett
Guardians of the
Bay of Islands Inc

2018LTP743

The Guardians support increased rates for animal pest control to meet our
Predator Free 2050 goal - including western Northland. We also support
weed management programmes across Northland. We support new
spending on high value pest control areas including the Bay of Islands. We
believe the Kiwi Coast Trust membership needs to better represent its wide-
ranging areas of interest

Pat Monro

2018LTP834

Attend to whatever suggestions the informed advisors present

Hawley Friends
of Brynderwyns
Society Inc

2018LTP893

Submitter supports Option 2 and especially the proposed spending in high
value pest control areas, including the Mangawhai/Waipu area, as a large
proportion of the Brynderwyns forest has been identified as being of high
national importance and would benefit from increased levels of animal and
weed pest management. Submitter notes success of Kiwi in the area and that
involvement in the control of animal pests, particularly mustelids, and feral
cats, rats and possums, is increasing. Submitter notes that these initiatives
need support and resources, such as would be made available through the
funding proposed in Option 2. Submitter agrees that achieving a Pest Free
Northland requires a coordinated approach and adequate funding

Anne Clubb

2018LTP995

If this could be done without the use of 1080 it would be more acceptable.
Less emphasis on funding for reinstating Kiwis and more for ridding of pests
such as rats and stoats. Do not look upon cats as pests as has been suggested
in Auckland

Gordon Hosking
Mangawhai
Tracks Charitable
Trust

2018LTP1018

The Mangawhai community members involved in building walking tracks on
the southern slopes of the Brynderwyn hills also undertake predator
trapping. The work is being carried out in a significant DoC reserve adjacent
to the Marunui conservation area where kiwi have been released. Some of
these have established in the reserve. Increased funding is needed to service
an extension of predator trapping along a newly formed track and also offer
some relief to aging volunteer trappers in extensive steep country

John Hawley
Marunui
Conservation Ltd

2018LTP1031

Submitter supports Option 2 and in particular the proposed spending in high
value pest control areas, including the Mangawhai/Waipu area where
$200,000 per year is proposed to support and increase the work being done
there. Submitter includes details of Marunui conservation area, and notes
success of Kiwi establishment in the area, and that it is a habitat for
threatened and regionally significant fauna and flora. Notes that targeting
mustelids, feral cats and rats reduces the threat to adult kiwi and their chicks
and simultaneously benefits other indigenous species, and that possum
control improves the health of the forest and its biodiversity. Notes that the
wider community in the Mangawhai/Waipu area is becoming involved in pest
control

Tanya Cook

2018LTP1033

I would like to see more areas receive a share of the increased investments.
Many of the biodiversity hotspots you mentioned already receive substantial
funding from several sources. It would be good to see more work done in
more populated areas, such as Pukenui, Parihaka, Onerahi, Raumanga. If
more money is needed, could a targeted rate for urban Whangarei be an
option, similar to what was done at Whangarei Heads?

Dr Benjamin
Pittman

2018LTP1049

Needs to be done in co-ordinated ways with other groups. In this way the
funding and labour pools are combined and shared






Marilyn Cox 2018LTP1072 Once again | am happy to pay a bit more in rates to help tackle some of
Northland's animal and plant pests but would like assurance that the money
is spent effectively

Kiwi Coast Kiwi 2018LTP1165 Submitter supports the introduction of a Pest Management Rate to generate

Coast Trust increased funds for area-specific community-led pest control. Submitter
supports: Increased community coordinators, and the continuation and
expansion of Community Pest Control Areas; Additional funds for pest
control and monitoring equipment; Additional funding for High Value Pest
Control Areas including the Bay of Islands, Tutukaka, Whangarei Heads and
Mangawhai/Waipu. Submitter suggests that instead of the term ‘Pest Free
Northland’ being introduced, Northland identifies its unique opportunity to
become a ‘Kiwi Filled Northland’.

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland supports increased expenditure on pest control in

Reconnecting Northland across all land tenures (ie, public conservation land, private land,

Northland Maori land)

David McKenzie 2018LTP1226 Submitter supports greater investment in pest control and management, and

Russell Landcare striving for the goal of a pest-free region. (Staff summary; please see original

Trust submission)

Nicki Wakefield 2018LTP1258 Our Roopu supports a region-wide rate to support biosecurity resourcing

Russell State increases. This resourcing must be available for pest control in low

Forest Roopu population areas and areas with higher economic constraints, so areas with

Group less access to population-based resourcing are not prejudiced

Stefan Seitzer 2018LTP1269 As a Tutukaka Coast local and witness of increasing Kiwi and Pateke numbers
over the past 20 odd years, | fully support option 2 for pest control

Michael Camm 2018LTP1361 Submitter summarises the role and work of Tutukaka Landcare Coalition in

Tutukaka arresting the decline of Kiwi and other native birds, and the funding received,

Landcare including from the council. The submitter strongly agrees with "option 2"

Coalition Trust suggested in the Long Term Plan for pest management, and states that they
believe this is a logical step towards a pest free Northland. {Staff summary;
please see original submission}

Chris Richmond 2018LTP1377 The Waitangi Catchment Working Group supports Option 2 with its emphasis

Waitangi on increasing pest control. The Waitangi plan includes increasing riparian

Catchment Group protection plantings, erosion control plantings and some steep land
retirement to native regeneration. Most of this requires protection from
animal and plant pests in order to secure the investments and minimise the
risks of these becoming pest corridors and reservoirs. (Staff summary; please
see original submission)

Nan Pullman 2018LTP1021 | support the enhancement of indigenous biodiversity and biosecurity,
especially through the support of the community-led projects such as Kiwi
Coast where real gains are being seen along with increased buy-in from
individuals who want to be part of this project at many different scales.
Landscape scale projects have huge potential in achieving significant gains in
these areas instead of piecemeal approaches

Sue Paterson 2018LTP1026 The Jude Road Forest Care group recently formed (13 landowners - along the
foothills of the southern side of the Brynderwyns) with an overarching
mission to protect and enhance our native biodiversity. | am making this
submission as coordinator of Jude Road Forest Care. We have properties
bordering the Maranui Conservation block and now have kiwi establishing
territories within the area. We know that predator control is very important
in maintaining the health of our forests, protecting our native birds and is
critical for the survival of kiwi and their chicks. A collaborative approach is
benefitting the wider environment and this sort of funding will make a huge
difference to groups undertaking effective pest control work

Greg Stump 2018LTP1075 | feel it is very important to protect NZ wildlife from predators. NZ wildlife is

being hammered and if we do not put in the effort and funds to protect this
asset it will disappear. | am in the DoC and private area of the Brynderwyns
at least once a week with a Track group. We do a little trapping but more
should be done to be effective. In the future, the public is going to want to
see NZ wildlife and it would be rather sad if what little is left disappears on
your watch






Andreas Kurmann | 2018LTP1105 The trapping corridor from Whangarei going North, documented by Kiwicare,

Clean Waters To does not have enough Far North Areas as seen by the large number of

The Sea predators around Doubtless Bay (rats, possums, stoats, hedgehogs, feral
cats). Further support needed for dog training in kiwi aversion

Alison Inch 2018LTP1120 The new back-to-nature gear kills rodents and possums without poison. They
are traps that kill instantly using a gas cylinder to spike possums, rats, stoats
etc

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 Seeing some great results from existing projects, but also see some emerging

Sutherland pest species, especially insects

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 Keep up with world research and NZ research - Analysis of chemicals -
positive and negative - more rules and regulations if need be - more
personnel if need be

Brent Sheldrake 2018LTP1688 Protection of the natural environment and maintaining accessibility to the

Sport New great outdoors for walking, hiking and cycling is essential

Zealand

Mischa Davis 2018LTP1744 Current funding for pest management in the Northland region is well below

Northland Fish what is needed to deal with existing challenges, let alone manage new ones.

and Game Council However, the wording in this section is specific to native life which ignores
many other types of species that provide ecosystem services. Many
introduced, non-indigenous species can add value to specific environments.
Submitter highlights legal situation regarding trout and that they are not a
pest species (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Robin Schiff 2018LTP1670 Protect environment from pests

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 Our native birds and fauna are our tourism. Not much to think of the
economics

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Given the importance of protecting our unique Northland native life, we

Northland District support a proposed target of becoming pest-free within 30 years

Health Board

Aramaera Wiki 2018LTP2162 Employment opportunities. DoC/iwi programmes etc.

What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?

Option 3: Go even further

John Geraets

2018LTP8

We are losing species so rapidly we need to take optimal action ASAP

Asta Wistrand

2018LTP19

Adopt a policy of abuser pays. Why are coastal water clean-ups the
responsibility of local government? Surely coastal waters are polluted on a
nationwide or even international level - a nationwide problem. Funds from
central government should be helping manage pests

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

Focus on large contiguous blocks ie inland islands only in co-operation with
private conservation or iwi groups. Get most from expenditure and create
areas for native wildlife to thrive

Peter Hunt

2018LTP56

NRC support for pest control has been welcomed in our area. Whangarei
Heads groups have provided a great example and inspiration for others
throughout Northland. Linking all groups through Kiwi Coast has been very
helpful. NRC should continue to provide support for these existing initiatives
along with expansion of other projects

Graeme Giles

2018LTP369

I am involved with the Waipu Kiwis group and know the effort that has gone
into the results for the first year of our establishment. Investing in pest
management/reduction is a must for our native plants and birds to be able
to flourish. Providing additional funding will enable us to make an even
greater impact on the predators in the local area

Lisette Rawson

2018LTP864

NO 1080 to be used. Ranfurly Bay already has no bird life (whereas three
years ago there were birds). As noted in the consultation document (pg 9),
work in tandem with DoC and local trappers and hunters but provide some
incentive (e.g. a 2 possum/rabbit/stoat/ferret competition) to encourage
locals to get involved. Hunters and trappers would be a better approach
than a toxin in our water and in our soil






Brad Windust

2018LTP935

| support spend more on protecting Northland from pests, OPTION 3: GO
EVEN FURTHER

Katie Taylor

2018LTP11

We must fund trappers to protect kiwi, but also our forests. We could lose it
all if we let possums kill the trees, and dogs kill our kiwi. Hunting dogs
should not be allowed to run loose in reserves where there are kiwi

Jan Pirihi

2018LTP18

Animal pests such as possums must be removed on public and private land
e.g. traps or poisoning plant pests must be eradicated. What about a
concentrated war on one certain plant throughout the region e.g. woolly
nightshade, along roadsides and in public places, with assistance to locals to
help remove such pests e.g. provision of sprays or gels such as Vigilant and
Tordon Brush Killer, free dumping of removed rubbish at public dumps

Juliane Chetham
Patuharakeke Te
Iwi Trust Board

2018LTP1035

Our biodiversity and taonga species are under threat

J Cameron

2018LTP143

But not using 1080

Craig Salmon

2018LTP190

| fully support the targeted rate for pest control

Nancy Gregory

2018LTP301

Work with government rural development plan

Mick Kelly
Tanelorn (Mick
Kelly and Sarah
Granich)

2018LTP584

With additional threats, such as kauri die-back, significantly increased
investment is much needed. NRC has a critical role to play in encouraging,
supporting and coordinating action by local landowners and communities. A
comprehensive approach is needed, dealing with animal and plant pests.
Northland is showing an increasing number of pest plants throughout the
landscape and this needs to be dealt with

Tony Morgan

2018LTP837

We live in Whangarei Heads and support the concept of payment within
region-wide rates. We feel that there was a missed opportunity to increase
local community involvement with the local rate through such things as
ballots for kiwi naming or special trips or privileges etc. With some
imaginative marketing to the people of Whangarei Heads, the special rate
could have been seen more positively rather than as a targeted tax on the
local community for something benefiting all people of NZ. We would be
happy if there was also a reduced local rate with imaginative marketing.
Overall we are supportive of the draft proposal and thank the NRC team for
its work

Mary Manning
Plus petition (540
signatures)

2018LTP848

Make privet eradication a priority to assist in lowering the health burden of
avoidable respiratory problems. {Staff note - Submission attaches a a
petition (540 sig) calling for the eradication of privet, jasmine and
honeysuckle, and other noxious weeds from the Kawakawa/Moerewa area;
summary as follows} "The undersigned citizens of Kawakawa respectfully
request that, for the health of the community, all privet, honeysuckle and
jasmine growing on council land in Kawakawa be removed as soon as
possible. We submit this application in the expectation that it will be
received in the spirit in which it is intended. It is an expression of strong
desire from the local community that some effective measures be taken for
the sake of the health of the residents in the area. We hope that this
eradication process can be commenced before the next flowering season in
October 2018."{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Julianne
Bainbridge

2018LTP914

| support the target of pest-free Northland. | believe our estimates of pest
presence to be too low. We are continually dealing with feral cats, stoats,
rats and mice. We have some possums but not as bad as most of Northland

Melanie Miller

2018LTP1240

NRC should support practical pest control work to (1) protect Northland
forests, and (2) protect native birds on the margins of waterways and in
wetlands, especially bird species that are classified as 'at risk' or threatened,
and (3) prevent marine pest organisms being spread by marine vessels etc.
Aside from pest control and identification of kiwi zones, NRC does little to
protect indigenous biodiversity at present. Kiwi zones help to protect kiwis,
but many other native birds are also 'at risk' or 'threatened’, and the areas
where they dwell are not protected by any special designation or zones.
Sites where at-risk native birds dwell need to be actively protected from
development, human disturbance, dogs, cats, ferrets, rats and other






predators. NRC should work urgently with Birds New Zealand ornithological
society, Forest & Bird and DoC to identify and designate zones where rare or
threatened native birds dwell, and implement an action plan to protect
them

L Toorenburg

2018LTP1118

National target to make NZ predator free by 2050 is a hugely optimistic aim,
which may not be achievable, especially as far as domesticated pets are
concerned. People will always want to have their pets around. Domestic
dogs kill many kiwi. However realistic goals should be set, that are
achievable. More money is not always the solution, and more local answers
and solutions should be found. Education programmes in the schools

Rolf Mueller-
glodde Vision
Kerikeri

2018LTP1375

As above; pest free habitats are important for environmental wellbeing in
Northland

Maxwell Osborne
Wekaweka
Landcare Group

2018LTP1384

All forests in Northland are suffering from browsing damage and weed
invasion. All native fauna under predation pressures, some critical urgent
action required

Rosie Donovan

2018LTP1569

Preferred option 3: Less populated areas should be high priority for pest
control. Among many great arguments to implement Northland being pest
free sooner rather than later, remember pigs spread Kauri dieback too.

Richard Gardner
Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

2018LTP1585

Federated Farmers does not oppose the Council’ proposals as regards
helping the native life in the region flourish. It is agreed that the council has
a big part to play in reducing the impact of pest animals, weeds and aquatic
invaders and, particularly, in providing support for community involvement
in pest management. Federated Farmers agrees with the target of the
region becoming pest free, but considers that achieving the target could be
postponed if the community is opposed to the proposed rates rise of 29.2%.
Thus Federated Farmers prefers Option 2, but suggests that Option 1 would
be more preferable if the community objects to the proposed rates rise.
(Refer submission for further details)

Kristi Henare

2018LTP1131

NRC needs to fund more education programmes and funding for weed
control ‘WeedBusters’ in community and schools. PEST & WEED CONTROL -
Please could NRC clean up the signs around Whangarei and other regions.
It’s embarrassing to advertise the importance of removing noxious weeds
when the actual weeds have completed covered the sign. Can NRC spend
$20 of their millions to ask a staff member to remove the weeds over the
sign and clean it in Hatea Drive, as it has been like that for years? NRC
should be funding educational programmes ‘WeedBusters’ in community
and schools to identify and get rid of weeds in backyards, gardens and our
bush areas. Whangarei Heads community group has done an awesome job
with pest control. More discussion with affected groups about funding is
needed.

Kohinemateora
Matiu Te Tuhono
Marae Pawarenga

2018LTP1181

Pest eradication should be eco-friendly to our forest and bird life

Tobias Ricketts

2018LTP1231

I support NRC in its goal of a pest free Northland. Achieving this goal is going
to require funding above and beyond the NRC preferred option. | support
NRC further increasing proposed rates for this purpose. Expanding pest
control efforts is required if we are to protect indigenous biodiversity in the
region. Thriving natural ecosystems will help mitigate the effects of climate
change and attract more tourism. | oppose the proposal not to increase
rates for large farm blocks. Owners of this type of land should have to
contribute rates for these works in the same way as other landowners, as
they will benefit equally if not more than the general rate base

Tanya Cook
Pukenui/Western
Hills Forest Trust

2018LTP1241

Either more rate increase across whole region or rate increase across whole
region plus targeted rate for Whangarei area to help fund pest control in the
urban areas of Whangarei and surrounding forests, especially
Pukenui/Western Hills, Parihaka and AH Reed. Group such as the
Pukenui/Western Hills Forest Charitable Trust and Parihaka Landcare Group
should be receiving ongoing financial support to help cover the cost of staff






to manage pest control operations, as this benefits all Whangarei residents.
Would also be good to have funds available for more people to do trapping
in their backyards in both urban and lifestyle blocks around areas where
intensive control is already underway

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 Pests are damaging our forests in many areas, where pest control is left to
volunteer groups and organisations. The council should, and must, do more
to support these organisations. If more funds are not put into pest control
programmes it will be too late. We have already lost most of our forests to
pests. It's time for concerted action from all sections of the community
including the council

Dean Baigent- 2018LTP1461 Submitter agrees with option 3 "to bring all 23 of Northland’s major forests

Mercer under active multi-species pest management within 30 years - focusing on
at least seven key native forests under comprehensive pest control within
the next decade." Submitter comments on essential nature of pest control
and protecting native biodiversity as 'carbon sinks', and on recent legal
precedent that regional councils are responsible to protect biodiversity out
to 12 nautical miles {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Chirs Richmond 2018LTP1708 There has been a significant underinvestment in the control of both animal

Living Waters and plant pests in a very vulnerable Northland. Living Waters BOl is a
volunteer-led NGO that promotes conservation of natural heritage through
its own ecological restoration projects on floodplains and riparian areas, and
through working with other agencies such as NRC, FNDC and DoC. Some of
the most expensive and time-consuming parts of our work involve
protecting our native plantings and recovering wildlife from invasive animal
pests and rampant pest plant invaders. While NRC has been a most welcome
initiator, supporter and contributor, there is room for much more
investment if we are to turn the tide on the alien invaders and permanently
protect our native plants and wildlife

Nick Beveridge 2018LTP1786 Submitter supports option 3, provided some of these funds are used to keep

Royal Forest and Northland free of wild deer. There is increased funding for managing

Bird Protection biodiversity in the coastal marine area, and increased funding for tackling

Society of New kauri dieback. Oppose proposal not to increase rates for large farm blocks

Zealand (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Pest free 2050 need this

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Our bushland is still far too much ravaged by pests. Also boats entering
Northland waters need more thorough inspection and quarantine period
lengthened

Jacqueline Brown | 2018LTP1971 Does this include flora and fauna that are pests i.e. tobacco tree.

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Help me kill possums - subsidise traps

Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 Expansion to the far Far North.

Claud Switzer

Memorial Trust

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Target rate for area pest control is in

What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?
None of the above

James McDonald 2018LTP7 Happy with current pest protection
Klaus Kurz 2018LTP17 As long as NRC calls cats pests | do not support any pest management plans
Bill Morgan 2018LTP50 We have a small area of bush through which a stormwater drain flows.

There are rats, which we try to control through the use of bait stations.
While this is somewhat effective, we do not have the resources to treat the
whole area (much of which is council land). We also have a friend who lives
near the railway lines at Kamo. She frequently sees rats which move from
the rail corridor on to her property. It seems to us that very much more
could be done to eradicate these dangerous predators from Whangarei.
We know that some good work is done by volunteers, but the problem is
huge and needs much more of a focus by the NRC






Vivienne
Henderson

2018LTP54

"No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget

Fritz Blackburn

2018LTP72

| want you to spend nothing on pest management! 1080 is poisoning us all!
Pay trappers properly instead! And use the skins...Zero cost management!

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP640

Mangawhai Artists Inc asks that any spending on pest control does not
conflict or contribute to reducing funding for Creative Northland

Croydon
Thompson

2018LTP655

| live just south of Houhora Heads and do my own pest management and
believe we all need to encourage people in our area to participate in the
reduction of pests. n.b. We do not have kiwi up here, just a few tui, fantails,
wax eye and grey warbler

Jagi Brown

2018LTP703

Put a bounty on pests, this will encourage enterprise. Will encourage kids
to trap for their pocket money. Have drop-off points in each regional office.
Give out traps with a $20 deposit that is refundable on the return of so
many possums or stoats etc... Encourage community to set up businesses
that use the fur and meat

Ivan Buselich

2018LTP838

Keep level of spending as it is. Use the current funding from rates more
efficiently

Kate Burdekin

2018LTP886

“| welcome any sensible initiative that will help to protect the environment
of New Zealand -including all flora & fauna, wildlife & marine life. lam a
passionate supporter of conservation having been actively involved in tree
re-planting projects, bird rescue, pest management projects, kiwi
protection programmes and previously worked in environmental
consultancy.”

Submitter raises concern about having to choose between animals and the
environment, and family pets being viewed as pests (reference to dogs and
kiwi management). Concern that dog and cat covenants will be applied to
land without discussion, discusses the benefits of dog ownership. Submits
that large forest areas should be used for wildlife to thrive rather than
urban environments.

“Kiwi are not a tourist attraction, they don’t need to be in our back
gardens, they need to be in the best place for their most effective
protection and ability to thrive naturally. Until | am sure that future funding
would not be spent on projects that would result in negative reaction to
companion animal ownership, | cannot support any increase in rates to
provide additional funding for these projects. | urge you that when you are
considering the future programme for the environment we live in and how
to protect it, do not look upon our companion animals as pests but a vital
part of the lives of many of our community. Work with the community on
how we can best protect the environment whilst still providing for the
needs of the people who live here along with their companion animals.”

Graham Nathan

2018LTP930

Less investment in 1080

Carl Mather

2018LTP9

Forget your current programmes. Create a market for purchase of pests -
skins, flesh, whatever

Nancy Coates
Parua Bay Garden
Club

2018LTP43

The organisation | represent wishes it to be known that, as ratepayers in
the Whangarei Heads Community, we wish to RETAIN our present pest
management targeted rate, to ensure that all of the excellent pest
management groups in this iconic area continue to have available funding

Pascal Steger

2018LTP51

| think pests are overrated -- there will always be unwanted species around,
and investing more will only prolong the adaptation of the overall
ecosystem. I'd suggest to spend more on other projects where a real
impact can be created

Annina Rueegger

2018LTP52

I do not consider this an urgent/terribly important issue.

Billy Leonard
Leonard B

2018LTP452

Native life: Spend less. Nowhere have | seen any indication that you are
seeking out nonviolent alternatives to shooting, trapping, drowning and
poisoning. There must be an immediate moratorium on animal "pest"
control until effective birth-control formulae are developed, using the
money currently used to kill the animals.






Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 Recognise that the marine pests are not separate from Northland pests.
The beneficiaries of any marine pest management are the general public,
not the owners of moorings. Targeted management fees are unfair in this
case as it does not target the people who benefit, nor the people
responsible for the pest incursions. If Whangarei Heads targeted fee is
scrapped for these exact reasons, then so should a targeted marine
management fee be scrapped. The council policies are inconsistent here
and unfair by the council’s own reasoning

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 For a start. it would help if you could actually tell us, what pest
animal/plant etc that you plan on tackling, because only a couple of years
ago you [NRC] announced that pampas grass was having war waged on it
and yet | notice pampas spreading and growing along the highways. Is it
going to be like your effort on the possums - one feratox bag per half acre
and presto no more possums, next pest please!!! Has the NRC ever
completed one successful pest operation, because a lot of us haven’t heard
of any..

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Use your existing funds to control pests that can be controlled. With
regards to fanworm, once it is established and spawned, nature will spread
it

Dai Morgan 2018LTP1078 Submitter supports the Northland Regional Council’s initiative in the
proposed Long Term Plan to increase pest control across urban landscapes
in Northland, in particular Whangarei. (Staff summary; please see original
submission for detailed outline of the benefits of urban pest control)

Keri Hokai 2018LTP1139 Not an issue

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 Provide planning and feedback for pest control in areas for elderly &

Regional Elderly disability

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 Protect and save the Russell State Forest from pest and weeds. As a Maori
and Hap, we do not compromise our culture and tikanga and we do not
endorse 1080

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 High value pest control areas identified by NRC appear to have a direct

Neera Otiria correlation to tourism and recreational use; however more focus should be

marae given to residential areas so as to increase capacity within wider
communities to achieve significant biodiversity outcomes and boost pest
control at a local level

Carl Savill 2018LTP1261 Support keeping the spending the same as currently available as this is an
affordable option

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Same as above. More spending but create a long-term industry and

CBEC employment as a significant side benefit of pest control

Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 Northland Regional council should do what everyone else is doing

(including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get
better outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with
others, and introduce new programmes using existing resources that have
been freed-up by these actions. As an example, in the marine biosecurity
area, the council has consistently refused to follow the recommendations
of the Ministry for Primary Industries and the Minister of Conservation to
require "a vessel to have an anti-fouling system that is applied in
accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions and the anti-fouling
system must be within the manufacturer’s timeframe of effectiveness." The
council has repeated the errors of the past (see reference below to leaky
homes after changes to the regulatory environment for the building
industry) in that through the Marine Pathway Plan and the proposed
Regional Plan, it is intending to introduce an achievement standard, which
is very difficult for an owner or person in charge of a recreational vessel to
assess, with no methods for achieving the standard sanctioned by the rules.
| suggest that this approach will lead to marine pests 'leaking' into
Northland because owners will mis-identify organisms contributing to






fouling and will mis-classify the level of fouling. The lack of methods
sanctioned by the rule for achieving the standard was one of the problems
identified as contributing to leaky homes when the statutory and
regulatory environment for the building industry changed in 1991 with the
passing of the Building Act. The inclusion of such a condition, as proposed
by the Minister of Conservation with the support of the Ministry for
Primary Industries, will continue (but not increase) the private costs for
vessel owners, who already maintain their hulls, rather than costs for the
council that has introduced a marine biosecurity charge to undertake diver
surveys of around 25% of the non-trailer boats in Northland during around
50% of the year. This approach is clearly a waste of money and has
alienated boat owners from the Council. A prioritised, evidence-based
approach would have been far more effective and efficient than the
Council's current plans.
(https://www.parliament.nz/resource/0000000237)

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter suggests people are the most destructive of all introduced
species. Offenders should pay (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 NSaPS asks NRC to legislate for the protection of native plant and animal

Ngunguru species and implement a robust pest management strategy. If Option 2 can

Sandspit do this, that is fine but if funds allow further investment then Option 3

Protection would be the preference. This would be in keeping with the aims of the

Society Society

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Save the Russell State Forest from weeds and pests. Call it Pests, not
Predators

Stephen Tansey 2018LTP1239 Mangonui Cruising Club supports Kerikeri Cruising Club (as part of the

Mangonui "Marinas Group", with Opua, Whangaroa, Tutukaka, Whangarei Town Basin

Cruising Club marinas) in its challenge over the legality of NRC's "Bio-security fee". We
also support its action in the Environment Court, which ordered
confidential mediation with Northland Regional Council over the contents
of council’s Marine Pathways Plan which dictates the level of fouling
permissible on boats and the actions and remedies that NRC can insist boat
owners undertake. In support of the unfair nature of the bio-security
charge please read the attached "Mediterranean Fanworm" article.

Alex Harbuz 2018LTP1262 Re-route funding to encourage public to bait and trap pests. - subsidised or
free baits/traps or agreement that results tallies reported quarterly. Ban
1080!! It is highly toxic, most New Zealand humans, animals and our flora is
suffering for its usage. NZ uses 85% of the world's 1080 - the import
company is 50% owned by ministry of finance, 50% ministry of agriculture.
We are being poisoned so a select few profit - and months later pests are
back!

Geoff Copstick 2018LTP1428 Submitter supports the increased spend on pest eradication and protection

Yamata Ltd of the natural environment and the proposal to fund NRC contribution via a
region-wide rate (not clear which option submitter supports). (Staff
summary; please see original submission)

Ameya Prentine 2018LTP1587 No 1080! Trapping and hunting should be used to control pests

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter accepts a short-term increase in ‘pest control’ is necessary due

Paihia & Districts
Residents &
Ratepayers
Association

to under-resourcing in the past decade, but asks that council take a
‘sustainable development approach’ to this issue, and seek to transition
pest control into a self-sufficient economic enterprise over time.
Submission highlights that the national context for pest control has
changed - possum pelts are a resource. Submitter asks that landowners
that receive council pest control work incur some charge. Submitter
supports investing in more expert pest control and biosecurity staff is
essential, and that a more strategic, partnership approach is necessary to
ensure that the right people/companies and agencies are actually
undertaking the necessary work. Submitter suggests a mixed funding
approach of 50% targeted /50% region- wide is a sound model for the
proposed pest control initiatives. Submitter questions proposed funding for
the Kiwi Coast Trust. (Staff summary, please see original submission).






Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 More rates

Peter Skrine 2018LTP2188 Stay as it is

Annette TePoa 2018LTP2147 Against 1080 poisoning, trapping preferred, employs people
Thomson 2018LTP2311 Pay trappers to trap and sell pelts

Lawrence

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 | think more could be done but money spent is not the only concern. |

would like to see possums shot and resource used rather than poison

What is your preferred option for protecting Northland from pests?
No option selected

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 | can not comment on protection from pests, | don't know enough about it!

J Harrahs 2018LTP490 | support funding pest control within our precious forest, bush and walk
trails

Geoff Wilson 2018LTP873 Controlling the spread of pests along the (Tinopai) waterfront (ie.

Tinopai Residents mangroves)

and Ratepayers

Improvement

Society

Dylan Lease The 2018LTP881 The TMMT is requesting the NRC consider the purchase of the Tutukaka

Tutukaka Marina slipway. We feel that: There is a real environmental issue without the

Management slipway in Tutukaka Marina. Without a viable infrastructure for boat hull

Trust cleaning, we see future problems keeping not only the Tutukaka Harbour
but the surrounding area ( including the Poor Knights Islands) marine ‘ pest
free.” The TMMT sees real environmental benefits with a workable slipway
and is aware that the Tutukaka Marina is the “gateway” to the Poor Knights
Islands and the Far North

Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 The berms should be freed of noxious weeds like deadly nightshade,
tobacco weed, gorse, kapok plant, wattle trees, flame trees, and exotic
varieties of creepers and climbers. The berm should be freed of kikuyu,
buffalo, and pampas grass that invade pastures. The berm should be freed
of foreign flora like poplar trees. The native forest should be freed of
foreign flora like tobacco weed. The native forest should be freed of foreign
fauna like possums, rabbit, stoats, etcetera. The native forest should be
freed of foreign birds like mynas and magpies, and the native birds and
their song restored

Gavin Carroll 2018LTP262 Please refer to our written submission Submitter comments on concerns

Marsden with the marine biosecurity charge, stating that it is "inconsistent and lacks

Maritime fairness". Submitter is disappointed that the LTP perpetuates the marine

Holdings Ltd biosecurity charging regime, while proposing a change in the council's
approach to funding pest management, by introducing a targeted region-
wide rate, and questions the rationale of funding - biosecurity on land
being seen as a public good, while marine biosecurity seen as a private
good. Submitter also comments that the administrative cost of recovering
costs from vessel and structure owners does not seem to present value for
money, and comments that it would "be more sensible and cost effective
for the council to collect the entire marine biosecurity cost as part of its
new targeted region-wide pest management rate."{Staff summary; please
see original submission}

Alan Agnew 2018LTP989 Submitter comments on weed control and states it is often unclear which
council is responsible {staff summary; please see original submission}

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Submitter comments that "Pest management and the protection of our

Amokura Iwi
Consortium Ltd

taonga species are key issues for Amokura. Amokura supports the
continued funding of this work stream, and would recommend that NRC
and Iwi work collaboratively to identify opportunities for tangata whenua
to be part of the implementation of these programmes in their rohe." {Staff
summary; please see original submission}






Dylan Lease

2018LTP1111

The Tutukaka Marina Management Trust would like to submit a formal
submission for the purchase of the Tutukaka slipway and ask the NRC for its
support for this purchase. We want this purchase to go ahead for the
following reasons: There is a real environmental issue without the slipway
in Tutukaka Marina. Without a viable infrastructure for boat hull cleaning,
we see future problems keeping not only the Tutukaka Harbour, but the
surrounding area (including the Poor Knights Islands), marine-pest free.
Tutukaka Marina will be able to process and certify visiting boats, especially
from the Auckland region, for continued access to the Northland boating
area without risk of spreading marine pests. A solid, workable slipway in
Tutukaka will not only encourage boaties to remain compliant below the
water line but could become a platform for a possible expansion of
Tutukaka Marina. The TMMT sees real environmental benefits with a
workable slipway and is aware that the Tutukaka Marina is the ‘gateway’ to
the Poor Knights Islands and the Far North

Yvonne
Steinemann

2018LTP1309

Submitter agrees with Pest Free 2050 target, the identified high value pest
control areas, and continuation of other pest control projects {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

D & A Washbrook

2018LTP1378

Native life - Happy with what is in place today

Phil Brown
Auckland Council

2018LTP1459

Submitter agrees with council proposal to "significantly expand pest
management programmes in Northland, and building council's capacity for
area-specific pest control programmes, urban pest control, incursion
response, marine pest management, and working collaboratively with
communities"”, and comments on alignment with the Auckland Council
Natural Environment bid on its Long Term Plan. Submitter agrees with the
proposed vessel hull surveillance database and comments this is a
significant improvement to council's marine biosecurity programme.
Submitter comments that this submission has not been before Auckland
council, so cannot be considered to reflect its the views or position, but has
been considered by Auckland Council staff {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Peter Beaven

2018LTP1482

| write in support of the NRC's proposal to increase funding for predator
control, in particular for the Mangawhai/Waipu area where we have a
home in The Sanctuary at Mangawhai Heads. To achieve the Government’s
vision of a predator free New Zealand by 2050, much higher levels of
investment are required by regional councils throughout the country. It is
no different in Hawkes Bay, where | am a regional councillor. At a recent
meeting of interested parties in this subject held at Waipu Cove, no less
than 14 organisations representing hundreds of residents were present.
This speaks of the widespread community desire for increased support at
both regional and national level for such initiatives. Establishing habitat on
the mainland where native bird populations can re-establish is a priority
that no organisation with an environmental mandate can afford to ignore.

Robyn Bigelow

2018LTP1506

Submitter disagrees with the Whangarei Heads Pest Management rate
being removed. Submitter requests that "Backyard Kiwi and Weed Action
Whangarei Heads retain the support of the Northland Regional Council as a
means of continuing to grow these high value community projects." {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Hon John Carter
Far North District
Council

2018LTP1521

FNDC supports increasing the investment in pest management but
highlights the impact on our struggling ratepayers. Given that kauri are a
New Zealand icon and urgent and effective action is needed on Kauri
dieback, we would like to be assured that there is sufficient funding within
the increase to enable NRC, with partners (including MPI, DoC and iwi), to
effectively address the threat in Northland.






Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 The submitter agrees with option 2, and comments that pest management

Kerikeri is becoming an economic development initiative in communities. "We ask

Ratepayers that you put sufficient effort into enabling land managers to do better at

Association managing pests on their own land, in addition to increasing ratepayer
funding towards this activity, and ask council to consider moving towards
charging/penalties for pest control.” Submitter suggests a mixed approach
of 50% targeted /50% region-wide for pest management. "We ask that
ratepayer funding be dedicated to pest reduction, and dealing with
biosecurity incursions, and less on liaison among all those who also have a
role in pest management, or who wish to extend the kiwi corridor." {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Karen Thode Key 2018LTP1041 Submitter comments on their dedication to support the council and

Industries community groups in pest eradication and ecosystem restoration, and
support of Predator Free 2050. Submitter agrees with:"- current
community-led pest eradication and restoration activity in Northland.” -
Explore and support new community initiatives or projects, and
engagement with Northland’s diverse communities. - Share current
innovation and new techniques and tools. - Provide feedback on how key
industries can help, support and network with other groups within the
Northland communities." {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Elizabeth Aaron 2018LTP1058 Submitter comments on high costs of pest control, and role of landowners
to carry out pest control activity without council involvement. Questions
pest free targets and the ongoing costs {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 Native Life - | approve of more attention being given to this topic but any
financial support would be best via each local landcare group to ensure
accountability and longevity. An additional ‘collateral’ benefit from
community landcare groups is the creation of local community cohesion
which ultimately benefits the building of community resilience. As well as
saving our native flora and fauna, the removal of browsing pests builds
resilience of our native forests to withstand increasing extreme weather
events. Submitter asks council to review the use of toxic chemicals in weed
control {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Luana Pirihi 2018LTP1177 2. We support a rate for work on pest (and weed) management in

Northland Northland and ask that this work is community driven

Conservation

Board

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 Aim to Become Pest free - what is the NRC doing about Taiwanese Cherry -

Wright absolutely nothing! So do we really think NRC’s stated aim is realistic?

Jude Thompson 2018LTP1404 Submitter requests: - That NRC provide improved monitoring collectively

Whangaruru and individually of the CPCA’s with a view to ensuring there is longer term

Residents and sustainable funding. - That council look to increase community support to

Ratepayers address the war on weeds in the Whangaruru North area {staff summary;

Association please see original submission}

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 Have a bounty on possums

Leigh Hopper 2018LTP1430 Submitter concerned about the equity of marine biosecurity charge.

Marsden Cove Disappointed that the LTP doesn't address the inequity. Highlights that on

Canals land, council is recognising that biosecurity management is a public good

Management Ltd and is funded by the public purse, but marine biosecurity management is

and Marsden being funded by private vessel and marine structure owners. Submission

Maritime provides detailed rationale to support submitters’ opposition to the marine

Holdings Ltd biosecurity charge (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Beverley Gott 2018LTP1634 In regard to payments for pest control on the Whangarei Heads, many

people contribute out of their own pockets Making a mandatory payment
for pest control is double dipping.. | would like to see how it would be
spent. Nevertheless, | resent the charge.






Piet Nieuwland

2018LTP1730

| strongly support the NRC in its efforts to reduce plant and animal pest
populations in Northland. | support the focus on the 23 large forest tracts
over the next 30 years. There does need to be an acknowledgement of the
role of the Department of Conservation in this and a partnership approach
is supported where ever possible. Additional support is required in other
areas too, so that the potential for reinvasion of pests is minimised
i.e.support is needed in pest control over areas of private land surrounding
the major forests.

Graham Tucker

2018LTP1759

Submitter seeks NRC study the impact of illegal dumping of noxious plants
and that NRC pressure FNDC to provide a green waste facility {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Clea Gardiner
Kiwis for kiwi

2018LTP1750

The NKFWG supports the following: 1. The introduction of a Pest
Management Rate to generate increased funds for community-led pest
control. 2.- Additional funding for High Value Pest Control Areas including
Whangaruru, the Bay of Islands, Tutukaka, Whangarei Heads and
Brynderwyns. 3. Continuation and expansion of Northland Regional
Council’s Community Pest Control Areas

Jeremy Busck
Dragonfly Springs
Wetland
Sancturay

2018LTP2378

Absolutely the NRC should invest more in pest management and strive to
become a pest free region including a bug free region, especially
eradicating the Guava Moth

Ben Tait

2018LTP1794

| strongly support discontinuing the targeted rate on property owners in
the Whangarei Heads area for pest and weed control. Specific communities
should not be burdened with the cost of protecting plants or animals that
are regionally or nationally important or iconic (for example, kiwi). | believe
that if extra funding is required (that is, over and above Department of
Conservation and philanthropic initiatives) then everyone should
contribute

Nienke Van
Dijken T9ourism
Industry Aotearoa

2018LTP1801

Submission notes the areas of investment in the LTP, and the positive
impacts that investment into clean water and pest management will have
on the natural environment and tourism {staff summary; please see original
submission}

Johanna Fritzsch

2018LTP1974

Please avoid applying pesticides and toxins and poison killing. Save our
waterways. Get it done old fashioned. Traps, cutting, planting

Elsa Whitley

2018LTP2226

Continue as is.

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

The current pace until council can show it is effective in reducing pest
species. We have seen a number of instances where, particularly aquatic
pests, have been noticed and then monitored until they are out-of-control
and council says there is nothing they can do.

Christine Thirling
Ruakaka
Recreation Centre
(Inc)

2018LTP2386

Pest, please define






Comments on Whangarei Heads Pest Management Rate

Todd Hamilton
Backyard Kiwi -
WHLF

2018LTP920

Submitter introduces Backyard Kiwi, and acknowledges NRC in funding work
with the CPACA at Whangarei Heads. Discusses the targeted rate set up in 2015,
and the funding model that has proved to be highly successful at the Whangarei
Heads, efficient, effective and accountable, ensuring that all the rates raised in
the area are used for the specified work within the area.

“We have a preference for the current rating system but if a region-wide
increase in the general Pest Management Rate is introduced this should be
instead of the local targeted rate NOT as well as. The current targeted rate only
funds kiwi predator trapping and if other pest control (rats, possums and
increased weed control) are expected as proposed in the LTP, then significant
extra appropriate funding will be required (this has not been budgeted for in the
proposed LTP).”

Submitter would like to see the term ‘Pest Free Northland’ removed from the
LTP and replaced with ‘pest control’, to avoid unrealistic expectations

{more detail in original submission}

Tony Morgan

2018LTP837

We live in Whangarei Heads and support the concept of payment within region-
wide rates. We feel that there was a missed opportunity to increase local
community involvement with the local rate through such things as ballots for
kiwi naming or special trips or privileges etc. With some imaginative marketing
to the people of Whangarei Heads the special rate could have been seen more
positively rather than a targeted tax on the local community for something
benefiting all people of NZ. We would be happy if there was also a reduced local
rate with imaginative marketing. Overall, we are supportive of the draft proposal
and thank the NRC team for their work

Nancy Coates
Parua Bay Garden
Club

2018LTP43

The organisation | represent wishes it to be known that, as ratepayers in the
Whangarei Heads Community, we wish to RETAIN our present pest management
targeted rate, to ensure that all of the excellent pest management groups in this
iconic area continue to have available funding

Robyn Bigelow

2018LTP1506

Submitter disagrees with the Whangarei Heads Pest Management rate being
removed. Submitter requests that "Backyard Kiwi and Weed Action Whangarei
Heads retain the support of the Northern Regional council as a means of
continuing to grow these high value community projects." {Staff summary;
please see original submission}

Beverley Gott

2018LTP1634

Also in regards to payments for pest control on the Whangarei Heads, many
people contribute out of their own pockets, making a mandatory payment for
pest control is double dipping. | would like to see how it would be spent.
Nevertheless, | resent the charge

Ben Tait

2018LTP1794

| strongly support discontinuing the targeted rate on property owners in the
Whangarei Heads area for pest and weed control. Specific communities should
not be burdened with the cost of protecting plants or animals that are regionally
or nationally important or iconic (for example, kiwi). | believe that if extra
funding is required (that is, over and above Department of Conservation and
philanthropic initiatives) then everyone should contribute.

Weed Action
Whangarei Heads

2018LTP1380

Submitter strongly advocates for the continuation of funding for the community-
led work in the Whangarei Heads Pest Management Area, and supports
retaining the Whangarei Heads Pest Management Rate in its current form, as the
best method of levying and managing the funding. Submits that the removal of
the rate is not the best approach for Whangarei Heads pest management work
and residents at this time. Submits that if the region-wide rate does go ahead,
the Whangarei Heads rate is retained, and an exemption from the pest
management portion of general rates demand be granted. Submitter strongly
disagrees with Whangarei Heads ratepayers being in a position to pay rates.
Submission lists the key considerations for this position, including timing of the
rating model, autonomy of the community, security of funding, definition of area
for funding, and transparency {staff summary; please see original submission}






What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 16.35% - 366
Option 1: User-pays (all of those living in and around 2.64% 16.12% 59
affected areas)
Option 2 (our preferred option): Split the cost (50:50 split = 7.50% 45.90% 168
of those in affected areas and all ratepayers)
Option 3: Everyone pays (all ratepayers in Northland) 4.87% 29.78% 109
None of the above (tell us what you think in the 1.34% 8.20% 30
comments box)
[No Response] 83.65% - 1,873
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

A large portion of people who responded to the question of how to fund flood infrastructure supported council’s
preferred option, option 2 — Split the cost (46%). Most of the comments associated with this option indicated a
willingness to pay, noting community responsibility, fairness, maintaining connectivity across the region, and
financial implications across the whole region. Several comments suggested other similar options, including a multi-
tiered funding scheme where a lower amount is paid by all Northlanders, a medium amount to be paid by Far north
residents, and ratepayers in a scheme area paying most. Others suggested the 50/50 arrangement only where
council infrastructure and interests are at risk, that flexibility is needed where new dwellings are built in flood prone
areas, and that the rates be lowered again once infrastructure is in place.

Other supporters of council’s preferred option made comments about global warming and the urgency that is
needed, mentioned the value of NRC expertise and mapping, that compostable erosion control is used so that it
doesn’t pollute when it eventually breaks down, raised concern about the impact of big business on flooding, and
that council should consider a proposal for managed retreat.

Of the 16% who supported option 1 - user-pays, the most common comment was that people who bought land in
flood prone areas should have to pay, as they will benefit the most, this land may have been cheaper, and those who
purchased flood-free land should not have to subsidise them. There were also comments that those who aggravate
flooding, and benefits from draining wetlands etc should also have to pay, and that farmers should pay more.

There were also comments about needing to be mindful about where development goes, and that councils should
not have allowed people to build in these areas, and that council should assume liability for all ill-advised river
reserve plantings by the catchment commission.

A large number of respondents, almost a third, selected option 3 — everyone pays as their preferred option for
funding flood management. Comments associated with this option recognised that there was a need to share the
load, and to get the work done, and that everyone benefits from the work. Specific considerations included the
need to retain populations in these areas to use the roads, and that there are impacts on the economy and the
whole region when floods occur. One submitter questioned other non-core spends when infrastructure is needed.
Submitters commented that there would be an unreasonably high rates burden for people in these areas with any
other option, and that many families in these area are low-income.

Other comments included that council need to clear waterways and remove fallen trees and use works as an
opportunity to create employment.





Submitters who indicated ‘none of the above’ raised concern about rates increases in general and raised issues like
those raised by the user-pays respondents, noting that people shouldn’t be living in flood-prone areas.

Options for funding raised by these submitters included: borrow enough for 30 years then fund via rates; put a levy
on the users of flooded roads; go at a slower pace, reduce the rates; split the costs three ways among all ratepayers,
central government and affected properties; fund works 40:60 where the cost falls slightly more with the people
most affected; split the funding, private vs public, on case by case basis using criteria. Submitters also commented
that locals shouldn’t be charged the targeted rate and the region-wide rate, and that the cost of the flood schemes
needs to be weighed against the costs of the assets that are at risk.

Other comments included that forest removal causes floods, there needs to be consideration of climate change,
locals should be employed, there needs to be more money for flood management strategies within the Waitangi and
other catchments, and general opposition of the schemes with a need for more consultation.

Where no option was selected, there were comments about development in flood-prone areas, opposition to
maintenance of waterways, a request for funding improvisation between regions that have flooding hazards, and
concern about the amount of impermeable surfaces.

What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?
Option 1: User Pays

James McDonald 2018LTP7 I live in a flood prone area but | also purchased both my properties knowing that |
should not make it someone else’s problem

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 This includes NRC which should assume liability for ill-advised river reserve
plantings by Catchment Commission.

Peter Hunt 2018LTP56 I worry that flood protection work may be protecting properties and land that has

always been flood prone and will always be flood prone. Development of and
building on flood prone land needs to be carried out with the flood risk in mind.
User pays helps to focus the mind on that risk

Croydon 2018LTP655 | We pay a targeted rate up the far Far North

Thompson

Yvonne Jackson 2018LTP830 Many new homes have been built knowing that the area is either subject to
flooding or coastal erosion

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | I support flood-prone communities with, OPTION 1: USER-PAYS (current
approach)

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | Submitter suggests that if people choose to live in flood prone areas then they
should pay (Staff summary; please see original submission).

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 | This comes back on NRC and WDC. Allowing people to purchase land that is flood
prone, that WDC/NRC knows and still gives building permits (quite happy to
collect monies from owners of these sections to go ahead and build). Plans
submitted are approved by councils that clearly will end up costing ratepayers!
Some countries have moved towns in flood prone areas - common sense!

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 Farmers and other big users and dischargers should pay proportionally more than
dwellers

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 | What is the point of continuing to prop up the lives of people who choose to

Leonard B remain in harm's way?

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 I am sick of paying for all the * idiots in this place, do you actually understand
that? And as for highways being flooded, well | personally don’t mind the
disruption, what’s a day here and there, don’t involve yourselves trying to control
nature, it just is not going to work

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 | Submitter advises they have lived on flood plains previously and this is a user pays
situation

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 | Towns and cities should not be on flood plains. This is bad planning






Richard Alspach

2018LTP1456

I am strongly in favour of Option 1. In fact, it is a bit cheeky to ask residents of
Kaipara to contribute to flooding elsewhere. We pay for our own and always have
done. Mangawhai Harbour restoration is paid for by residents of Mangawhai.
Raupo Drainage Scheme is paid for by the people within the scheme. Dargaville’s
flood protection is paid for by Dargaville residents. Just under 30 drainage
schemes are all paid for and managed by the people within the individual
catchments. Why now turn around and ask us to pay for everybody else, none of
the schemes being proposed lie with Kaipara District? If the NRC is so keen on
collective contributions in this area, why not construct it so that it looks like your
contributions schedule surrounding public transport? i.e. the collective
contributions come from the districts directly involved

Jonnie France

2018LTP1552

They bought cheap land (because it is ina flood plain) now want everybody else
to pay for flood protection

Chirs Richmond
Living Waters

2018LTP1708

As long as the funding area includes those benefitting from the land use changes
that caused or aggravated the flooding intensity and risk. This includes those
benefitting from the drainage of wetlands, channelisation of floodplains,
clearance of hill forests, etc, within that watershed. It would be unfair to only rate
those benefitting from flood control infrastructure that was needed because of
the actions, or beneficiaries of other’s actions. On the other hand, the fiscal
measures need to provide a disincentive to invest in vulnerable structures on
floodplains, and an incentive to more efficiently manage risk through relocation.
Floodplains used to provide ecosystem services by trapping sediment and
nutrients lost from the land, so protecting lowland and coastal water quality.
Infrastructure should aim to restore rather than diminish those ecosystem
services

Kristi Henare

2018LTP1131

User-pays — ‘contributing for a rainy day’ funds in all areas, especially where work
is urgently required now and in the near future. The weather patterns are
changing meaning this would need to be reviewed season by season

Clive Roberts

2018LTP1224

User-pays

Rachel & Rob
Thompson

2018LTP1340

We ensured we bought good land and looked into flooding etc. and are proactive
in our own drainage issues. This together with district council is adequate for our
farm

Faye Irwin-Erceg

2018LTP1422

Only users who benefit should pay for flood infrastructure - as an ongoing work in
progress. All ratepayers be levied at a minimal tax

Vonnie France

2018LTP1596

They bought cheap land (because it is flood plain) now want everybody else to
pay for flood protection

Karen Urlich

2018LTP1607

I think people should be charged accordingly for where they live - why should we
pay for flood protection if we live on top of a hill?

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

User pay.

Doug France

2018LTP2375

When you buy in a flood plain protect it yourself

What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?
Option 2: Split the costs 50:50 (our preferred option)

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I'd be willing to round up the average increase of $66.59 to $100 to support
additional work and initiatives to go even further
John Owens 2018LTP37 Flooding: Having been through the 2007 Kaeo floods and the ensuing debate as to

the best solution, the reality was that the regional council-led mapping and
engineering plan proved to be right on target. | urge the Kawakawa/Moerewa and
Awanui communities to embrace the expertise the NRC has and don’t waste
months or years with ‘local opinion’ stalling action. The NRC also need to
acknowledge that the personnel they promote to engage with the communities is
extremely important. Currently they have only one credible staff member and that
is Joe Camuso. Others certainly have the knowledge, however not the empathy
that makes people feel they have a personal friend to help them through the
emotional and financial trauma of their own flooding circumstances






John Edmonds 2018LTP45 Use a multi-tiered funding scheme. All of Northland pays a proposed $5 per year.
All the ratepayers in the FNDC area pay increased amount e.g. $20/year. Those in
the Awanui/Kaitaia flood scheme pay a larger flat amount e..g $100/year
maximum. These figures would depend on the total collected to pay for the
proposed payment schedule. Under Option 2, 50% of whichever option is chosen
for the Awanui/Kaitaia flood scheme is paid from the Northland fund. The other
50% is paid from the FNDC and Awanui/Kaitaia flood fund.

Annette Wynyard | 2018LTP71 We all suffer from this flooding so we should all share the cost to fix it

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 | Flooding affects all Northlanders, it has a financial impact that is region-wide as
well as the obvious damage to individual families & businesses

Clifford Terence 2018LTP638 | Where people have knowingly developed property on flood or erosion

Trethewey endangered land they should face user pays BUT where council infrastructure and
interests are also endangered, then option 2 should operate

Julie Hartnell- 2018LTP1066 | | can't prevent people building or buying on flood prone areas, so | shouldn't have

Brown to pay to remedy the consequences of their decision to live in a flood prone area.
However, help from other ratepayers is needed to maintain connectivity (as in
roads)

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 Flooding causes more damage region-wide than anything else. And more to come
with global warming. Hurry up!

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Only if flood prone owners were aware of flooding possibilities before purchase of
land. Councils should not give building permits for flood-prone areas. Council (i.e.
all ratepayers) should be responsible for maintaining and improving public areas
which flood and try to ensure no further flooding - draining, filling, dams, banks
and bunds

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 This is a fair way to deal with floods in Northland

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Frits Schouten 2018LTP35 | do object to being included with the area of Otiria, Moerewa, and Kawakawa. My
residence is Opua and as such | don't live in the Taumarere catchment area.

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 Again council has a key role that it needs to act on and with climate change
leading to greater weather instability this work is becoming even more important.
Northland Regional Council also needs to lift its efforts in advocating to district
councils the need to control subdivision and development in low-lying areas (ie
the areas most at risk from inundation for sea surges, flooding etc). As a
communit,y we have to stop people developing in these high risk areas and then
expecting the rest of the community to pay to "rescue" them

Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 | These are "band aid solutions". What is needed is creation of a dedicated climate

Patuharakeke Te change department/staff. Work on building community resilience and soft options

Iwi Trust Board to flooding as well as managed retreat solutions for severely flood prone areas

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Fair approach

Tanelorn (Mick

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Pat Monro 2018LTP834 Attention to flooding infrastructure is a stop-gap measure. Property owners may
be assisted to move, but at some stage ratepayers must be relieved of this burden
and people that knowingly build in at-risk areas could sign a waiver of Council
responsibility

Joanne Shanks 2018LTP866 I would like the regional council to only use compostable erosion control, as the
erosion control which was put in place 20 years ago on the Ahipara beachfront is
degrading into microplastic and going to sea. Microplastic is a serious threat to sea
life and kaimoana toxicity, please protect our waters and sea life by using
sustainable erosion control

Julianne 2018LTP914 | We will all benefit from resilience in our roading etc.

Bainbridge

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 | | would like to see NRC stepping up to its responsibilities with the Northern

Wairoa river. The district council is expected to manage land drainage but your
own plans says you are responsible for flood protection. However, in the lower
reaches of the Northern Wairoa river this responsibility has by default fallen on
the district council, which is not resourced to perform this task adequately






Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 | Sharing the load builds a sense of community responsibility

Pittman

Marilyn Cox 2018LTP1072 | Although Option 2 sounds about right, | think flexibility is probably needed here.
There are some people who have completely ignored warnings about climate
change and built huge mansions on low-lying areas near the coast or on the top of
eroding cliff faces. | feel a bit resentful when these people, who are often wealthy,
ask NRC ratepayers to fund rock revetment walls and the like to protect their
properties

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 | Itis largely a matter of choice where people live, buying a property that is subject
to flooding or erosion was their choice, so | am reluctant to pay towards their
costs. However, | prefer option 2, because the issue can be large and expensive,
and | would be prepared to pay a few extra dollars in my rates to ensure some of
the problems can be solved.

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Reconnecting Northland recognises the importance of maintaining our roading

Reconnecting and other access in all weathers as being vital to the regional economy

Northland

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 | Sympathy and support for communities suffering from floods - except where

glodde Vision houses were built into obvious flood-prone areas! 50% participation by property

Kerikeri owners is appropriate in view of their increasing property values upon successful
flood control. - Option 3 is not recommendable, because it would make it risk-free
for owners without moral hazard. Request councils not to issue building consents
in flood-prone areas (e.g. Waitotara Dr, Rainbow Falls Rd) or
unsuitable/dangerous coastal areas - irrespective of landowners' pressure

D & A Washbrook | 2018LTP1378 | Floods - Agree option 2 on page 10

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 | Preferred option 2: Resource consents seem to be able to be bought from NRC,
these breaches of the RMA in turn add to climate change. Ratepayers should not
be expected to pick up the bill of big business pollution. Decline consent for large
water taking (eg. Poroti water situation for one, this should never have become
such a huge issue), NRC needs to stand strong with its constituents and not rely on
us to fund these battles with our own money, it seems every news item | heard on
the radio today concerned the little people fighting against businesses with big
money over resource consents, this cannot continue. Northlanders want to
protect what we do have. Decline the Tegel chicken factory (largest ever proposed
in NZ and we don’t even have a NRC office in Dargaville ) proposed on flood zoned
land in the Kaipara, decline the bunds which in turn will displace neighbouring
farmers. Decline the consent to discharge to the Whakahara stream, these a just
some of the examples of the NRC considering allowing overseas investors to
exploit our resources and in turn only damaging the environment. It can only add
to our flooding issues long term. Flooding is our biggest issue in terms of natural
disasters, take it seriously.

D.J Fraser 2018LTP1619 | Work for common good and adjust rates.

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 | We support initiatives that reduce the impact of flooding on Northland

Northland District communities.

Health Board

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 | It floods easily in the Far North.

Ngati Kahu Social

and Health

Services

Tony Collins 2018LTP1147 | Submitter is supportive of the Council’s proposed flood protection investment. In

New Zealand recent years we have experienced many occasions where weather events have

Chambers of impacted heavily on the cost of doing business particularly in some of our regions

Commerce more remote business communities.

Northland

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 | Affected existing properties, also investment in modelling software to ensure that

Sutherland maximum land is available for development whilst minimising the risk of building

on flood prone land.






Dean Baigent- 2018LTP1461 | Submitter agrees with option 2, and comments that the flaw of the LTP is the

Mercer 'business as usual' approach in terms of climate change. Submitter comments on
limiting future flood works in Kaeo, and proposes the council collect funds to
lobbying central government to move SH10 inland, and " for strategic use for short
term fixes and maintenance of existing infrastructure". The submitter proposes a
'managed retreat approach to move roads inland and higher above sea level. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Stevie-Jeanne 2018LTP1572 | Kaitaia.

Smith

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Agreed.

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 | After flood infrastructure is in place, | would like to know that ratepayers would

then have a decrease in rates again.

What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?
Option 3: Everyone pays

John Geraets 2018LTP8 Prefer to share the load.

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Why do we have to contribute to prestige projects in Whangarei like the Toll
stadium and the Hundertwasser Museum (Hundertwasser had nothing to do with
Whangarei), yet infrastructure projects are to be funded from general funds and
local area contributions!

Asta Wistrand 2018LTP19 Stop new developments happening in areas that are at risk of floods present and
future. We need to consider moving populations away from these areas.

Charnelle 2018LTP93 Floods everywhere and we all need to use the roads

Ngawati

N & M Mandala 2018LTP128 Pave the roads. Most of NZ has paved roads and 2 lane bridges. Put more money
in the outlying regions.

Heather Gray 2018LTP286 | do agree with how we should all pay to help the flooding But | think we should
look at clearing the waterways first remove the fallen trees dig out the slilt.

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 | | attended the Kaitaia workshop. | thought the councillor speaking at the start said
that $15 per ratepayer would fund half the cost of all flood schemes. If that is so i
would support $30 per ratepayer, if there was no other cost to affected areas.

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 | Asyour own document noted, “Northland gets hit with heavy rain, relatively
frequently” and “flooding is the most common natural hazard that the region
faces.” Why go part-way for those communities? Just get the work done or those
communities that do flood will always find it hard to prosper and grow as they will
continue to be paying for (or claiming on their insurance) flood damage.

Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 | The 'Everyone pays' approach should be taken across the Council's activities unless
there is an identified private benefit to an individual or company. The same
approach should be taken with the Marine Biosecurity Charge where there is a
public benefit and no private benefit to boat owners who already maintain their
hulls.

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | feel that this option would be a lot better as there are many families that can not
afford option 2

K White 2018LTP534 It affects everyone

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 | Every one benefits, every one pays.

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 | Flood infrastructure ought to be funded by all ratepayers in Northland. It is totally

Neera Otiria
marae

unconscionable for NRC to proposed such hefty rate increases for affected areas,
particularly when these areas are largely low economic, Maori families who are
barely able to meet the daily costs of living. The preferred option detrimentally
affects Northland communities - by increasing poverty levels and decreasing home
stability (insurance/ownership).






Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 | Submitter agrees with option 3, and considers option 2 (whilst not preferred) as

Far North District better that the current user pays approach. Submitter comments on burden of

Council targeted rates on communities such as Awanui. Submitter encourages council to
look at other funding options for work that is required as a result of climate
changes. "We also ask that NRC consider whether operational expenditure on
flood mitigation should also be spread across the region’s ratepayers. New works
and improvements are generally funded by debt, but the ongoing costs
(maintenance, operations and renewals) are generally funded from rates. To keep
these ongoing costs affordable, we ask that NRC consider whether it would be
equitable and affordable to fund these costs from a regional rate (at either 50% or
100% or somewhere in between)." {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 | Same as both comments above. If we are going to spend ratepayers money ensure

CBEC we get more than the single outcome e.g. jobs and economic development.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 | Submitter notes that in recent years, the Far North has experienced significant

Pou Herenga Tai flooding, and the LTP document notes the levels. The Trust sees this project as one

Twin Coast Cycle that will bring real benefit to the community/trail users given parts of the cycle

Trail Trust trail are prone to flooding, specifically Moerewa, Otiria, Taumarere-Kawakawa and
the Hokianga Harbour. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Fiona King 2018LTP1664 | Submitter comments on differences and unfairness between rural and urban
rates. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Robin Schiff 2018LTP1670 | Flood protection important.

Alison Inch 2018LTP1120 | The blame is not on the people of the area but maybe the have responsibility eg
farmers, knowing about blocking streams without permittable and good reasons
eg don't overstock for the areas resource may not be able to sustain aqua life

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 | Floods effect the economy of the region, and therefore it is fairer for all ratepayers
in Northland to pay. Floods also cause social problems that are difficult to
overcome in the short term. We don't want to end up like Edgecomb with a town
that was devastated by floods because of years of inaction at the Council level. In
Northland the problems are well known. Time to start funding the solutions.

Jackie Simkils 2018LTP2167 | If Kaitaia floods all of the people living in this rural community will be affected not
just those living in flood prone areas. It is both a government and local body
responsibility to keep people safe.

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 | Flooding affects everyone - especially low lying roads SH10 especially.

What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?
None of the above

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Fritz Blackburn 2018LTP72 Forget wasting our rates on flood-prone areas! People building there commit the
folly at their OWN expense. WITHDRAW from such areas is the answer! (as in
Christchurch, sorry to say) Do not make people who invested in safer areas pay for
those fools who exposed themselves!

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 | We already pay far too much money into rates. | think the council should be
footing the bill and do what ever needs to be done. We own two properties in
Kaitaia in the flood zone and they are all the income we have to live on most of
the time. Most of that income goes on Rates!

Charles Ngawati 2018LTP406 | oppose strongly this scheme. All plans need to be put on hold until all
landowners have been contacted and options discussed in full for the Otiria
spillway propoisal, covering Waiharakeke stream. As a landowner who will be
drastically affected by this proposal, and was not contacted prior to the meeting
held recently in Otiria | oppoes this strongly.

M Boote 2018LTP581 | Borrow enough to fund 30yrs. Then by rates.

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP640 Mangawhai Artists Inc asks that any spending on flood control does not conflict or
contribute to reducing funding for Creative Northland

Brian Bellas 2018LTP1008 | Everyone who replied to the recent census can be classed as a road user and as

such a small levy on road users as we travel on/in flooded roads regularly and can
be the only source of survival






Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 | Submitter does not support ratepayers funding costs of flood control

Ngunguru infrastructure in new developments in flood and tsuanmi hazard zones, even with

Sandspit mitigating measures in place. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Protection

Society

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant
the forests.

Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 | Slow it all down, reduce the rates. The job will still get done and the residents will
still have money to spend locally

Melanie Miller 2018LTP1240 | The cost of current major flood infrastructure should be split 33:33:34 between
those living in affected areas, all ratepayers, and Central government. Its essential
to think long-term and design much more robust flood protection systems that
will be able to cope with future climate change - increasingly greater floods,
greater storm surges and rising sea level in future. Constantly patching up
inadequate systems is a waste of ratepayer or taxpayer funds. Moreover, it is
irresponsible to allow new development in areas that will be subject to flood risk
in future due to climate change or other factors. It is essential to change the
resource consent conditions and building / development rules so that new
buildings or development will NOT be permitted on land that is likely to be classed
as a flood risk zone in future, or at risk of a future rise in sea level or storm surges
in future. Its important to stop all development now in such areas. Alternatively,
as a fallback, if councils continue to allow new buildings or development on land
that is likely to become a flood risk zone in future, the ratepayers should not be
responsible for paying for it, and building / development consents must require
the owner to (a) pay for all necessary flood protection infrastructure to be built to
protect the new property at the time of building (as part of the building consent),
and (2) the owner must be legally obliged to have comprehensive flood insurance
at all times.

Tanya Cook 2018LTP1033 | Rather than 50:50, | think it should be 40:60, where the cost falls slightly more
with the people most affected and therefore those that will benefit the most.

Chris Richmond 2018LTP1377 | Submitter recognises that the amalgamation of the Waitangi River Liaison Group

Waitangi (for flow and flood management) and the Catchment Water quality group is

Catchment Group efficient and promotes more integrated management of flows and water quality.
However we would like to see more funds being put into developing river and
flood management strategies within the Waitangi and other catchments to model,
test and optimise true integrated catchment management.

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 | Federated Farmers agrees that protecting people from floods is important, and

Federated does not oppose the Council’s proposal to provide to provide new flood

Farmers of New infrastructure, but considers that, ideally, new infrastructure should be paid for by

Zealand the direct beneficiaries of the spending, those living in or around the affected
area. Thus Federated Farmers supports Option 1, ‘user-pays’. However, where
there are roads that are in low population areas and which need protection from
flooding, then it is considered that the public is a considerable beneficiary, of flood
spending, in that having a useable roading network benefits the whole population,
so Federated Farmers considers that Option 2 is justifiable is such cases. (Refer
submission for further details)

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | Submitter comments that costs of flood protection should be considered against

Kerikeri potential losses, and that local people benefit economically from the works.

Ratepayers Submitter comments on the 50/50 approach. {Staff summary; please see original

Association submission}

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 | Submitter suggests that rather than identifying only the cost of the flood

Paihia & Districts
Residents &
Ratepayers
Association

protection works, it is necessary to consider the value of assets at risk should the
modelled floods occur - and then ask can we afford NOT to spend X amount to
prevent that from happening. Also suggests locals be employed to build flood
management infrastructure. Submitter suggests that the funding split (private vs
public) be determined case by case using criteria. Submitter suggests its unfair to
charge landowners a targeted rate for their local scheme AND then have to pay
the regional rate to subsidise others. Submitter suggests that the same ‘split the
cost’ method should apply to all other natural hazard mitigation works the NRC






ought to be involved in. Flood protection, is more important than new Art
Galleries, new sports facilities, and new ‘economic development’ ventures. (Staff
summary, please see original submission).

Lynn Masters

2018LTP1992

Submitter disagrees with increase in Awanui flood scheme due to limited numbers
of people paying for this. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Peter Skrine

2018LTP2188

Leave as it is.

Ross Clark

2018LTP1170

Submitter comments on expected increased demand on storm/flood water with
increasing extreme weather events, and highlights alternatives to reduce storm
water, and alternative uses of waste water. Submitter questions council's role in
flood protection, and who should pay for the work. Questions whether council
should be mitigating sea level rise or considering relocation/retreat. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Moana Henare

2018LTP1219

User pays

Colin Stewart

2018LTP1658

Funding for flood infrastructure should only come from the ratepayers of
properties that will gain from this. The sale value of their properties will reflect
their investment many times over! Why should anyone else be made to help fund
this that will not get any financial or otherwise benefit?

Jackie Simkins
Claud Switzer
Memorial Trust

2018LTP2277

Submitter supports regional funding. Submission includes detailed reasons for
whey the cost of flooding infrastructure in Kaitaia shouldn't just be borne by
Kaitaia ratepayers. Submitter believes that central and local government should be
coming to the party. Submission talks about the vulnerability of the residents at
the submitter's rest home (The Claud Switzer Home). The rest home has 90
residents and is located right next to the Tarawhataroa Stream. (Staff summary;
refer original submission).

What is your preferred option for funding flood infrastructure?
No option selected

Gillian Houghton | 2018LTP22 Among other things my priority to support is for the following Floods “Should we all
chip in to help flood-prone areas? Should we proceed with new flood protection
infrastructure for Whangarei, Awanui, Kaeo, Taumarere and Panguru? | have
written in the past regarding NO maintenance on our waterways. | must confess the
new Mayor seems to be actively trying to correct this problem. Our Lands are not
productive due to flooding, also the neighbouring forest causes debris to rise and
damage our fence lines (I have photo evidence of damaged fence lines and flooding)

Joanna Bock 2018LTP73 Hello, After viewing the map of the flood zoning related to Allen Bell drive we have
located our property and we are not in the red zone, why are we being included into
a payment plan which is going to be added to our rates in order to repair the flood
upgrade project. Regards Joanna Bock

J Harrahs 2018LTP490 | support funding improvisation between regions that have a flooding hazard
problem.

Geoff Wilson 2018LTP873 * Flood control over the (Tinopai) waterfront reserves, which are covered on king

Tinopai Residents tides.

and Ratepayers

Improvement

Society

Elizabeth Aaron 2018LTP1058 | Submitter comments that floods are a major issue and of supreme importance to
people living in vulnerable areas. Submitter questions why councils permit houses
to be built at sea level, and highlights opinion that building near sea level should be
at owners risk, not ratepayers'. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Christie 2018LTP24 Hi | own in marreine place tokerau beach. The end of the street always and | mean

Lawrence always floods and it just sits there stagnant. It’s so bad | often wonder if the
neighbours can even get to their house it’s so deep. Please help us it has alway been
this way, there has been no funding or remedies put in place to resolve this issue.

Robert Moore 2018LTP26 Submitter states that any work undertaken should be paid for by all ratepayers or by

the people owning properties in the flood areas {staff summary; please see original
submission}






D King 2018LTP887 | With all this proposed infrastructure for all these locations? What about Kaitaia and
the surrounding areas and the absolute zero flood management we have in the Far
North. Despite the council allowing our homes to be built on flood areas? Do zero
and happily collect our high rates?

Alan Agnew 2018LTP989 Submitter disagrees with paying extra rates to help farmers on swamps and other
floodable areas {staff summary; please see original submission}

Rangimarie Price | 2018LTP998 | Submitter agrees with "the continued investment into flood protection works that

Amokura lwi effect our vulnerable communities. The rural isolation of a lot of our Maori

Consortium Ltd communities are susceptible to the effects of flooding and any infrastructure
investment that could alleviate future damage from these events is important"
{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Felicity Foy 2018LTP1590 | Submitter objects to increasing rates for flood mitigation works for farms,
particularly as an assessment of financial implications for farms has not been
included as part of the LTP information {Staff summary; please see original
submission}.

Jeremy Busck 2018LTP2378 | Submission raises concern that the amount of impermeable mass from

Dragonfly Springs developments will end up creating more flooding problems: "The NRC wants Public

Wetland approval for more flood protection for place like Kaeo, Kaitaia etc including

Sancturay Whangarei. Put the ambulance at the top of the cliff drive for more permeable
mass, as Dr. David T Suzuki says "The answer lies in Nature " The NRC must take a
leadership role in this vital function of Storm Water Management. The sediment and
pollution flowing down Storm Water drains is colossal." {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 | We should have targeted rates.

Wright






What is your preferred option for the Awanui/Kaitaia flood scheme?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 15.01% - 336
Option 1 (our preferred option): Upgrade to handle bigger 9.92% 66.07% 222
floods (an extra $15M spend)
Option 2: Make repairs but don’t upgrade (an extra 2.99% 19.94% 67
$7.9M spend)
None of the above (tell us what you think in the 2.10% 13.99% 47
comments box)
[No Response] 84.99% - 1,903
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The majority of submitters who responded to the question of flood works for Awanui/Kaitaia agreed with Option 1
(our preferred option), to upgrade the scheme to handle bigger floods. 66% of respondents agreed with this option,
with many of the comments echoing the message “Just get it done”. Other comments noted the need to be forward
thinking, consider the chaos and disruption that floods bring, think long term, that there’s no other choice, and
noted the increase of severe weather events as a result of climate change.

There were also comments, similar to those received as feedback on the Flood Infrastructure Rate, about buildings
being located in flood-prone areas, and affected people needing to pay. Questions about how the scheme would be
paid for were raised, and it was noted that central government should contribute and that funding should not be
borne only by local ratepayers, while other comments noted that all ratepayers should cover the cost of protecting
public areas.

20% of people who responded to the question selected Option 2, to make repairs only, with more similar comments
about building in flood zones. Funding comments included that the work should be done over a longer period, that
rating is unfair between urban and rural, that the work plan should be reviewed and made more cost effective, that
the whole region should pay as communities cannot afford the rates, and that the rates should be dropped when the
work is completed. There was a comment that the correct option will be determined by the outcome of funding
models and what people can afford.

There were also comments about a lack of knowledge about the scheme and that the community should pay
attention to the knowledge and mapping held by NRC.

Submitters who selected ‘none of the above’ noted the impact of climate change and forest clearance, the need to
consider adaptation in the long term rather than stop-gap measures, recommended redeveloping lake and wetland
areas, and other options such as a planting programme for the whole catchment.

Funding comments included that enough rates had been paid, noted support for user pays, that council should stay
within current budget and just be more effective, and that work should be funded more from urban than rural
ratepayers.

Submitters that made comment without selecting an option noted both general agreement and disagreement with
the scheme and echoed the comments mentioned above. There were also comments about the equity of farmers
paying for flood mitigation that benefits the urban community, and questioning the cost for landowners further
down the river.





Option 1 (our preferred option): Upgrade to handle bigger floods (an extra S15M spend)

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 But only if flood prone owners were aware of flooding possibilities before purchase
of land. Councils should not give building permits for flood-prone areas. Council (i.e.
all ratepayers) should be responsible for maintaining and improving public areas
which flood and try to ensure no further flooding - draining, filling, dams, banks and
bunds new owners should be aware of flooding propensity before buying.

Henrietta Mac 2018LTP25 Option 1= upgrade to handle the bigger floods. | believe that we should be forward

Clure thinking and I think that this is the best option, particularly thinking of the amount
of rain that we have experiencing and the amount of chaos and disruption to our
lives caused by flooding. however will the consequent rate rise, to pay for it, be
applicable to all ratepayers in the region or just the ones [like me] who already pay
as they are in the flood zone? aprox how long will the debt take to pay off and will
you be able to get a low or no interest loan? From a personal perspective i will find
an extra 170.50 p.a quite hard to cope with as i am a superannuant.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Yes, If people and property require additional protection.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 This option would be a lot better in the long term

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 No choice - these areas WILL flood again we have to do this work BUT we must also
stop allowing foolish development to occur which exacerbates the risk

J Bridgford 2018LTP122 | Stop flooding as best as possible

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 | We are seeing more frequent and more severe flooding events. We must be
prepared for this emerging trend, and include the Northern Wairoa river.

Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 | Floods on a larger scale are part of climate change. We need to be prepared for and

Pittman to manage the future.

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | With climate change causing large storm events this work will be required.

Reconnecting

Northland

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 | Do it right for long term effect

glodde Vision

Kerikeri

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 | Preferred option 1: Difficult issue as you could pour a lot of money into maintaining
and/or upgrading, and this will only increase with dramatic climate change effects.
Climate change needs to be addressed at the source, NRC can help to do that by
doing the job it has been assigned, caring for the environment. It seems clear that
more consideration towards the RMA is essential.

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Not investing in upgrades and just doing repairs will bite us back in the medium to
long term

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 | A properly engineered upgrade will become cost effective quickly rather than
patching up the existing system often.

M Boote 2018LTP581 Do it once, do it well

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 | Asyour own document noted, “Northland gets hit with heavy rain, relatively
frequently” and “flooding is the most common natural hazard that the region faces”
Why go part-way for those communities? Just get the work done or those
communities that do flood will always find it hard to prosper and grow as they will
continue to be paying for (or claiming on their insurance) flood damage.

Brian Bellas 2018LTP1008 | If more money means a better flood scheme by all means option 1 but will it create
more jobs in the area.

Fay Stanton 2018LTP1027 | Do it once and do it right.

Mischa Davis 2018LTP1744 | We recognise that flooding is the most frequent natural hazard affecting the

Northland Fish Northland region and that flood control schemes need to be invested in to reduce

and Game Council the risk flooding poses to lives, property and wildlife habitat

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Climate change is already affecting rainfall patterns. Northland is predicted to get a
lot wetter.

Kyla Tiri 2018LTP2189 | Prevention is always best.

Tui Ussher 2018LTP2069 | But after the upgrade will our rates decrease?






Jackie Simkils 2018LTP2167 | Again this is the responsibility of everyone. However, the govt need to contribute
more to protection and prevention rather than rebuilding after the event.

Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 | Submitter believes the flood scheme needs to be able to handle a 1 in 100 year

Claud Switzer event (not the current 1 in 30 year event). However as outlined above, believes the

Memorial Trust funding should not just be borne by local ratepayers. (Staff summary; refer original
submission).

Lynda Thompson | 2018LTP2310 | Option 1 is essential

Option 2: Make repairs but don’t upgrade (an extra $7.9M spend)

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 Its nothing to do with me | don’t live there.

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 Towns and cities should not be on flood plains. This is bad planning.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 Has no impact on Pou Herenga Tai - Twin Coast Cycle Trail.

Pou Herenga Tai

Twin Coast Cycle

Trail Trust

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 | don't know what actually needs to be done!

John Owens 2018LTP37 Flooding: Having been through the 2007 Kaeo floods and the ensuing debate as to
the best solution, the reality was that the Regional council led mapping and
engineering plan proved to be right on target. | urge the Kawakawa/Moerewa and
Awanui communities to embrace the expertise the NRC has and don’t waste months
or years with "local opinion' stalling action. The NRC also need to acknowledge that
the personnel they promote to engage with the communities is extremely
important. Currently they have only one credible staff member and that is Joe
Camuso. Others certainly have the knowledge, however not the empathy that
makes people feel they have a personal friend to help them through the emotional
and financial trauma of their own flooding circumstances.

John Edmonds 2018LTP45 Depending on the proposed funding model totals this will determine which option
for the scheme is the financially viable one. Option 2 is most likely to be the one be
chosen which means the Tarawhataroa stream part of the overall works will have to
go onto pay as we go. If it is determined that Option 1 is the only to be chosen then
the proposed funding option 3 is the only viable one to pay for it. This is where
everyone in Northland pays $14.25 per year on each property. It must be
remembered that those ratepayers who are in the Awanui/Kaitaia flood scheme are
already paying a large repairs and maintenance payment every year for the life of
the Awanui/Kaitaia flood scheme. These proposed capital works are an extra burden
and we don't want to get into the situation where the operation was a success but
the patient died.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter makes comments but unable to decipher hand writing.

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Again along with the work the FNDC is doing this is adequate.

Thompson

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 As long as you keep it all in good order.

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 Not at this stage - say 5-10 years hence

Fiona King 2018LTP1664 Submitter comments that rating is unfair between urban and rural, that work can be
done over a longer period, and proposes an annual community based approach as
more affordable. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Leah Frieling 2018LTP1952 Carry on doing the work being done at present, no need to try to do it all in one
year. Community can't afford it. House rentals will increase to cover the rates.

Kevin King 2018LTP1926 But a urgent need to review the work plan. Believe it can be done more cost
effective. Disagree with the rating: Rural areas 81% per ha - should be per
assessment as urban people.

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 As in previous question - after it is paid, return rates to previous amount.






None of the above

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 If flood are a risk, we should take action, to prevent damage. | don't feel qualified to
make comment above this

Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 Up to the community of Awanui/Kaitaia

Patuharakeke Te

Iwi Trust Board

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 It's all going under water with climate change based on NRCs coastal mapping so
spend the money on moving the town.

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 See previous comment + Redevelop Lake Tangonge as a Lake and wetland area to
cope with floodwater regardless of cost.

F Halkyard 2018LTP321 This is the only time | hear from you, when you want money. I've never replied
because I'm a pensioner. | feel ripped off. | pay my rates, water rates. | feel I've paid
enough to cover floods too.

Pat Monro 2018LTP834 Attention to flooding infrastructure is a stop gap measure. Property owners may be
assisted to move but at some stage ratepayers must be relieved of this burden and
people that knowingly build in at risk area could sign a waiver of Council
responsibility. | think we must take care not to spend large amounts of money on
stop gap measures. Some mitigation as an interim is appropriate but the emphasis
must be on adaptation for the long term.

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Can't comment on this as | don't know enough about the flood scheme. | would like
to see what has been done, what needs to be done and where are the most likely
affected areas

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays

Tanya Cook 2018LTP1033 Don’t know enough about this, to comment sorry.

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Look at other options first e.g. planting programme for the whole catchment. |

CBEC would want to see a detailed option plan before spending more money to try and
solve the problem at the wrong end.

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 Should be targeted rate. They bought cheap land.

D.J Fraser 2018LTP1619 Not enough info re degraded land etc.

James McDonald | 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people

Klaus Kurz 2018LTP17 user shall pay

Asta Wistrand 2018LTP19 Change land usage to something that will not be damaged by sea level rises and
increased flooding..

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 Should follow general user pays principles funded by special rate to spread cashflow
implication. If capital works justified should borrow with special rate covering
interest.

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Annette Wynyard | 2018LTP71 It is out of my area so | have no say.

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We already pay far too much money into rates. | think the council should be footing
the bill and do what ever needs to be done. We own two properties in Kaitaia in the
flood zone and they are all the income we have to live on most of the time. Most of
that income goes on Rates!

Croydon 2018LTP655 Targeted rates to the area concerned

Thompson

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 You have the money already.....use it

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 Use the current funding from rates more efficiently. The extra work is to improve
the urban area...Rural will pay more but only benefit as a side effect of the urban
improvements. If more work is to be done it should be funded more from the urban
area than is proposed. And more from outlying areas that benefit from the town not
being flooded but pay little or nothing towards Kaitaia's flood protection.

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 I don’t support the proposed new flood works.






Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 Northland Regional council should do what everyone else is doing (including other
government agencies) - increase productivity, stop ineffective programmes,
prioritise, use evidence of what works to get better outcomes, work collaboratively
across the organisation and with others, and introduce new programmes using
existing resources that have been freed up by these actions and use it's borrowing
capacity for capital projects.

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 Should be targeted rate. They brought cheap land

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood

Paihia & Districts protection works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible),

Residents & getting these works into place. (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Ratepayers

Association

Merr Payne 2018LTP1781 Submitter makes suggestions for management of flood water in Kaitaia {staff
summary; please see original submission}

Peter Skrine 2018LTP2188 Leave it as is.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Pay for it yourself

No option selected

Robert Moore

2018LTP26

In regards to the flood protection work for Awanui Kaitaia | do not support this
scheme ( $15M upgrade ) and believe any work undertaken should be paid for by all
ratepayers or by the people owning properties in the flood areas. | have a property
in Takahue and therefore | pay for this work which has nothing to do with me , you
are charging me for water running off my property and then down a river to a place
where it has always flooded and in fact was swamp land originally , so if people
were so stupid to build in theses areas why do the sensible people that live on high
land have to pay for their stupidity. | am charged by your council because water
runs off my property into the Takahue river and yet FNDC collects water from the
river for use by properties in the Kaitaia Awanui area and yet does not pay me for
the water ! Sounds like | am being ripped off here doesn't it ! | would support the
$7.9M repairs with the cost shared by all ratepayers in Northland.

Bill Hakyard

2018LTP760

Thank you for the letter 6 March inviting my feedback as follows: 1) Northland, and
especially the Far North, is an area of high deprivation 2) Awanui and Kaitaia are
communities with very little disposable income 3) This additional rate will impose
great hardship on these communities 4) Central government should pay any
shortfall since this is infrastructure work to protect its citizens 5) We already get a
raw deal in Northland with badly maintained roads, withdrawal of air services to
Kaitaia by Air NZ etc, so central govt should do more for us.

D King

2018LTP887

With all this proposed infrastructure for all these locations? What about Kaitaia and
the surrounding areas and the absolute zero flood management we have in the Far
North. Despite the council allowing our homes to be built on flood areas? Do zero
and happily collect our high rates?

Hon John Carter
Far North District
Council

2018LTP1521

FNDC supports proposals for flood works for Awanui/Kaitaia

Felicity Foy

2018LTP1590

Submitter questions the equity of the flood mitigation proposal on the grounds
farmers (rural zoned land) are expected to pay for flood mitigation, when the
benefit of the flood protection works accrue in urban areas. The submitter also
states specific details about the financial cost should have been provided and
notified as part of the LTP and questions the ability of NRC to increase any rates on
farm land /rural land outside of the Kaitaia urban areas without consulting the
public and/or landowners/ratepayers about the potential financial implications
{staff summary; please see original submission}






Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. {Staff summary; please

Ratepayers see original submission}

Association

Anthony Salked - | 2018LTP29 Personally, I'd be happy to pay for the repair work at $7.9M, and spend the rest (up

Blears to 15M) on flood prevention. For example, | live in the foothills of the Raitea range
and behind me are bare hills at 40 degree + slopes that, 100 years ago, were
covered in bush. Now they are degraded, slip-prone kikuyu pastures that provide
profit for one farmer and misery for everyone downstream as they exasperate
flooding. These hills, and many more around the Kaitaia catchment area, should be
put back into trees. That's a project | would support.

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

J Harrahs 2018LTP490 | support

Fay Stanton 2018LTP871 Yes, we are totally in agreement with the first option, the full upgrade at a cost of
S15M.

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Focus on increasing hill county & Catchment water absorption for peak flood flows

Diana Ngapo 2018LTP1727 New floodworks. | do not like either proposal. The upgrades appear to be all about
remedies for Kaitaia. The cost for landowners further down the river does not
appear to be reflected in either proposal costs. Where in the proposal is any so
called remedial work for them that they have to pay the higher costs. | want to be
able to see a plan of option 1 proposal so | can make a more informed decision.
Option 1 at $15M is over double the cost of Option 2 with the extra cost being
allocated to the diversion. Since the Awanui river is tidal for a fair way, what
measures have been investigated about improving the water flow to allow water to
run better and there by alleviating flooding back up. Do the proposals have any
allocation for river maintenance ?

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 No increase to what it is now - only a few of us are paying so no more increases. If

you charge everyone the same this would be ok - not just a few of us.






Kerikeri - Do you agree with our proposal to not re-strike the rate and
spend the reserve on this flood scheme.

Number of Responses

Agree
Disagree
Neutral

[No Response]
Total

Summary

% Total % Answer Count
13.22% - 296
4.96% 37.50% 111
1.97% 14.86% 44
6.30% 47.64% 141
86.78% - 1,943
100.00% 100.00% 2,239

37.5% of people agreed with council’s proposal not to re-strike the flood management rate, with mixed comments
supporting ongoing work, and noting financial implications. There were comments about increasing needs for flood
and stormwater management, that development should not have occurred in a flood zone, and questioning whether
the reserve could be spent on an option for the storage of water.

Of those that disagreed, comments were made that the works are not supported, that they should be user pays, that
the rate should continue until there are funds for future flood protection, and provided ideas of other areas where
the reserve could be spent.

Submitters who were neutral or didn’t select an option made comments about the accuracy of computer modelling
and urged close monitoring.

Response: Agree

Kerikeri

James McDonald | 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I don't live in this area and can't comment on the proposal, but I'm willing to
contribute to it with the region-wide rate

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 This is urgent and the funds should be spent. There are many houses now affected by
potential floods. Do more to protect the community in the future.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 If people and property require additional protection.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 This additional money would make a big difference in reducing the impact of flood
events

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 There is only so much people can afford. An ageing population want to stay in their
own homes till their death - but at what cost?

Julianne 2018LTP914 As population increases and there is more land use change to housing and roading the

Bainbridge strain on stormwater systems is going to increase.

John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 As a Member of Kerikeri - Waipapa flood scheme the plan needed to include storage

Taiamai ki te of water as an option? Was never discussed in the first proposal. Maybe the $400,000

Marangai can be focused on that option?

Resource

Management

Unit

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Agreeable because the funding has been provided by the impacted properties only:

glodde Vision no building should have happened in this flood-prone area. This project favours






properties which were developed in spite of knowing about the flood risks, and thus
the owners and developers should bear full cost of flood mitigation.

Chirs Richmond 2018LTP1708 Living Waters BOI was part of the River Liaison Group for this system and cautioned

Living Waters about the need to ensure that flood control at one location did not cause problems
with erosion and/or flooding downstream. We also argued that any reduction in
floodplain functioning should not cause a nett increase in sediment or nutrients
transported to coastal waters

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood protection

Paihia & Districts
Residents &
Ratepayers
Association

works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible), getting these
works into place. Have assumed they agree. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Response: Disagree

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

Marianne Clark 2018LTP44 If you already have a rate in place for this | think you should keep it going and that will
build the reserves for future flood protection in this area, while you spend the reserve
that is there now

Charnelle 2018LTP93 Re-strike the rate

Ngawati

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | don’t support the proposed new flood works.

Tremaine 2018LTP976 Smaller towns like Kaikohe or Hokianga

Poutama

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 This area is expanding and this should be userpays now for future works.

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 User pays.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 The land was cheaper because of flooding so they pay all costs.

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 This region is getting a lot of support already and growing communities that mean

Turner more capital available within the area

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 I can think of a lot of places the reserve could be spent in the Hokianga, like sorting
out the flooding issues at Panguru, where the school regularly closes and kids are
deprived of an education at Panguru Area School, missing what | understand was 40
days of school in 2017, 27 days in 2016 and 23 days in 2015. | think this should be top
priority and not left until 2023. Which would affect the education of hundreds more
students. Kerikeri is a wealthy community and can afford more for their flooding
protection, whereas Panguru is very poor and deprived. The Hokianga needs to feel it
is getting value for the rates it pays NRC, it probably does but it needs to see progress.

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Don't agree. Same as above, what are the options to conventional digger work.

CBEC

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 User pays.

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 (Roads to Kaitaia.) Spend this on Kaeo and the Ohaewai flooding to connect Kaitaia
during flooding period.

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Charge everyone in their regions not just a few farms

Response: Neutral/No option selected

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We don't have property here so it doesn't affect us, does it? Not sure as haven't been
here long. Our property is in Kaitaia and Horeke.

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 Will this be an effective use of funds?

Croydon 2018LTP655 Live up the Far North and have targeted rate e.g. Motutangi drainage area

Thompson






Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter questions whether computer modelling is accurate enough to make
informed decisions. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Can't comment on this as | don't know enough about the flood scheme. | would like to
see what has been done, what needs to be done and where are the most likely
affected areas

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 General comments: - A need for serious monitoring! - There will always be serious
rain and consequent flooding - Educate the public to cope and report significant
changes Need to prioritise

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri
Ratepayers
Association

planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. {Staff summary; please see
original submission}






Kaeo-Whangaroa: Do you agree with our proposal to spend an extra
$1.15M on this flood scheme?

Number of Responses

Agree
Disagree
Neutral

[No Response]
Total

Summary

% Total % Answer Count
14.16% - 317
8.71% 61.51% 195
1.21% 8.52% 27
4.24% 29.97% 95
85.84% - 1,922
100.00% 100.00% 2,239

The majority of submitters who responded to the proposal for Kaeo-Whangaroa agreed with the proposal to spend
an extra $1.15 million. Comments included acknowledgement that there are serious flooding issues and a need to
reduce the impact of flooding to protect people and property, with a feeling that there is no other choice.
Comments also acknowledged that the area is an important transport link, and an area that needs a sustainable

solution.

Comments from people who disagreed included several on managed retreat, moving the township or bypassing it.
There were also comments on climate change and deforestation, and that it should be user pays. Comments from
people who were neutral or didn’t select an option also discussed managed retreat, with a comment that everyone

should pay.

Response: Agree

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 If people and property require additional protection.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Essential link area to the Far North for locals and tourist industry.

Turner

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | do agree with this because it would reduce the impact that flooding would have on
Kaeo-Whangaroa

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 No choice - these areas WILL flood again we have to do this work BUT we must also
stop allowing foolish development to occur which exacerbates the risk As per
Kaitaia....BUT We have to get as much of the at risk community off the flood plain

Anne Clubb 2018LTP995 Have been in Kaeo when floods are happening and have seen how the area is cut off
and the people living there are disadvantaged.

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Communities at Matangirau and Wainui are badly affected by flooding and would

Reconnecting benefit from improved stream flow.

Northland

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood protection

Paihia & Districts works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible), getting these

Residents & works into place. Have assumed they agree. (Staff summary; please see original

Ratepayers submission).

Association

Robyn Revington | 2018LTP2129 Serious flooding issues.

James McDonald 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I don't live in this area and can't comment on the proposal, but I'm willing to

contribute to it with the region-wide rate






John Owens 2018LTP37 Flooding: Having been through the 2007 Kaeo floods and the ensuing debate as to the
best solution, the reality was that the Regional council led mapping and engineering
plan proved to be right on target. | urge the Kawakawa/Moerewa and Awanui
communities to embrace the expertise the NRC has and dont waste months or years
with "local opinion' stalling action. The NRC also need to acknowledge that the
personnel they promote to engage with the communities is extremely important.
Currently they have only one credible staff member and that is Joe Camuso. Others
certainly have the knowledge, however not the empathy that makes people feel they
have a personal friend to help them through the emotional and financial trauma of
their own flooding circumstances.

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 Funded over all of Northland.

Andreas Kurmann | 2018LTP1105 Need to secure this major Far North transport link

Clean Waters To

The Sea

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 This is long overdue

Tobias Ricketts 2018LTP1231 Yes, but forestry must be controlled up the catchment - this is the problem, and it
manifests in floods in Kaeo every time!

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 This is a socially disadvantaged area that needs all the financial help it can get. Spend
the money and start developing long term, sustainable solutions.

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 As long as they finish it off!

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 A long standing problem.

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Need better bridge

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 Move Kaeo township to higher ground - or bypass.

Scott 2018LTP366 spend it on shifting the town. floods only going to get bigger and badder.

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 This area needs a new solution. Every year there is a flood there. Are there other
options? Move/relocate to higher ground?

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Don't agree. Same as above, what are the options to conventional digger work.

CBEC

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 User pays.

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Charge everyone in their regions not just a few farms

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Peter Hunt 2018LTP56 User pays

Charnelle 2018LTP93 Needs more money invested ASAP

Ngawati

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 I don’t support the proposed new flood works.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Residents should repairs short term and consider managed retreat. (Staff summary;
please see original submission).

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 User pays.

Response: Neutral or No option selected

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 Perhaps spend some of the money moving the town.
Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays.
Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 Against Toxic Mining






Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We don't have property here so it doesn't affect us, does it? Not sure as haven't been
here long. Our property is in Kaitaia and Horeke.

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 This area has flooded many times in my life time and | question whether it is possible
to improve flood management in such a low lying area.

Croydon 2018LTP655 Targeted rates for area concerned

Thompson

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. Submitter requests that as

Ratepayers many locals and local businesses are employed directly in these public works as

Association possible. Submitter considers the protection and maintenance of existing assets to be
of paramount importance over any spending on any new facility or other
infrastructure. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 General comments: - A need for serious monitoring! - There will always be serious
rain and consequent flooding - Educate the public to cope and report significant
changes Need to prioritise

Dean Baigent- 2018LTP1461 "I support maintenance only of the current Kaeo flood works from now on and not

Mercer

the next phase of the work. We need to accept that Kaeo is going to go underwater,
the township will need to move and the NRC is a key agency that should be on the
front foot of “managed retreat" {Staff summary; please see original submission}






Whangarei: Do you agree with our proposal to spend an extra S1M on
this flood scheme?

- %Total
Number of Responses

Agree
Disagree
Neutral

[No Response]
Total

Summary

% Answer Count
13.04% - 292
5.05% 38.70% 113
1.92% 14.73% 43
6.07% 46.58% 136
86.96% - 1,947
100.00% 100.00% 2,239

As with other flood schemes, those people who agreed with the proposal to spend $1M on the Whangarei flood
scheme (38%), made comments about protecting people and property, stopping development on flood plains,
charging the user, and being willing to contribute via a region-wide rate.

Those that disagreed (15%) commented that the CBD should be moved to higher ground, that no more money
should be spent because a large amount has already been spent, and commented on deforestation and climate

change.

Other comments included questioning whether the money is an effective use of funds, noted support for the
creation of a wetland, and support for monitoring.

Response: Agree

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Most of these floods are the result of poor consideration in earlier times.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 If people and property require additional protection.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 No choice - these areas WILL flood again we have to do this work BUT we must also
stop allowing foolish development to occur which exacerbates the risk And (sounding
like a stuck record) we have to stop letting people invest in a flood plain that WILL go
under water with increasing frequency.

Glenn Mortimer 2018LTP1386 Submitter supports the proposed funding for flood protection work within the

Whangarei Whangarei CBD in the expectation that the NRC will use the opportunity to work

Harbour alongside the Whangarei District Council to help deliver on the District Council's Blue-

Catchment Green Network Strategy. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Group

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood protection

Paihia & Districts works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible), getting these

Residents & works into place. Have assumed they agree. (Staff summary; please see original

Ratepayers submission).

Association

Robyn Revington | 2018LTP2129 Potential for serious flooding.

James McDonald | 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people

Oliver Krollmann | 2018LTP10 I don't live in this area and can't comment on the proposal, but I'm willing to
contribute to it with the region-wide rate

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Is an extra $1 M enough?

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 Big city needs extra money spent on floor protection.






Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | disagree because there is currently a over flow system that is being build in
Raumanaga to assist with high rain events and the extra 1M can be spent on other
areas that need more attention and that are suffering more when a flood even
happens

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 Whangarei city is below sea level - built in a valley - construct a "mall" out of the CBD -
where one can drive to, bus to - all under one roof - not spread as now - all on high
ground!

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Don't agree. Same as above, what are the options to conventional digger work.

CBEC

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 User pays.

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Charge everyone in their regions not just a few farms

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Peter Hunt 2018LTP56 User pays

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | don’t support the proposed new flood works.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter comments that it is difficult to predict how much these areas will be
affected by the impact of climate change. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 User pays.

Response: Neutral or no option selected

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Can't comment on this as | don't know enough about the flood scheme. | would like
to see what has been done, what needs to be done and where are the most likely
affected areas

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We don't have property here so it doesn't affect us, does it? Not sure as haven't been
here long. Our property is in Kaitaia and Horeke.

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 Will this be an effective use of funds? What is the frequency of damaging flooding in
the city.

Croydon 2018LTP655 Targeted rates for area concerned

Thompson

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Not my area so unfamiliarity where there’s flooding.

Josephine Nathan | 2018LTP1516 Why Whangarei? Where exactly?

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 Say No to Toxic Gold Mining in Puhipuhi Whakapara

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. Submitter requests that as

Ratepayers many locals and local businesses are employed directly in these public works as

Association possible. Submitter considers the protection and maintenance of existing assets to be
of paramount importance over any spending on any new facility or other
infrastructure. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Jeremy Busck 2018LTP2378 | support the initiative to create a model wetland in the Hopua te Nihotetea

Dragonfly Springs
Wetland
Sancturay

Detention Dam.






Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 General comments: - A need for serious monitoring! - There will always be serious
rain and consequent flooding - Educate the public to cope and report significant
changes Need to prioritise

Panguru: Do you agree with our proposal to spend $440,000 on a new
flood scheme?

% Total % Answer Count ‘
Number of Responses 14.92% - 334
Agree 8.04% 53.89% 180
Disagree 1.43% 9.58% 32
Neutral 5.45% 36.53% 122
[No Response] 85.08% - 1,905
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

54% of people who responded to the question about the Panguru flood scheme agreed with the proposal.
Comments from those who agreed acknowledged the impact of flooding on the community including schooling and
employment, with one urging that the works be brought forward to stop the impact on education sooner. Other
comments noted the high risk of the situation, the high costs of the floods, and that there is only one way out of the
area.

Those that disagreed (9.5%) were concerned about rate increases, that users should pay, and raised concern about
climate change and deforestation.

Of those who did not clearly select an option, there were comments about the work being funded by targeted rates,
the need for monitoring, concern about students not being able to get to school, and a request from FNDC that work
be re-timed to coincide with their funding for the same project to enable earlier resolution.

Response: Agree

James McDonald 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I don't live in this area and can't comment on the proposal, but I'm willing to
contribute to it with the region-wide rate

W Leef 2018LTP750 Definitely need more funding in this area. A high risk + only one way in and one way
out.

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 Funded from rates throughout Northland.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Yes

Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 Is there not some urgency to the situation based on previous experience.

Claud Switzer
Memorial Trust
David Mules 2018LTP2 This is critical to enable the people in this community (and the many whanaunga
who frequently return home) to work towards realising their potential - at present
their schooling, employment, whanau and community activities, health &
emergency service are all seriously impacted upon by regular flooding events, the
like of which few other communities of Northland have to put up with.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 If people and property require additional protection.

Hancock Forest






Management NZ
Ltd

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Last big flood was very costly to repair

Turner

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 This proposal would help reduce the impact that flood events will have

Bronwyn Bauer- 2018LTP569 ASAP

Hunt Te Rarawa

Anga Mua

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 However the programme should be bought forward so as to not hinder the
education of future students at the Panguru Area School. | think so that the job can
be done immediately the $400,000 reserve should be used here now. from earlier
comment " | can think of a lot of place the reserve could be spent in the Hokianga,
like sorting out the flooding issues at Panguru, where the school regularly closes and
kids are deprived of an education at Panguru Area School, missing what |
understand was 40 days of school in 2017, 27 days in 2016 and 23 days in 2015. |
think this should be top priority and not left until 2023. Which would affect the
education of hundreds more students. "It is a total disgrace for all of Northland and
New Zealand, that students miss so many days of their studies at Panguru Area
School, there are approximately 190 days of school per year, and when students are
forced to miss close to 40 days (nearly 25%) last year because of flooding issues,
than that is totally unacceptable, and everyone that can should try and remedy the
problem, from Local, Regional and Central Government should all work together
and fix this problem. Those children are our future and we owe it to them to provide
them the best education possible. So lets see the reserve fund be used to fix up the
flooding issues. This has been an ongoing issue for many years, lets fix it now.

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Communities around Panguru are badly affected by flooding and would benefit

Reconnecting from the new flood scheme.

Northland

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood

Paihia & Districts
Residents &
Ratepayers
Association

protection works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible),
getting these works into place. Have assumed they agree. (Staff summary; please
see original submission).

Response: Disagree

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Peter Hunt 2018LTP56 User pays

Charnelle 2018LTP93 Spend more money

Ngawati

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | don’t support the proposed new flood works.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter comments that it is difficult to predict how much these areas will be
affected by the impact of climate change. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 User pays.

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 User pays.

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Charge everyone in their regions not just a few farms






Response: Neutral or no option selected

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We don't have property here so it doesn't affect us, does it? Not sure as haven't
been here long. Our property is in Kaitaia and Horeke.

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 Will this be an effective use of funds?

Croydon 2018LTP655 Targeted rates for area concerned

Thompson

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Not my area so unfamiliarity where there’s flooding.

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Not informed enough to judge.

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Can't comment on this as | don't know enough about the flood scheme. | would like
to see what has been done, what needs to be done and where are the most likely
affected areas

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays

Robyn Revington | 2018LTP2129 Not sure of this area.

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 General comments: - A need for serious monitoring! - There will always be serious
rain and consequent flooding - Educate the public to cope and report significant
changes Need to prioritise

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 We request that funding for the Panguru work be re-timed to coincide with our own

Far North District funding for the same project to enable earlier resolution of the significant issues

Council experienced by this community since the big floods in 1999. FNDC will likely advance
funding for this work to 2019/20 and asks that NRC do the same.

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Don't agree. Same as above, what are the options to conventional digger work.

CBEC

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. Submitter requests that as

Ratepayers many locals and local businesses are employed directly in these public works as

Association possible. Submitter considers the protection and maintenance of existing assets to
be of paramount importance over any spending on any new facility or other
infrastructure. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Fiona King 2018LTP1664 Depending on rating changes being put in place.

Pauline Evans 2018LTP1582 | support improvements in road access for residents of Panguru so that students can

get to school during times of flooding.

Dallas Williams

2018LTP-late

We ask that the council bring forward as a matter of urgency the planned works to
address flooding in the Panguru Community which currently results in up to 27 days
off school & work for the many communities past the flooding point every year.






Taumarere-Kawakawa: Do you agree with our proposal to spend $2.9M
on a new flood scheme?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 13.26% - 297
Agree 6.57% 49.49% 147
Disagree 1.79% 13.47% 40
Neutral 4.91% 37.04% 110
[No Response] 86.74% - 1,942
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

Almost half of the people who responded to this question agreed with council’s proposal to spend $2.9 million on a
new flood scheme. Of those that agreed, submitters acknowledged the ongoing impact of floods on people and
property, and the impact on roading and therefore the economy and regional development. Comments noted the
urgency of the matter, and the need for resilience. Other comments noted the impact on cycle trail users, that the
works should be user pays, requested a focus on wetland creation as a tool for flooding, and asked for more
consultation with the community.

Of those that disagreed with the proposal (13.5%) comments were made about deforestation and climate change,
that land should have been wetlands, that the town shouldn’t have been built on a flood plain and that a new flood
risk plan should be prepared in conjunction with water quality and a watershed management plan. Comments
raised a lack of confidence in council’s identification of problems, questioned whether the scheme would be
effective, and raised specific concern at the proposal to install channel benching at Otiria stream. There was also
concern at a lack of cultural assessment, and consultation with Iwi and hapu.

Submitters who were neutral questioned whether it’'s possible to improve flooding, commented that work needs to
be done in conjunction with Transit, and that consideration should be given to how much people will be affected,
and not all properties in the area should pay the same. There were comments about a lack of consultation, and
concern that the scheme is revenue gathering.

Response: Agree

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 Yes, if that is what is needed.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 If people and property require additional protection.
Hancock Forest
Management NZ
Ltd

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal because Taumarere-Kawakawa is an area that
gets impacted greatly by flood events as there are a lot of streams and rivers close
by that make it dangerous to drive through. Also as a result of flood events houses
are often left flooded with water entering houses. This proposal would result in the
amount of water being greatly reduced.






Margaret Wikaire | 2018LTP448 Yes please, our flooding issues in this community desperately need addressing and
if we have to pay so be it. It is very unfortunate that NRC has not consulted in
Kawakawa re this issue. You can't expect working people to come to Kaikohe or
Kerikeri during the day to find out what is planned. They have just drawn their own
conclusions and are therefore making uniformed decisions against the proposal.
Many people are critical of NRC expertise and mapping without knowing anything
about it. Please bring consultation hui to Kawakawa and another to Moerewa (held
at a time when people can attend i.e. evenings) before making a decision on
whether to go ahead - even if there appears to be no support from the community..
People need to be better informed.

Bronwyn Bauer- 2018LTP569 ASAP

Hunt Te Rarawa

Anga Mua

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Maintaining access via SH11 and SH1 is important for the Northland economy and

Reconnecting regional development.

Northland

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 Council (FNDC) thinks Taumahere-Kawakawa should have a higher level of regional

Far North District contribution and perhaps some wider Districtwide contribution, as the greatest

Council impact is on network resilience and everyone heading south from any part of the
District is impacted when flooding occurs, as is anyone entering via state highways 1
and 10.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 Will directly affect cycle trail users

Pou Herenga Tai

Twin Coast Cycle

Trail Trust

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter doesn't identify a particular option but generally supports flood

Paihia & Districts protection works and that council get on with leading (as efficiently as possible),

Residents & getting these works into place. Submitter asks that council accelerate your planned

Ratepayers work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. As outlined above, this is not nice

Association to have, but essential work and a core function of the NRC. Have assumed they
agree. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

James McDonald | 2018LTP7 upgrade but charge the affected people IE me as | have two places here

Oliver Krollmann | 2018LTP10 | don't live in this area and can't comment on the proposal, but I'm willing to
contribute to it with the region-wide rate

John Owens 2018LTP37 Flooding: Having been through the 2007 Kaeo floods and the ensuing debate as to
the best solution, the reality was that the Regional council led mapping and
engineering plan proved to be right on target. | urge the Kawakawa/Moerewa and
Awanui communities to embrace the expertise the NRC has and dont waste months
or years with "local opinion' stalling action. The NRC also need to acknowledge that
the personnel they promote to engage with the communities is extremely
important. Currently they have only one credible staff member and that is Joe
Camuso. Others certainly have the knowledge, however not the empathy that
makes people feel they have a personal friend to help them through the emotional
and financial trauma of their own flooding circumstances.

Annette Wynyard | 2018LTP71 To a point see my comments previous.

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 Has important regional transport implications

Andreas 2018LTP1105 Need to secure this major Far North transport link

Kurmann Clean

Waters To The

Sea

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Yes

Colin Stewart 2018LTP1658 | agree with this proposal as long as only the properties to gain from this
improvement 100% fund it through their rates. | do not want to pay $58.82 a year
for this through my rates!

Mischa Davis 2018LTP1744 Submitter suggests that for whatever flood schemes that are invested in they would

Northland Fish like to see a strong focus on wetland creation as a tool to manage flooding, but also

and Game on protecting wetlands from both the risks of flooding and also any the controls and

Council measures used to control flooding. (Staff summary; please see original submission).






Response: Disagree

Carl Mather

2018LTP9

Flooding occurs because 1; forest removal allows rainfall to become floods, and 2;
climate change brought about by activities such as industrial agriculture. Replant the
forests.

Craig Salmon

2018LTP190

Much of this land should have been left as wetlands. We are seeing sediment build
up in the Bay of Islands because of poor forestry practices and conversion of land to
farming. Our "kidneys" have been destroyed - they need to be replanted.

S Forsyth

2018LTP283

Why build a town on a flood plain? Kawakawa floods - more water coming on next
10 years + - have vision for future!

Dave Lasike

2018LTP841

Can't comment on this as | don't know enough about the flood scheme. | would like
to see what has been done, what needs to be done and where are the most likely
affected areas. Also this spend is a lot more than other areas. Is this because of the
location and junction point to the North?

Malcom Francis

2018LTP960

Submitter disagrees with the"$58.82 for benching and spillways.", and states no
confidence in council's identification of problem areas, and council's prioritisation of
spending in Moerewa. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Gordon Priest

2018LTP1189

Submitter disagrees with the proposed rate increase for the Taumarere flood
protection scheme, and seeks dispensation/exemption from the rate as their land
contributes minimal water to the catchment. Submitter raises concerns with
contributions to the Hikurangi flood scheme, and rates demands on contiguous
Maori land that does not have 10 year leases, and asks the council to raise this
concern with FNDC. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Hiku Taylor-Wi
Neera Otiria
marae

2018LTP1234

Otiria marae is extremely concerned at NRC proposal to install channel benching at
Otiria stream. This shows a lack of insight by NRC into the contributing factors of the
flooding in Moerewa; the affect on the marae reservation, sites of cultural
significance and adjacent properties. While NRC broadly attribute the flooding issue
to climate change (which is accepted is a relevant factor), but what NRC fail to
acknowledge is that the flooding situation has increasingly become volatile due to a
lack or proactive maintenance of existing flood schemes e.g. raised road levels; filled
in culverts. The channel proposed by NRC to reduce the impact of flood at
Otiria/Moerewa will be of no consequence. Furthermore, the proposed construction
of a spillway near Otiria between 2023-2028 shows just how low a priority Maori
communities are in the NRC scheme given that this is at most a full decade away;
and in absence of a cultural impact report - shows how low NRC values areas of
cultural and historical significance. This reeks of institutional bias and privilege.

Jonnie France

2018LTP1552

User pays.

Chirs Richmond
Living Waters

2018LTP1708

We disagree, as we consider that any new flood risk management plan should be
prepared in conjunction with a water quality & watershed management plan, as in
the Waitangi catchment. The Taumarere contributes 80% of the sediment (and
nutrients) reaching BOI coastal waters from only 40% of the catchment area. Until
the hills are reforested, wetlands undrained, etc, only the floodplains can trap those
sediments and nutrients. New infrastructure such as bunds should be used to
enhance rather than degrade floodplain functioning. The proposed works would
increase sediment, nutrient and flooding problems downstream, unless suitably
offset.

Lynn Masters

2018LTP1992

Charge everyone in their regions not just a few farms

Ann Martin

2018LTP36

Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase.

Vivienne
Henderson

2018LTP54

"No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Peter Hunt

2018LTP56

User pays

Charnelle
Ngawati

2018LTP93

Consult local iwi and hapu at Marae and listen to their suggestions. Previous work at
Otiria particularly has just made flooding worse! Storm drainage sucks too This area
will always flood. We need to look at stemming it before it reaches the valley

Brad Windust

2018LTP935

| don’t support the proposed new flood works.

Margaret Hicks

2018LTP1104

Submitter comments that it is difficult to predict how much these areas will be
affected by the impact of climate change. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Clive Roberts

2018LTP1224

Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.






Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 They don't keep it up, don't finish it.
Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 User pays.
Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 All ratepayers should contribute.

Claud Switzer
Memorial Trust

Response: Neutral or no option selected

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Every one benefits, every one pays

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 We don't have property here so it doesn't affect us, does it? Not sure as haven't
been here long. Our property is in Kaitaia and Horeke.

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 This area has flooded many times in my life time and | question whether it is
possible to improve flood management in such a low lying area.

Croydon 2018LTP655 Targeted rates for area concerned

Thompson

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Not my area so unfamiliarity where therea€™s flooding.

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Don't agree. Same as above, what are the options to conventional digger work.

CBEC

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with flood protection works, and asks the council to accelerate

Kerikeri planned work to protect Otiria, Moerewa and Kawakawa. Submitter requests that as

Ratepayers many locals and local businesses are employed directly in these public works as

Association possible. Submitter considers the protection and maintenance of existing assets to
be of paramount importance over any spending on any new facility or other
infrastructure. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Fiona King 2018LTP1664 Needs to be done in conjunction with Transit. A plan for the catchment is essential
and should include flood free state highway.

Werner & Helen 2018LTP861 We are ratepayers in this catchment area, who had the foresight to build on high

Pospiech & level ground and are not affected by flooding. While we would agree to pay our 50%

Sander share with all other ratepayers in the whole region, we don't think we should be
treated like those who are actually inundated by flooding, just because we live in
the catchment area. This would take any incentive away for people to build and
farm in a safe area and might be questionable in a legal context. We are not
benefiting from the scheme, but would be penalized for just living in the same
catchment area. In our opinion it is unjust to lump affected and unaffected
properties together into one payment category.

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 General comments: - A need for serious monitoring! - There will always be serious
rain and consequent flooding - Educate the public to cope and report significant
changes Need to prioritise

Roger Crowden 2018LTP2354 Re hastily drawn up flood plan at Taumarere we are expected to pay towards .

There has been absolutely no consultation about this unexpected regional council
directive ., a hastily convened meeting during working hours In kerikeri does not
equate to consultation of any kind . Obviously taxing a few rural locals, many of
whose properties are above the so called flood zone, to pay for a problem upstream
sounds ridiculous and more like an excuse for a revenue gathering exercise from
people who get nothing from the FNDC. So please come and TALK to and LISTEN TO
the people of Taumarere many of whom have lived here a long time and have seen
changes and know the geology and river patterns .Might save your clients who pay
your wages some money ! | have noticed the river is running faster since dredging
downstream so it might be a good idea to put some big culverts under the road on
the railway side of the bridge .?
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Do you agree with our proposal to improve how we connect with our
communities and continue to build our relationships with Maori
(5313,000) a year?

% Total % Answer Count ‘
Number of Responses 14.92% - 334
Agree 8.58% 57.49% 192
Disagree 3.17% 21.26% 71
Neutral 3.17% 21.26% 71
[No Response] 85.08% - 1,905
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on connecting with
communities and working with Maori together.

The majority of submitters who responded to this proposal agreed (approximately 57%), with comments
acknowledging the need for community engagement and relationships building. Comments questioned whether the
proposal is genuinely seeking meaningful relationship building, noted that more interaction with communities is
wanted, and that there needs to be reviews to ensure tangible outcomes. Comments also requested and extension
of the Enviroschools programme to include childcare and early education centres.

Other comments noted that poor engagement to date has meant Maori feel alienated and distrust council, that
Maori need more representation in council, that Maori already make a significant contribution to Northland’s
economy and communities and that council needs a successful long-term relationship with this sector of Northland’s
community. One submitter commented that with settlements pending under Te Tiriti, councils must face a new
reality of partnerships which are very real, and that councils will have to deal with a range of fully equal relationships
with various hapi and iwi groups.

Submitters who disagreed with the proposal (21%) commented that the level of engagement is currently okay, that
council should use existing resources, and raised concern about the proposed spending, suggesting that it’s not a
good use of ratepayers’ money and council should focus on core business. Other comments included that the
$10,000 proposed for a M3ori initiatives fund is insufficient, that there is growing demand to produce Iwi/Hapu
Environmental Management Plans and Matauranga Maori monitoring strategies, and Maori should be treated the
same as everyone else.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to have similar comments as captured above, except for
comment that connecting with communities and continuing to build relationships with Maori should be part of the
culture of the organisation, and not an add-on that requires additional funding.

Response: Agree

David Mules 2018LTP2 This is only an interim step - the council will know success has been achieved,
when it works in a way which is in harmony with Maori interests, and
'building a relationship with Maori' will no longer be necessary!






Donna Smith 2018LTP12 Would like to know what that means. In what capacity are you looking to
build relationships? Are these relationships just lip-service or is there an
appetite for meaningful relationship building? There needs to be an
understanding of iwi relationships and complexities and the ability to listen
to logic and reasoning

Peter Harding 2018LTP16 Set goals to ensure you are achieving positive outcomes

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Poor consultation has engendered feelings of alienation and distrust. ALL
affected hapl must be consulted before decisions are made, not just a few

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 A good idea. More interaction with all communities is warranted, especially

Hancock Forest in remote rural areas

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this policy because | believe Maori are an important part
of Northland

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 You need to invest to lift the level of engagement in areas where there has
been a history of limited effective engagement

Scott 2018LTP366 Dear Lord, please make FNH, a council-owned company, more responsive to
the community they are meant to be serving

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Go ahead with other new initiatives? YES, Good things cost money.

Leonard B

Fleur Corbett 2018LTP743 The Guardians support improved connection and stronger relationship with

Guardians of the Maori.

Bay of Islands Inc

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP752 Mangawhai Artists Inc support this initiative and ask that the funding for

Mangawhai Creative Northland be maintained because art and creativity should be part

Artists Inc of this strategy

John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 Taiamai ki te Marangai Resource Management Unit - Mana Whakahono a

Taiamai ki te Rohe - Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended to insert clause 4A RMA

Marangai sections 58L - 58U {see attachment}

Resource

Management

Unit

David Sarich 2018LTP1068 Maori need more representation in all councils

Jan Graham 2018LTP1022 Also need to include a Te Reo policy

Tracy Palmer 2018LTP1028 I am an Early Childhood Teacher and | work at Totara Park Educare. | am the
Chairperson of the Sustainability Team and we were very disappointed that
we couldn't join in the Enviroschools programme. Research has shown that
private ECE Centres in other areas of New Zealand are allowed, so why not
us? We are so environmentally aware in our region and where better to start
than by teaching our tamariki how to care for papatuanuku and develop
kaitiaki? Please let us join in the Enviroschools Programme!!!

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 Set universal standards for people and sectors

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland supports improved community engagement

Reconnecting
Northland






Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Happy to support this proposal and the creation of new jobs because of it

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 Reasonable to recognise Maori population but review to confirm tangible
benefits arise and subject to iwi paying half

Rihari Dargaville 2018LTP46 TTMAC is a good start toward this process

Kaunihera

Taitokerau

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP467 This activity will be enhanced if Creative Northland has funding from NRC to
contribute to this strategy

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP640 Mangawhai Artists Inc considers that creative activities and facilities will be
an important part of this initiative and therefore ask that funding for Creative
Northland be continued

Yvonne Jackson 2018LTP830 I’'m not Maori but do agree with your proposed initiative

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to improving the way NRC is connecting with communities and building
relationships with Maori

Faith McManus 2018LTP1064 The NRC needs to improve relationships.

Tony Collins 2018LTP1147 The Chamber would encourage the council to continue to build their

New Zealand relationships with Northland Maori. Maori already make a significant

Chambers of contribution to Northland’s economy and communities, through both the

Commerce future potential of Maori business to be a strong economic driver and

Northland helping shape our unique point of difference. Council needs a successful
long-term relationship with this sector of Northland’s community.

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 This is really important.

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Top priority

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Vital stuff!

Nicki Wakefield 2018LTP1258 Please prioritise resource to enable and enhance tangata whenua as Te Tiriti

Russell State partners.

Forest Roopu

Group

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 I am a young person and | get most of my information from social media. A
better/greater social media presence would, | think, improve communication
between council and the community.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 The Trust sees the connection (utilising cycle ways) of communities as one

Pou Herenga Tai that will bring real benefit to the region. The Trust supports building and

Twin Coast Cycle strengthening relationships with Maori. Submitter supports infrastructure

Trail Trust investment for purposes as outlined in submission. (Staff summary; please
see original submission).

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 But who pockets the $313,000 a year - and why do you need this kind of

Ngati Kahu Social
and Health
Services

money to connect? (What does it pay for?)






Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 "Connect with communities" - what a pile of nonsense. Communities own
you. Do as they tell you.

Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 The $10,000 proposed for Maori initiatives fund is insufficient. As pointed out

Patuharakeke Te in the documents, Maori make up a third of the district’s population. There is

Iwi Trust Board growing demand to produce lwi/Hapl Environmental Management Plans,
Matauranga Maori monitoring strategies etc (as envisaged by the RPS). NRC
should also assist in funding a symposium for hap to explore options for
Maori representation prior to next elections.

Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 Use what you have already more efficiently. Your income rises as the
population rises. Stop taking a bigger slice of the income, take a lead and
reduce the cost of council to ratepayers.

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 There’s enough rubbish talked by NRC - are you feeling lonely?

David Baylis 2018LTP1061 Connecting is suitable at present. More people doing not a lot [illegible
word].

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 Provide more funding for Maori - why not survey and ask Maori elderly &

Regional Elderly disabled whether this $313,000 is only for able-bodied Maori?

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 How does this benefit community and Maori?

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Maori are one group of people, who should be treated like any other!

John Owens 2018LTP37 Maori have too much say in our affairs as it is. When they stop bleating on
about the past and start focusing on the future, only then will they become
an integral part of Northland’s progress

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Charnelle 2018LTP93 Become one with our communities

Ngawati

CROYDON 2018LTP655 I am a Maori and whakapapa back to Ngati Maniapoto and totally disagree

THOMPSON with separatism. If council feel they must build relationships, maybe there is
guilt slipping in somewhere. What about our immigrants etc?

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Because......... Then also spend $313.000 a year to improve Maori
relationship with “our”......I guess you mean Pakeha — I'm a believer in we are
all just New Zealanders- kiwis- .....some good, some bad. Do not believe in
them and us

B Hall 2018LTP1062 $313,000 a year?

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Really. How exactly is this budgeted? There should be a Maori liaison paid
position in NRC and more funds need to be allocated for this purpose. There
should be two Maori Seats on the NRC

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Plenty of other agencies are doing this. Non-Maori are struggling too.

Thompson






Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 Money we don't need to spend.

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 NRC ought to target hapi /marae relationships rather than investing in 'feel

Neera Otiria good' one-off awards ceremonies. Accept that celebrating Northland

marae achievement is a nice to have - but Maori communities are dealing with
higher priorities, such as how to have an effective voice when faced with NRC
proposals to increase rates, whilst struggling to keep food on the table and
homes insured. This being said - NRC proposal to increase the Maori
initiatives fund from 2019/20 ($10,000 per year) is good

Carl Savill 2018LTP1261 Submitter comments that it’s just a PR exercise for council and council is not
transparent about who is to benefit and how this is to be spent

Geraldine Pennell | 2018LTP1379 Submitter states NZ is one country, one rule, one law, one people

Fiona King Fiona | 2018LTP1664 Sounds expensive to me. Why single out cultures?

King

Doug France 20182375 You are not connecting now with the money you collect

Response: Neutral

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 That should happen as a matter of course

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Not sure on this as | haven't seen what has been done in the past and what
the budget is being spent on in terms of building relationships. What does
this even involve??

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 This cost does seem a little high

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Are we not all in this country together?

Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 With settlements pending under Te Tiriti, councils must face a new reality of

Pittman partnerships which are very real and not the cursory ones of the present.
Getting ready for that reality is sensible and the rules will change and
councils will have to deal with a range of fully equal relationships with
various hapt and iwi groups

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know

Margaret Briasco | 2018LTP661 Improving consultation is continually needing review

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter suggests there is a major need to improve relations with Maori.

Hicks M (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase

Cushla Rahman 2018LTP2057 Less. Why not more?






No option selected

Nancy Gregory

2018LTP301

As long as Muriwhenua gets a fair share of these initiatives.

Gerald Pugh

2018LTP862

There is more racism within the Maori to pakeha than the other way around.
My wife was verbally abused twice when we were assisting Rotary parking
cars on Waitangi day. Totally unnecessary as we were are volunteers
assisting EVERYONE to have a pleasant day out and enjoy all that Waitangi
day is supposed to be. If the roles were reversed, what do you think the
repercussions would be??

Rangimarie Price
Amokura Iwi
Consortium Ltd

2018LTP998

Submitter requests that council: - commit to work with Amokura to increase
the effectiveness and reach of regional Maori participation in the council’s
policy setting; agrees to invest in Treaty- based relationships and work with
Amokura in the development of a framework specifically for Iwi participation
in decision-making across council; approve dedicated funding expenditure for
Tangata Whenua and Maori engagement. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Kamo Childcare
Centre

2018LTP1038

We have heard from some of the kindergarten teachers that Enviroschools
ECE programme is very worthwhile for children’s learning about
sustainability. As a childcare centre, we would also like to move towards
more sustainable practices through the Enviroschools programme. It would
be beneficial if you could extend the programme for childcare and education
centres as well. Thank you for your time. Kind Regards, the team at Kamo
Childcare Centre

Brenda Allbon

2018LTP1087

| wish to give some feedback about the Enviroschools programme. | would
like to ask that ALL day care and Early Childhood Centres have opportunity to
take part and be members of the Enviroschools Programme.

M Boote

2018LTP581

with all people

Durham G

2018LTP1042

Agree but Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is doing
(including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get better
outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with others, and
introduce new programmes using existing resources that have been freed-up
by these actions. Connecting with communities and continuing to build
relationships with Maori should be part of the culture of the organisation,
and everyone working in the organisation, and not an add-on that requires
additional funding

Gordon & Liz
Wright

2018LTP1238

Other new initiatives requiring nine new staff. This certainly looks like it’s
being run on public funding rather than a corporate business model

Ben Tait

2018LTP1794

I am opposed to the proposal for a new social media management officer
(572,000 per year). The Long Term Plan supporting documentation does not
demonstrate the benefit of this initiative. | am opposed to the prospect of
people paying extra rates to fund a person to administer Facebook or other
social media at the expense of productive investments

Jacqueline Brown

2018LTP1971

Is there a break-down of costs?

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

Don't go ahead with any new ones until you are more efficient with what you
have got. Maori are not separate as ratepayers so they should not get special
treatment or representation. We are all needing the same support and are all
just doing the best we can.






Kristen Price 2018LTP1344 Submitter provides a summary of Enviroschools, including the value it

Toimata provides the council, and thanks council for being an Enviroschools partner

Foundation since 2003, including involvement in WaiRestoration. Submitter agrees with
the direction of the Enviroschools Northland strategy, and "thank NRC for the
additional investment in Enviroschools that is included in your Long Term
Plan. We encourage NRC to fully fund the strategy over the coming years."
Support of council staff is acknowledged. {staff summary; please see original
submission}

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Increase in staff numbers questioned. In particular, submitter wonders

glodde Vision whether "connecting with our communities", "building relationships with

Kerikeri Maori" and "boosting our frontline customer services" is really necessary at
such expense?

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 In principle, FNDC agrees that initiatives to improve delivery to the region’s

Far North District residents and ratepayers are important. The level of staffing to ensure

Council consistency and efficiency and increased levels of service is an operational
matter for Council. We congratulate NRC on the value added to the natural
environments of the Far North through the Enviroschools programme and
hope to celebrate positive and sustainable change as a result of the efforts of
our younger generation.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter requests that council focus on core business and essential work,

Kerikeri
Ratepayers
Association

and make use of funds available through the Provincial Development Fund.
{staff summary; please see original submission}






Do you agree with our proposal to boost our frontline customer services
(including governance) (5130,000 a year)?

% Total % Answer Count

Number of Responses 14.25% - 319

Agree 5.81% 40.75% 130

Disagree 3.17% 22.26% 71

Neutral 5.27% 36.99% 118

[No Response] 85.75% - 1,920

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on customer services, and
governance and elections, together.

Over 40% of people who responded to the question about frontline customer services and governance agreed with
council's proposal. Comments from those who agreed noted that an improvement in customer services was needed,
noted support for initiatives that result in easier access to people who make the decisions, not being passed from
one agent to another, and acknowledged the need to enhance communication with landowners and communities,
to really understand issues, and agreed with improving the services, but within existing resources.

Those that disagreed (22% of people who responded) noted that customer service is adequate or excellent as is, and
that the proposal was not an efficient spend of ratepayer money — that there are bigger priorities, and council
needing to focus on core business.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions made similar comments as above.

Response: Agree

Mary Jane Ardley 2018LTP13 There are so many people who do not understand the difference between
Regional and District Councils. Do you think this will help?

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 If that means easier access to people who make the decisions, not being
passed from one agent to another with none of them talking to each other
or really understanding the problem

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Go ahead with other new initiatives? YES, Good things cost money.
Leonard B

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Much needed to enhance communication with landowners, communities,
Tanelorn (Mick etc

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 | Too much backroom discussion (clarify standards and actions)

Nicki Wakefield 2018LTP1258 We support capacity to respond to regional development opportunities,
Russell State Forest provided relevant tangata whenua are included in such initiatives.

Roopu Group






Lynn Masters

2018LTP1992

Just answer your phones too

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Happy to support this proposal and the creation of new jobs by it

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 | believe the council needs a huge improvement in the customer service
section

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to boosting customer service

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 "connect with communities" - what a pile of nonsense. Communities own
you. Do as they tell you

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Go online for customer services

Gerald Pugh 2018LTP862 Perfectly adequate for us now

Graham Limbrick 2018LTP971 What | just wrote - what, where, what for, what is the actual need? Please
explain. Thank you

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | Has there been feedback and input from elderly and disabled? The

Regional Elderly & reception areas need to have better doors that open automatically, and

Disability Action more disability parking provided for visitors. Concerned when security

Forum in Northland asked an elderly and disabled man to take the steep stairs to a meeting and
not the lift. Also the wheeled chairs in the meeting room are dangerous

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 | Money needs to be spent on the environment

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Frontline services should already have been a priority

Neera Otiria

marae

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 | Our experience leads us to believe a more organised workplace would be
better to become more efficient

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Service is good enough now!

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 Seem to be satisfactory as they are now

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Interesting

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 | Spend it on the environment programme- pests and weeds

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 | Customers should be more responsive and initiate action

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | More money instead on arts communication and events - see attached
comment

Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 | Kaitaia services are excellent.

Claud Switzer

Memorial Trust

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Frontline desks are good.






Response: Neutral

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 | received great service today when | visited Kerikeri office

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 This appears to be going well at present (compared with other councils

Hancock Forest dealt with), is this absolutely necessary?

Management NZ

Ltd

Anne Clubb 2018LTP995 Try working more with local business rather than boosting customer
services e.g. NorthTec course lecturers and students in environmental
studies

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 Difficult to comment because | am not aware of whether there is a
problem or not

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 How? On what?

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to this proposal

Reconnecting

Northland

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 | don't know enough to make a comment on this

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 #NAME?

Cushla Rahman 2018LTP2057 Need more

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 I have always found your frontline services to be excellent, is there a need
to change what is already working well?

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter suggests current service is adequate except for the hotline which

Hicks M needs improving. (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 ?

No option selected

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 As long as Muriwhenua gets a fair share of these initiatives.

Rolf Mueller-glodde | 2018LTP1375 | Increase in staff numbers questioned, in particular submitter wonders

Vision Kerikeri whether "connecting with our communities", "building relationships with
Maori" and "boosting our frontline customer services" is really necessary at
such expense?

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 | In principle, FNDC agrees that initiatives to improve delivery to the region’s

Far North District residents and ratepayers are important. The level of staffing to ensure

Council consistency and efficiency and increased levels of service is an operational
matter for Council.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | Submitter requests that council focus on core business and essential work,

Kerikeri Ratepayers
Association

and make use of funds available through the Provincial Development Fund.
{staff summary; please see original submission}






Durham G

2018LTP1042

Agree but Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is doing
(including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get better
outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with others, and
introduce new programmes using existing resources that have been freed-
up by these actions

Gordon & Liz
Wright

2018LTP1238

Other new initiatives requiring nine new staff. This certainly looks like it’s
being run on public funding rather than a corporate business model

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

Don't go ahead with any new ones until you are more efficient with what
you have got






Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to
increase our in-house capacity to respond to economic opportunities
(581,000 a year) and plan for developments in our regional plan process
(557,000 a year)?

% Total % Answer Count ‘
Number of Responses 13.85% - 310
Agree 6.92% 50.00% 155
Disagree 2.32% 16.77% 52
Neutral 4.60% 33.23% 103
[No Response] 86.15% - 1,929
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on economic development
and regional planning together.

Exactly 50% of submitters who responded to this question agreed with the additional spend. Comments made by
these respondents related mostly to economic development. These included acknowledgement that economic
development is important for the region, general support for council's involvement in economic development and
the need for council to take advantage of the PGF opportunities that are currently available. Other more specific
comments mentioned that there should be a focus on poorer areas of Northland, that support for the proposal was
linked to maintaining the funding for Creative Northland, and that more funding should be provided in increase
council's capacity.

17% of people who responded to the question disagreed with the proposal. Concerns that were raised in the
comments again focused on economic development. Comments included that it wasn't clear how the funding will
be spent, questioned whether NRC is the best organisation to facilitate economic opportunities, that the spend is not
good use of ratepayer money, that involvement in economic development was not a core function of council, and
that council assets (Marsden marina) should be sold to provide funding.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above. A specific request was
received for council to acknowledge and formally accept the Taitokerau Maori Economic Growth Strategy as an iwi
planning document, and ensure it has equality with the Regional Economic Development Action Plan (see Amokura
Iwi Consortium Ltd submission). Other specific comments requested that funding focus on ventures that will create
employment (not Northland Inc.), that council work to improve efficiency in its operations, and questioned how the
economic development position would interact with Northland Inc.

Response: Agree

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Economic development within Northland is important for the region’s
Hancock Forest growth and for future generations. When opportunities present
Management NZ themselves, it is important that appropriate action can be taken.

Ltd






Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Go ahead with other new initiatives? YES, Good things cost money.

Leonard B

John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 As long as the economic opportunities and developments in the regional

Taiamai ki te plan process include Mana Whakahono a Rohe Collectives to engage with

Marangai Resource NRC in regards to Schedule 1 of the RMA being amended to insert clause

Management Unit 4A {see attachment}

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 Particularly with the PGF opportunities that are currently available

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 But with a strong emphasis for the poorer parts of Northland, where any
economic opportunity can create more optimism, jobs and business
opportunities

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Economic development will enable more sustainable and resilient

Reconnecting communities in Northland

Northland

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 We need more infrastructure in the North, houses and work opportunities.
It is hard to find rentals in Kaitaia at present.

Adrienne Tari Pou | 2018LTP1647 The Trust supports incentivising economic development opportunities such

Herenga Tai Twin as small business enterprise associated with the cycle trail ie.

Coast Cycle Trail accommodation, bike hire, transportation.

Trust

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Happy to support this proposal and the creation of new jobs by it

Bernard O'Malley 2018LTP38 Add another 0 to the figure e.g. $570,000

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP467 | support this only if it is in addition to maintaining the funding for Creative
Northland by NRC. Creative development in Northland will enhance the
regional economy

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to increasing capacity of NRC

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Go for it.

Response: Disagree

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Not at this stage. What are the breakdowns for this budget? Who and how
much are they allocating to where?

Graham Limbrick 2018LTP971 When is this great leap forward going to happen, how many times has NRC
inflated our rates with this line? As an organisation, would NRC know an
economic opportunity if it saw one?

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents

Regional Elderly & and ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 | Thisisn’t clear

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 | This is more about NRC investing in itself, rather than in the communities it

Neera Otiria
marae

serves.






Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 | I don't believe NRC is the right organisation to respond to economic

CBEC opportunities. NRC culture is to be more conservative in nature, as it needs
to be. Responding to opportunities requires taking risk

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 Sell Marsden marina

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 | Spend on the community not in-house

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Cost should be kept as low as possible

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Croydon Thompson | 2018LTP655 | do not believe council has the expertise to carry this out. If this were to
happen | would ask the question: why are they working for council, instead
of for themselves?

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Would need more information on this subject

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Not the regional council's function. (Staff summary; please see original

Hicks M submission)

Josephine Nathan 2018LTP1516 | Who exactly is the target group here?

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 Not needed

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 | Sell Marsden marina

Karen Urlich 2018LTP1607 | If this means our rates go up (again) | don't want to agree to anything

Response: Neutral

Ivan, Susan Turner | 2018LTP42 Not sure if this would flow through to areas other than central service ones
Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Explain?

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 This should be a natural management procedure

N & M Mandala 2018LTP128 Unclear

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will this benefit the future community?

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Not sure on this

Thompson

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Only if eco-outcomes prioritised. Clear felling forestry development is

worrying - so much damage to ecosystems

No option selected

Nancy Gregory

2018LTP301

As long as Muriwhenua gets a fair share of these initiatives

Rangimarie Price
Amokura Iwi
Consortium Ltd

2018LTP998

Submitter highlights its relationship with council, and requests that council
acknowledge and formally accept the Taitokerau Maori Economic Growth
Strategy as an iwi planning document, and ensure it has equality with the
Regional Economic Development Action Plan. The underlying analysis of the
Taitokerau Maori economy in 2014 showed that the Taitokerau Maori
economy is a developing economy sitting within a developed economy,






meaning that the policy responses need to be tailored to both parts of this
complex economy. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 In principle, FNDC agrees that initiatives to improve delivery to the region’s

Far North District residents and ratepayers are important. The level of staffing to ensure

Council consistency and efficiency and increased levels of service is an operational
matter for Council.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | Submitter comment on concerns that too much is spent on Northland Inc.

Kerikeri Ratepayers itself and not enough on ventures that will create employment. Submitter

Association comments on other agencies involved in economic development {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Durham G 2018LTP1042 | Agree, but Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is
doing (including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get
better outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with
others, and introduce new programmes using existing resources that have
been freed up by these actions.

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 | Other new initiatives requiring nine new staff. This certainly looks like it’s

Wright being run on public funding rather than a corporate business model.

Vaughan Cooper 2018LTP1747 | Submitter questions economic development position, and how the role

Northland Inc would interact with Northland Inc.

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Don't go ahead with any new ones until you are more efficient with what

you have got






Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to
increase the capacity of our maritime and transport activities (5113,000
a year)?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 14.02% - 314
Agree 8.13% 57.96% 182
Disagree 1.70% 12.10% 38
Neutral 4.20% 29.94% 94
[No Response] 85.98% - 1,925
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The long term plan consultation sought feedback on the proposals for increased spend on maritime and transport
activities together.

The majority of submitters who responded to this question agreed with the proposal (58%). Comments in
agreement focussed on maritime activities, supporting safety of people on the water, noting that it would be good to
see more attention given to monitoring and bylaw work, raising concern that bylaws are routinely flouted in smaller
harbours and beach areas (jet skis and speeding boats), and that attention should be given to preventing oil spills.
There were also comments supporting spend to achieve better management overall, supporting efforts to develop
rail and shipping (e.g. moving Auckland’s port operations to Northland), and acknowledging cycling and walking.

Of the 12% of submitters that disagreed with the proposal, comments included general disagreement with any rates
increase and that council should stay within existing budgets as ratepayers can’t afford increases, raised concern
that it was not clear what the funding is for, and noted that licence fees are more successful than subsidising public
transport.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions made similar comments as above, also noting that council should
use funds available through the provincial development fund. One submitter commented on the council's Regional
Land Transport strategy, and asked that council explicitly references He Tangata as the parallel document to the
regional economic action plan. (See Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd).

Response: Agree

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 If it results in better management

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Support increased focus on maritime safety, biosecurity and pollution

Hancock Forest response

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal as it will ensure people on the water are
safer






Juliane Chetham 2018LTP1035 Rather than focussing so much on Bay of Islands and cruise ships, it would

Patuharakeke Te be good to see more attention given to monitoring and bylaw work, it

Iwi Trust Board appears bylaws are routinely flouted in our smaller harbours and beach
areas. Health and safety and ecological values are compromised as a result

Scott 2018LTP366 But not at the cost of locals

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Go ahead with other new initiatives? YES, Good things cost money.

Leonard B

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP752 In supporting this spending, Mangawhai Artist Inc asks that NRC include

Mangawhai Artists activities to prevent an oil spill from RMS Niagara. The Mangawhai Artists

Inc Gallery held an exhibition 'Gold and Qil. The legacy and Threat of the
Niagara'. The exhibition had over 1000 visitors and most were shocked to
learn about the Niagara and the oil it still holds. Many asked what regional
and national government was doing to prevent a disaster. For more
information see www.mangawhaiartists.co.nz/gold-and-oil

Anne Clubb 2018LTP995 More encouragement for Auckland's port to move to Whangarei. Would
not only benefit the maritime and transport activities but would bring more
economy to the region. Get the railways back! Less large vehicles on the
road and less damage and upkeep for the ratepayers to pay for

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 | I am hopeful that this might include more surf lifesaving resource? It would
also be useful to have more enforcement in the Mangawhai harbour to
deal with speed on the water issues.

Adrienne Tari Pou | 2018LTP1647 | The Trust supports maritime and transport activities for the North,

Herenga Tai Twin acknowledging that cycling and walking are included in this space

Coast Cycle Trail

Trust

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Happy to support this proposal and the creation of new jobs by it

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP467 Please take action to resolve the RMS Niagara oil before it spills out into
the ocean

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP640 Mangawhai Artists Inc asks that NRC address the oil contained within the
wreck of RMS Niagara in maritime activities. The Mangawhai Artists Gallery
held an exhibition 'Gold and Oil. The Legacy of the Niagara' in February
2018. Visited by around 1000 people. Their overwhelming view was that
regional and national government need to take action rather than do
nothing and wait for a disaster to happen.
www.mangawhaiartists.co.nz/gold-and-oil

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to increasing the capacity of maritime and transport activities. But |
think the onus should always be on the user to practice H&S (e.g. life
jackets) as the first point of responsibility

Andreas Kurmann 2018LTP1105 Remove the cost of boat monitoring for fanworm etc from mooring owners

Clean Waters To

The Sea

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | Better monitoring of jet skis and speeding boats, especially over holiday

Hicks M periods

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 | Accent on shipping and rail

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Develop rail facilities at Whangarei to open-up Far North






Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Replanting forests to stop silting. Ban poisons to stop killing the marine life.
Ban fishing to allow the marine life to return to historical numbers

Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 Christchurch went from subsidising public transport to charging license
fees. From my experience they have the best service in the country.
Lessons to be learnt here.

Graham Limbrick 2018LTP971 Another bit of bollocks to bleed us with. Just how do you think 113k is
going to do that?

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents

Regional Elderly & and ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Enough in our rates

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 What is it actually for?!

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget

Henderson

Croydon Thompson | 2018LTP655 Cannot afford this

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 I don’t support any funding going to build the capacity of maritime and
transport activities to ensure people are safe on our waters and roads
(about $113,000 a year)

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 | Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase

Doug France 2018LTP2375 You're wasting money now

Response: Neutral

Ivan, Susan Turner 2018LTP42 Don't know enough about the needs of other areas

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 Explain?

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 No specific objectives

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to maritime and transport
Reconnecting activities.

Northland

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 | Again, | don't have enough information to make a comment about this
Fiona King 2018LTP1664 | A need to take over all roads for the region. Remove from local councils.
Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase






Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Don’t understand this one either, but the words “to increase transport
activities” really bother me. We need to decrease the amount of logging
trucks, toll trucks etc on our pathetic roads. Roads up in the Far North are
not constructed for these huge beasts.

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will this benefit the future community?

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 | Water and roads are quite different

No option selected

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 As long as Muriwhenua gets a fair share of these initiatives

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Submitter comments on the council's Regional Land Transport strategy, and

Amokura lwi asks that council explicitly references He Tangata as the parallel document

Consortium Ltd to the regional economic action plan. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 In principle, FNDC agrees that initiatives to improve delivery to the region’s

Far North District residents and ratepayers are important. The level of staffing to ensure

Council consistency and efficiency and increased levels of service is an operational
matter for Council

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter requests that council focus on core business and essential work,

Kerikeri Ratepayers and makes use of funds available through the Provincial Development

Association Fund. {staff summary; please see original submission}

Durham G 2018LTP1042 | Agree but Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is
doing (including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get
better outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with
others, and introduce new programmes using existing resources that have
been freed- up by these actions.

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 | Other new initiatives requiring nine new staff. This certainly looks like it’s

Wright

being run on public funding rather than a corporate business model.






Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to
increase support within the organisation, have enough vehicles and be
able to replace assets (5533,000 a year)?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 13.62% - 305
Agree 4.64% 34.10% 104
Disagree 3.89% 28.52% 87
Neutral 5.09% 37.38% 114
[No Response] 86.38% - 1,934
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

Of those who responded to the question of spending more on increasing support across the region, 34% agreed with
the proposal, with a large number of comments noting support for a move toward the use of electric vehicles. Other
comments acknowledged the need for the organisation to be adequately resourced to carry out its functions.

Of those that disagreed (28.5%), comments were made that funding could be better spent on other things, raised
concern about rates and that council should stay within existing budgets or be more efficient, or noted that it wasn't
clear what the funding was for or how it would make a difference.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above.

Response: Agree

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 If it is well-managed and necessary

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Within reason, if completed prudently and transparently.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | agree with this because it would enable NRC to do their job much more
effectively

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 Provided these are moving towards electric vehicles

Emma McLean 2018LTP327 More electric vehicles

L Carter 2018LTP350 I would like to see NRC take a lead on reduction of fossil fuels by adopting a
policy to purchase only hybrid (and eventually fully electric) vehicle.

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Go ahead with other new initiatives? YES, Good things cost money

Leonard B

Bronwyn Bauer- 2018LTP569 E - vehicles

Hunt Te Rarawa

Anga Mua

Tony Morgan 2018LTP837 Go electric with your fleet and support recharging facilities

Anne Clubb 2018LTP995 More use of electric vehicles






Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 It is important that the organisation is adequately resourced to carry out its

Reconnecting function

Northland

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 Replace vehicles

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Happy to support this proposal and the creation of new jobs by it. With
regards to vehicles, please favour electric vehicles, or at least plug-in hybrid
vehicles, if range and access to remote areas without charging opportunities
is not a problem.

Bernard O'Malley 2018LTP38 More electric vehicles please and also e bikes for around town

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to increase of vehicles and replacing assets. How about some “green”
cars?

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | only support the increase in activity; having enough vehicles running,
replace assets when they get old (about $533,000 a year) if they are electric
vehicles only.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 The electric fleet to be applauded

Hicks M

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 Re support for nine new staff, if they are management then “no”, a complete
waste of money.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 Replace vehicles

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 If possible electric vehicles should be bought where practical — especially in

urban areas.

Response: Disagree

Guy Wilson 2018LTP833 Get more efficient

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Disagree. Why?

Graham Limbrick 2018LTP971 | do not consider your request reasonable as any competent organisation
should already have this organised, with depreciation etc, cost, trade-in
values etc already factored into developing structure

John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 Need to save money for other agreements like Mana Whakahono a Rohe

Taiamai ki te throughout Northland as it is not the Regional Plan, LTP, Policy Statement,

Marangai Resource yet Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended to insert clause 4A. {see

Management Unit attachment}

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 Better utilisation of assets to follow established standards set

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 | This is more about NRC investing in itself, rather than in the communities it

Neera Otiria serves

marae

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 Regional council should reflect the region. Would rather reduce rates than

CBEC buy new vehicles and assets until the whole region and its families can
afford to live here. Focus on controlling costs.

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 They look pretty up-to-date to me

Cushla Rahman 2018LTP2057 Upgrade - make do with what there is






Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Keep costs as low as possible!

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Work within a budget using no more than 5% rate increase

Marianne Clark 2018LTP44 If purchasing new vehicles, | would like to see these being electric

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget

Henderson

N & M Mandala 2018LTP128 Vehicles are not important

Croydon Thompson | 2018LTP655 Cannot afford this

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 | would agree to this if | thought they were justified, but see plenty of your
(our) vehicles on road as it is

Brian Bellas 2018LTP1008 With the cost of petrol not expected to decrease in price, more vehicles do
not sound like a good idea

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase

Karen Sidney 2018LTP1223 Switch to EVs - electric vehicles

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Company vehicles are not respected

Thompson

Response: Neutral

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 We need a functioning council, so if this is required, | agree

Mary Jane Ardley 2018LTP13 Not so sure about this one

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 More amenable to this if there is an overriding commitment to

Tanelorn (Mick sustainability (for example, electric vehicles, renewable energy for all

Kelly and Sarah offices, etc) and efficiency

Granich)

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 | Again, difficult to say without a better understanding of the nature of the
problem. Assume that the possibility of electric vehicles is being considered

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 | Spend wisely

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents

Regional Elderly & and ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 If this will benefit the community, then yes.

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 | Will this benefit the future community? Electric cars

Josephine Nathan 2018LTP1516 | How does this make a difference?

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Not enough detail.






No option selected

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 As long as Muriwhenua gets a fair share of these initiatives

Melanie Miller 2018LTP1240 Council should show environmental leadership in its purchasing policies for
assets. For example, Council vehicles should be electric.

Geraldine Pennell 2018LTP1379 Submitter states hybrids, "green"

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 In principle, FNDC agrees that initiatives to improve delivery to the region’s

Far North District residents and ratepayers are important. The level of staffing to ensure

Council consistency and efficiency and increased levels of service is an operational
matter for council

Felicity Foy 2018LTP1590 | Submitter questions the cost of new/replacement vehicles {staff summary;
please see original submission}

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | Submitter requests that council focus on core business and essential work,

Kerikeri Ratepayers and make use of funds available through the Provincial Development Fund.

Association {staff summary; please see original submission}

Durham G 2018LTP1042 Agree but Northland Regional Council should do what everyone else is
doing (including other government agencies) - increase productivity, stop
ineffective programmes, prioritise, use evidence of what works to get
better outcomes, work collaboratively across the organisation and with
others, and introduce new programmes using existing resources that have
been freed- up by these actions. In addition, appropriate use of
depreciation reflected in accounting policies should deal with this issue
with no additional resources needed

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 | Other new initiatives requiring nine new staff. This certainly looks like it’s

Wright being run on public funding rather than a corporate business model

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Don't go ahead with any new ones until you are more efficient with what

you have got






Other proposed changes - Do you agree with us joining the Local
Government Funding Agency as a guarantor member to increase our
borrowing capabilities from S20M to S64M?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 14.16% - 317
Agree 6.48% 45.74% 145
Disagree 3.75% 26.50% 84
Neutral 3.93% 27.76% 88
[No Response] 85.84% - 1,922
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

Close to half of the submitters who responded to the question about council joining the LGFA agreed with the
proposal (46%). Comments noted agreement with more money being available to invest in key community assets
and infrastructure (e.g. flood schemes) and the lower borrowing costs. Some noted cautious support with
reluctance to take on too much debt.

Of the 26.5% that disagreed with the proposal, comments noted the need for some borrowing, but raised concern
that the amount proposed was excessive. Many comments raised concern about council accruing (more) debt, the
costs of servicing, changes in interest rates, ability for council to make good economic decisions, borrowing more in
current economic climate, and ratepayers having to foot the bill. There was also a comment that council should seek
to have the Government supply Reserve Bank funding for capital works projects.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above.

Response: Agree

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 Yes if it will mean more money available locally
Donna Smith 2018LTP12 But to be aware that increasing borrowing has its own issues
Mary Jane Ardley 2018LTP13 Suppose you have to be able to borrow more money with all the things |

want NRC to do but 3x as much? Scary

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Cautiously support this, but don't think Northlanders want excessive debt
Hancock Forest to encumber future generations

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal because it would allow the money for

important projects to be accessible immediately

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 Investing borrowed money in key assets the community needs to thrive
and grow and that have to be built by the regional council is OK in my
books






John Tiatoa 2018LTP981 As long as there’s more funding for Mana Whakahono a Rohe Collectives to

Taiamai ki te engage with NRC in regards to Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended

Marangai Resource to insert clause 4A {see attachment}

Management Unit

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 Council is supportive of NRC becoming a guarantor member of the LGFA

Far North District and passing reduced interest costs to ratepayers.

Council

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 Federated Farmers supports the Council joining the Local Government

Federated Farmers Funding Agency. It is considered that doing so should lead to lower

of New Zealand borrowing costs

Adrienne Tari Pou | 2018LTP1647 | The Trust supports this approach if it allows more funding to be directed

Herenga Tai Twin towards Pou Herenga Tai Twin Coast Cycle Trail

Coast Cycle Trail

Trust

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 If it means getting more facilities

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Given the cost of the proposed initiatives and flood schemes, increasing the
borrowing capabilities makes perfect sense

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 At what cost?!

Graeme Edwards 2018LTP40 Sensible to minimise borrowing costs but debt can be dangerous eg Kaipara
DC

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 The cost/benefit will be effective when used for larger projects

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 In agreement with taking advantage of lower interest rates. | disagree with
increasing Council debt

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to joining the Local Government Funding Agency

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Now is the time to invest in medium-term borrowing with interest rates so

low

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 You must be joking

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Some borrowing may be necessary but the amount stated is excessive

Frits Schouten 2018LTP35 Who is going to foot the bill for the interest to pay on that sort of
borrowing?

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 Large debt exposure is not good if interest rates increase. If the loans were
from the Central Bank using Reserve Bank Credit at a 0% interest rate with
a 100-year term and used to solve our major environmental issues like
climate change, erosion, and pests, then yes | would agree to that

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Debt should be discouraged

Leonard B






Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 Reduce the need to borrow, not increase it

Graham Limbrick 2018LTP971 This would only encourage idiots who are way out of their depth and ability

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 All debt must be repaid at some point, and this falls back on the ratepayer,
present and future

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents

Regional Elderly & and ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 | Insufficient information provided in supporting documents. Boosting

Neera Otiria borrowing capabilities in present economy appears irresponsible

marae

Carl Savill 2018LTP1261 | Submitter concerned about the risks with becoming a guarantor and NRC
increasing its borrowing and debt which ratepayers will be burdened with
(Staff summary; please see original submission)

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 | We are not in a position to take on other people's failed debt

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 Borrow. 30M limit till 2021/22 review only

Vivienne 2018LTP54 Definitely not. Live within your budget and stop thinking about saddling

Henderson ratepayers with more debt

Charnelle Ngawati 2018LTP93 Borrow less

P Cunningham 2018LTP227 Poor borrowing planning will be passed onto to ratepayers

Croydon Thompson | 2018LTP655 Cannot afford this

Coastguard

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Absolutely NO

Alex Harbuz 2018LTP1262 Learn to operate within your very generous budget instead of creating
further debt problems for us

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 | Thatis too much of a jump

Thompson

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 | To not increase debt "cut your cloth' accordingly

Chris Leitch 2018LTP1564 | The submitter requests that council "seek to have the Government supply
Reserve Bank funding for capital works projects". The submitter also states
"The general outline of my alternative proposal is as follows:- Instead of the
Local Government Funding Agency issuing bonds that are bought by the
privately owned commercial banks at between 4% and 6% interest, the
Agency should be seeking purchase of those bonds by the Government
owned Reserve Bank at no, or very low, interest. Alternatively, councils
individually could seek loan funding, through the Minister of Finance, from
the Reserve Bank at no, or very low, interest. "

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 | Absolutely NOT. Do not agree to this level of debt in the first place let alone
acting as a guarantor. Northland rate base is too small to service that level
of debt

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Pay as we go best. Better to increase rates. Keep it real






Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 | Council should not be borrowing, it should be reducing debt so there is no
need to join

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Live within your means

Response: Neutral

Karen Phillips 2018LTP248 | Don't know enough about the implications of more debt

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 | No problem with NRC joining LGFA, to get benefits from cheaper
interest rates, but have concerns that extra borrowing opportunities
will come back to bite us in higher rates and spending spree by NRC

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to increased

Reconnecting borrowing

Northland

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 | Will this increase cause more debt for the North? If so, what will the
consequences be for the people of the North/benefits?

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 | Submitters suggest that on the face of it, this looks like a good idea.

Paihia & Districts However, we don’t think we have enough information to really

Residents & inform our response. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Ratepayers

Association

John Geraets 2018LTP8 Unsure of the implications of carrying substantial debt

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 | That’s a lot of debt

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 | No knowledge of this

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 | Not enough information

No option selected

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 | No idea of implications, so, no comment

CBEC

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | Submitters state they do not have sufficient information to inform a

Kerikeri Ratepayers response. Submitters ask that if the council borrows to fund new

Association infrastructure, that "as much as possible, employ/contract local people and
businesses, and utilise local resources." {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Jacqueline Brown 2018LTP1971 Do we need to borrow this much?!






Other proposed changes - Do you agree with our proposal to continue
to fund emergency services (the rescue helicopter service, northern
branches of Surf, St John, Coastguard and potentially Youth in
Emergency Services) and make the funding non-contestable?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 18.71% - 419
Agree 17.28% 92.36% 387
Disagree 0.54% 2.86% 12
Neutral 0.89% 4.77% 20
[No Response] 81.29% - 1,820
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

A very large number of submitters who responded to the question of continuing to fund emergency services and
make the funding non-contestable agreed with council's proposal (92%). Comments in support acknowledged that
the services funded are vital or essential, noted that non-contestable funding provides greater certainty of being
able to provide ongoing services and future planning, and that demand for the services is only going to increase with
growing population and tourist numbers.

Other comments registered support but noted that more funding should come from central government and raised
concern that central government will see the regional council as an open cheque book. There were comments both
in support of and opposition to funding Youth in Emergency Services, and a submission requesting $130,000 for
Coastguard.

Submitters who disagreed (3%) made comments that the services should be funded by central government and that
communities shouldn't have to pay. Concern was raised that the funding should be contestable or that the funding
should be made available to other emergency services e.g. Search and Rescue and Volunteering Northland, and that
it should be up to individual ratepayers which charities they fund. A comment stated that NEST doesn’t need three
helicopters to carry out their service.

The neutral and ‘no option selected’ submissions tended to make similar comments as above, with the addition of a
request for increased funding for Surf Life Saving Northern Region to provide the desired level of service in the face
of increasing costs (particularly labour costs) - an increase from $120,00 p/a to $201,000 p/a and reviewed annually.
Another submission provided a comprehensive submission suggesting that instead of funding Coastguard, the funds
should go on a range of other projects for the boating community.

Response: Agree

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 Definitely! It is not good enough to expect these services to run as charity
Mary Jane Ardley 2018LTP13 This funding benefits the whole region

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 These are vital services which all the public enjoys

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Important to support Northland’s emergency services and make non-
Hancock Forest contestable - gives confidence of being able to provide ongoing services
Management NZ and future planning

Ltd






Ivan, Susan Turner 2018LTP42 Essential to keep the rescue services going

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal because emergency services people do a
lot of hard work to ensure people are safe, and in order for emergency
services to be available, funding needs to be continued

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 | do agree. Think to yourself "where would NZ be if we had no ambulance
service? No rescue heli-med and other emergency services?"

Emma McLean 2018LTP327 Yes these services are needed in our community

Bruce Copeland 2018LTP368 I think it’s important to properly fund and support community groups such
as Surf Life Saving and to a lesser degree organisations such as Coastguard.
I'm not sure NRC should be contributing such a large amount towards
rescue helicopter services

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 YES

Leonard B

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Strongly support. Vital services for the entire region

Tanelorn (Mick

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Tony Morgan 2018LTP837 We support the Emergency Services Fund becoming non-contestable in
order to support Northland’s life-saving organisations and provide a level of
security of funding for Coastguard and Northland Emergency Services Trust,
Surf Live Saving and St John. Given the high level of concern for Northland
youth it makes sense to include Youth in Emergency Services. We would
support the funding being increased annually to reflect inflation as well as
growing to reflect additional tourism and population numbers through to
2028. We are pleased that the Northland Regional Council has appreciated
the importance of more secure funding for these organisations. This change
will also acknowledge the partnership between the Council and the large
number of volunteer members who work together in the interests of the
people of Northland

Gerald Pugh 2018LTP862 Safety in the community is always a good idea and with more tourism
coming it will stretch current resources

Gordon Hosking 2018LTP1018 Being a Trust operating in relatively remote forest areas with a large

Mangawhai Tracks number of volunteers of varying age and ability, we see emergency services

Charitable Trust as essential to all Northland communities. Such services need to be
comprehensive and reach all parts of the community.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | what is non-contestable?

Regional Elderly &

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Such services are vital to quality of life in our region

Reconnecting

Northland

Deborah Hastie 2018LTP1218 Vital to our region. Particularly Rescue Helicopter and St John and

Coastguard. They deserve a greater portion as they are 24/7/365 for the
whole region. Although SLS are important they do not cover the whole
region and are only active for a part of each year






Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 | Submitter comments that while youth in emergency services is a worthy
cause, this should be funded by central government

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 | Agree to waive the time-consuming application system for these accredited

glodde Vision organisation.

Kerikeri

Richard Alspach 2018LTP1456 Given the importance of these services to Northland, it would be churlish
not to be in favour of supporting them. | do however wish to express a
word of caution. Emergency services are more equitably funded by Central
Government, the fact that regional councils and fund raising campaigns are
prepared to share some of this burden will be welcomed by them. Rescue
helicopters for instance are an integral part of the Health System and do an
excellent job. In the long term this rate could be seen by Central
Government as an open cheque book to be squeezed until the howling gets
too great. | would feel more comfortable if there was a formula for local
input, a bit like FAR contributions for local roads. It is just a word of caution,
in the short term | support this rate

Callum Gillespie 2018LTP1527 "Coastguard Northern Region strongly supports Northland Regional

Coastguard Council’s proposal to have a dedicated rate for emergency services funding

Northern Region and to increase security of funding for these services by making the fund
non-contestable." Submitter comments that "these moves will de-risk
these funds for Coastguard, enabling improved planning and greater
effectiveness to be achieved with each funding dollar provided." Submitter
requests funding of $130,000 {staff note: further information is provided in
original submission}. Submitter also provides information about Coastguard
and comments on the importance of beaches, lakes and waterways, and
Coastguard's role in safeguarding users of these waterways.

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 Except for youth emergency (leave for another organisation)

Adrienne Tari Pou | 2018LTP1647 The Trust supports this proposal.

Herenga Tai Twin

Coast Cycle Trail

Trust

James McDonald 2018LTP7 Increased funding for these services is crucial

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 These life-saving services should have peace of mind that their funding is
secured and doesn't have to be contested every year

Bernard O'Malley 2018LTP38 Triple the contribution

Marianne Clark 2018LTP44 Yes, since we're already paying for this for some years now, and giving
these organisations security of funding is good. Youth in Emergency
Services wasn’t explained in the plan so | am unsure of the necessity for
this difference as the other services are not age discriminatory

Charnelle Ngawati 2018LTP93 More funding needed so give it!

N & M Mandala 2018LTP128 Of course

P Cunningham 2018LTP227 Increase needed

Derek Probert 2018LTP318 I would like to see the Fire Service fully funded by regional councils not by
insurance levies

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 These services need funding to be able to operate. Non-contestable

funding will give them financial certainty






Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to locking in the fund for those three organisations (Northland
Emergency Services Trust, Surf Lifesaving and St John). Yes to Youth in
Emergency Services

John Carr 2018LTP950 | wholeheartedly support non-contestable funding for Coastguard as
proposed. As a boatie, | feel reassured knowing | can call on them if
needed.

Durham G 2018LTP1042 | These services need a secure source of funding so they don't waste
resources constantly having to chase the next dollar

Julie Hartnell- 2018LTP1066 | Absolutely

Brown

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | These are valuable services which are needed to save lives

Hicks M

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 | There is a need for more support for Life Saving having a longer season

Tom Batchelor 2018LTP1243 Many residents are getting older so more emergency services are relevant

David Smith 2018LTP1515 The emergency services are essential and should be totally funded by
central government

Yvonne Smith 2018LTP1580 | The Emergency Services listed are essential and | believe should be totally
funded by central Government. Since this is not going to happen, your
suggestion is the next best option

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Absolutely!

Abanoob (Bob) 2018LTP1957 No questions asked

Fam

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Needed

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees with the return to certain funding for emergency services.

Kerikeri Ratepayers Submitter requests that the council lobby government to ensure these

Association services are supported by the relevant agencies, as the council is filling the
gaps in funding arrangements. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter asks that council lobby government to ensure these services are

Paihia & Districts also supported by the relevant agencies, including the ACC, and other

Residents & insurers. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Ratepayers

Association

Jeremy Busck 2018LTP2378 | As aregional umbrella organisation | approve the NRC supporting

Dragonfly Springs
Wetland Sanctuary

emergency services

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather

2018LTP9

everything must be contestable

Craig Salmon

2018LTP190

This should come under central government. Many people who use these
services are from out of town and the rating area






lan Ruddell

2018LTP955

Submitter disagrees locking in funding for emergency services to a limited
group of organisations. Submitter requests that the council financially
supports the work and services that Far North Search and Rescue
(representing the Far North district) and Northland Search and Rescue
(representing Whangarei and Kaipara districts) provide to the community.
{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Graham Limbrick

2018LTP971

The government should be paying for St John and the helicopter service
should be integrated with St John. All of those other organisations raise
money from us already, and that includes St Johns and the helicopter, so
why are you asking for more money from me. P/off

Douglas John
Alford

2018LTP1488

Government should fund 100%

Gerard Boekel

2018LTP14

The helicopter service made it possible for the health board to reduce
services in Kaitaia!

Croydon
Thompson

2018LTP655

NEST does not need three helicopters to carry out this service

Donna MacCarthy

2018LTP836

This funding should be contestable and available to other pertinent services
in Northland for example Far North Search and Rescue which is a national
volunteer organisation and can only continue their life saving services via
funding. LandSAR covers land-based searches for the missing, the lost and
the injured. Volunteers receive comprehensive training on search methods
and tracking techniques, bush craft and outdoor skills, map and compass
navigation, survival skills, river crossing and water travel, first aid,
communications and technology, helicopter operations and safety issues,
ropes and weather patterns and effects, all of which come at a cost.
Further costs include stationery for printing TOPO50 maps for searches,
waterproof notebooks, to warm clothing, high visibility gear, gps, radios,
off-site training and accommodation plus personal protective equipment at
the least. LandSAR supports the police with searches and could not provide
operational and trained/skilled volunteers for this service if ongoing
funding is not provided. Hence the increased workload for police and the
impact this would have on our community. Everyone deserves a chance to
be found alive in unfortunate conditions. Please consider the impact on our
community if funding becomes non-contestable and organisations such as
LandSAR cannot continue providing their services due to lack of funding

Brad Windust

2018LTP935

I don’t support you to continue the rate for the emergency services fund
($11.76 a year per ratepayer - (leave it to the district councils). | don’t
support you to include Youth in Emergency Services as an additional
recipient

Rachel & Rob
Thompson

2018LTP1340

The rescue helicopter was part of an agreement for the Far North when we
lost 24-hour surgery. This portrays it as being the community’s
responsibility to fund - it is not. | think Surf Life Saving is worthy of funds. St
Johns is pretty well supported. Why do we not fund volunteer firefighters
who get absolutely nothing and yet families are disrupted over and beyond
what people realise. The Rescue Helicopter for Kaitaia and surrounds is
what was promised by government - not something we should fund.






Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

The contestable fund should be dismantled and the investment income
directed to reducing ratepayer costs. What you are doing is taking
ratepayer money and selecting charities of your choice and forcing
ratepayers to fund them. | should be able to choose the charities | wish to
support and give them a donation that is tax free for me. All you have done
is stop me from giving donations to those organisations because you have
taken away my choice. The whole thing is a scam and council is hell-bent on
expanding it.

Response: Neutral

Dave Lasike

2018LTP841

Perhaps more signs in areas that would require more of these services
might suffice? | do appreciate these services and availability though

Kathryn Russell

2018LTP1310

Yes- continue funding these services and save lives, but why non-
contestable?

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

How will we know we are receiving value for money?

Vivienne
Henderson

2018LTP54

What will the cost be? Would only look at district specific funding - maybe.

Bart van der Meer
Volunteering
Northland

2018LTP910

Volunteering Northland agrees with NRC supporting "emergency services",
we do suggest to open it up to more initiatives that help ensure safe and
resilient communities. We understand there is $900,000 available. We,
Volunteering Northland, organise First Aid Training for paid and volunteer
staff from non-profit organisations involving volunteers, many of them
working with/for NRC. Fire and Emergency support us by making available
their training rooms free of charge (four times), they understand that
training the wider community in First Aid means a safer and resilient
community plus less immediate pressure on front-line emergency services.
(Administering First Aid immediately at an accident or medical event can
reduce fatalities and reduce hospital stays). We organised training for 200
people in the last 18 months. Last two training sessions will be in Dargaville
19-20 April and in Kaikohe 7-8 May. Earlier we had them in Whangarei,
Kerikeri and Kaitaia. The cost for First Aid training is a fraction of what NRC
is making available for the four emergency services, we need about $100
per head for the twelve hour Comprehensive First Aid training (covers
NZQA unit standards 6400, 6041 & 6402). For a refresher (every two years)
we need about $75. These discounted rates assume we organise groups of
20 people. The cost for First Aid Training is often prohibitive for volunteers,
non-profits and community groups. We suggest NRC makes available to
Volunteering Northland an annual amount for First Aid training, the full
course and refresher, to train/up-skill paid and volunteer staff from non-
profit organisations in Northland. Volunteering Northland recommends
$10,000 annually which will immediately support all of Northland's
emergency services. The outcome will be a more safe and resilient
community since there will be more "trained medical help" available,
scattered all over Northland, taking away pressure from emergency
services. {Staff note - see attached quotes}

Kate Burdekin

2018LTP886

| agree with the funding for the above but there are other voluntary
organisations that need help too eg SARs






Matthew Williams 2018LTP1790 | Submitter makes detailed comments about its preferred funding model.

Surf Life Saving Submitter would like more funding to provide the desired level of service in

Northern Region the face of increasing costs (particularly labour costs) - an increase from
$120,00 p/a to $201,000 p/a and reviewed annually. (Staff summary;
please see original submission).

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Not sure about the non-contestable funding - not enough information

No option selected

Sylvia Bryan

2018LTP132

If we did not have a helicopter, maybe the sods would leave us a fully
working hospital

N Austen-Reid

2018LTP560

Central government

M.M Upperton

2018LTP1369

Agree it should be funded but not by you. eg, rescue helicopter and St John
should be part of the health budget. No. Not your area at all {staff note: last
comment in relation to Youth in Emergency Services}

Hon John Carter
Far North District
Council

2018LTP1521

Submitter comments that the emergency services should be funded by
central government, but recognises their importance to the communities.
Any regional rate should not be contestable, and ratepayers should be
consulted with information about the level of service to be received for the
funding. Specifically: - Surf Life Saving - fully fund to ensure level of service
regionally, including Ahipara for Christmas period - NEST importance and
professionalism noted, ask the council to "consider whether there is an
opportunity to transition to less (non-contestable) ratepayer support over
the next 10 years while maintaining the level of service in Northland."-
Coastguard - agree with continued funding - St John ambulance -
insufficient information to comment on level of funding - Youth in
Emergency Services - support funding {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

John & Sandra
Hewinson John
Hewinson Canvas
Ltd

2018LTP985

We support the NRC making the Emergency Services Fund non-
contestable. This will enable the beneficiaries of this fund a more secure
budget

Elizabeth Aaron

2018LTP1058

Helicopter OK

Sandra Moore

2018LTP1070

Submitter strongly supports funding for Coastguard in the region, and
funding being made non-contestable for them. Discusses the need for
Coastguard, as the area supports recreational and commercial fishing,
sight-seeing and diving activities on and below the water. {staff summary;
please see original submission}

Wendy Thomas

2018LTP1324

Submitter disagrees with ongoing funding for Coastguard, due to concerns
with constitutions of the units within the northern region, and how funds
are spent. Submitter would rather see funding applied to areas where it
attains value to the boating community at large, with council targeting boat
ramps and sea access areas, with signs advising of vessel speed limits, rules
of the road at sea, the wearing of lifejackets, and distress phone numbers
and emergency radio channels. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}






Graham Tucker 2018LTP1759 | Submitter states rescue helicopter funding is a critical service supporting
the community and seeks continued financial support {Staff summary;
please see original submission}

Richard Kerr 2018LTP2352 | Submission discusses the Tutukaka Lifesaving Club initiative. Submission

consists of a PowerPoint presentation that outlines the reasons why a
lifesaving club is needed at Tutukaka, and what is being done to progress
this. {Staff summary; please see original submission}






Do you agree with our proposal to continue the regional infrastructure
rate to help fund regional infrastructure projects?

% Total % Answer Count

Number of Responses 18.13% - 406

Agree 14.34% 79.06% 321

Disagree 0.98% 5.42% 22

Neutral 2.81% 15.52% 63

[No Response] 81.87% - 1,833

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

Almost 80% of submitters who responded to the question of whether to continue the regional infrastructure rate
agreed that it should be continued. The majority of comments that agreed discussed the need for infrastructure
including roading, rail, digital and projects that benefit the community. Other comments included that money
should be spent on infrastructure that results in reduced emissions, and requesting a facility for the elderly and
disabled.

Of those that disagreed, comments included concern about any rates increase, supporting rail, questioning why rail
hasn’t happened yet, and that not all areas would benefit.

Submitters who commented after selecting a neutral response questioned the proposal and requested more detail.

Others who made comment without selecting an option mentioned rail, free public transport, and Northport.
Comments also acknowledged the need for digital connectivity, and the need to build resilience.

Response: Agree

Oliver Krollmann | 2018LTP10 With the current uncertainty around future transport infrastructure in
Northland it makes sense to keep our options open

GERARD BOEKEL | 2018LTP14 We have no other option at present.

paton yates 2018LTP30 | question the funding of planned roads in Kerikeri and Waipapa. If these
roads are not primary transport links and merely residential then let teh
developers and Kerikeri residents fund this. Already roading in Kerikeri is
being sufficiently funded.

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 Northland has third world infrastructure. Had a staff member die in a farm
accident where no cell coverage. Poor productivity as a result of inferior
road network, poor (but improving broadband) very poor landline (fails
every time it rains) , huge cell phone black spots and frequent power cuts.

Marianne Clark 2018LTP44 Yes, but since it was for the Marsden rail link, perhaps you should spend it
on actually building the rail network and assisting with moving freight from
the roads onto the rail network

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 This should continue to assist projects that are going to benefit the
community.

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to continue the regional infrastructure rate






Julie Hartnell- 2018LTP1066 Keep pushing for that rail link

Brown

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 Submitter agrees on the assumption the submitter can apply to the fund to

Ngunguru assist with funding the purchase of the remaining privately owned part of

Sandspit the Ngunguru Spit. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Protection

Society

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 Only if significant benefit to ratepayers and community

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 See my attached comment!

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 Every little bit helps and Northland needs lots of infrastructure.

Darlene TURNER | 2018LTP84 | believe that this proposal would be effective

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 As long as these focus on key roles of the Regional Council

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 The infrastructure should be spent with climate change and reducing
emissions as the major priority.

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Rail investment is critical for sustainable development on a regional scale.

Tanelorn (Mick

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 Only if is for a new facility for elderly and disabled

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Adequate infrastructure is required to support community well being.

Reconnecting

Northland

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 The rail should have been done to Marsden Pt years ago to save our roads.
However a rail link should be made further north as well.

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Rail will be important for a more sustainable and safer transport future:

glodde Vision less heavy trucks and destructive on the roads. The Whangarei Port is

Kerikeri probably one of very few major ports without a rail link. The Gisborne rail
line is taking 3,000 trucks off the road as a significant contribution to road
safety, sustainability for the roads and the Paris Climate Change
Agreement. For a similar potential for the Marsden Point link is strongly
supported. Hopefully, the Regional Infrastructure Fund will provide a
funding opportunity.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 The Trust supports this proposal with a specific rate set aside for cycleway

Pou Herenga Tai extensions and enhancements.

Twin Coast Cycle

Trail Trust

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Agree with this rate continuing.

Kerikeri

Ratepayers

Association

Fiona King Fiona | 2018LTP1664 Agree with the idea - but DON'T AGREE WITH RATING ON LAND VALUE.

King SHOULD BE CAPITAL VALUE to include industrial, commercial, etc business.

Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 Needs more funds into it






Response: Disagree

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 I don’t want to see any funding go to regional economic development, or
Creative Northland.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 More discussion needed

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 I think a viable rail network needs to be a priority, Northland is isolated by

Sutherland lack of connectivity to Auckland, rail would be ideal.

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 No

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 Only for necessary options

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 No. Spreading the rate for areas that people don't use seems useless and
burdensome.

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 After all these years your * railway line still isnt working, and what century
do you think it will.How much more of ratepayers monies do you plan on
squandering!

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Neera Otiria

marae

Peter Skrine 2018LTP2188 Increase it!

Response: Neutral

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 These projects need to be notified before comment can be made

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter suggests more detail is needed. (Staff summary; please see

Hicks M original submission).

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will benefit the future community?

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 Would have ticked agree if the fund or some would come to Kaitaia area.

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 Concentrate on water + environment.

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Not enough info.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Provide we are told before not after.

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Would support but want to know what the rate is be used for and how

Hancock Forest Northlanders benefit from the rate, seems to be rating for the sake of it

Management NZ (just in case??). The rail corridor to the port may never be used seems a

Ltd waste of money?? It would be good if an update could be provided on
what is happening with this?

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Don't understand this question

Turner






Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents
Regional Elderly and ratepayers

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 Concentrate on water and environment

No option selected

A Panther 2018LTP438 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia :-)

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 The purchase of farms for the rail corridor I'd have thought was a govt

Wright initiative, as would be the construction of such a rail link.

Jacqueline Brown | 2018LTP1971 What would infrastructure entail?

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Keep it going but you better be sure we are going to get the rail sorted in
Northland.

J Cameron 2018LTP143 Free public transport

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Submitter agrees to continued investment and comments that

Amokura Iwi infrastructure advocacy and planning needs to support affordable (on-line)

Consortium Ltd connectivity across the region "Take and maintain a proactive policy and
advocacy approach to prioritising investment into affordable digital
connectivity". Notes that the resilience of infrastructure such as roads,
treatment plants etc plays a big role in enabling communities to be
prosperous. Questions whether this is adequately covered to include low-
income communities. States that infrastructure spending needs to be
dispersed equitably, and that investment decisions need to be weighed in
terms of social equity not just return on investment. Acknowledges that
water allocation is a big issue, and there is a failure in Maori being able to
exercise their sovereignty in this respect. Submits that council approve new
investment in developing a collaborative water allocation strategy.{staff
summary; please see original submission}

Alan Spinks 2018LTP1297 Submitter comments on rail transport, and proposes a fast rail service from
Auckland airport to Whangarei, electric trains, and rail in the far north.
{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 It is not clear from the consultation document and supporting information

Far North District
Council

why this rate needs to be continued. The rail corridor has been secured and
the work to establish the viability of the rail link from Auckland to Marsden
Point has been completed. If this rate needs to be continued until the
Government has determined its support and funding contribution for rail in
Northland and the expansion of Northport then FNDC supports it. We
would also like NRC to consider other infrastructure projects such as
investment in fibre to provide resilience to the network.






Do you agree with our proposal to change our transport rates, which
are mainly used to fund public bus services (currently only provided in
the Far North and Whangarei)?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 14.07% - 315
Agree 7.77% 55.24% 174
Disagree 1.88% 13.33% 42
Neutral 4.42% 31.43% 99
[No Response] 85.93% - 1,924
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The majority of people who responded to the proposal to change transport rates agreed (55%), with comments
acknowledging the need for public transport and expressing a need for services in various individual areas, and
isolated communities. Submitters acknowledged that money needs to be spend to avoid a ‘catch up’ situation down
the track, and considered social, safety and emission factors. Support was registered provided funds are spend in
the district that they’re collected from. Comments also included that gold card holders should be able to travel for
free, that more promotion was needed, and that plans need to be flexible until real customer demand is established.

Of those that disagreed (13%), comment was made that only urban areas should be rated as they benefit, raised
concern about rate increases and costs, stated that bus services are district council business, and questioned how
well the services were used.

Neutral responses included comments that the system should be user-pays, raised questions abou the use of
services, that the mid-north bus trial was poorly planned and executed, and that more discussion and planning is
needed.

Submitters who did not select an option noted general support, raised some location-specific queries, questioned
usage of the services and supported rail.

Response: Agree

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 There is little public transport outside those areas. A weekly bus service to
built-up areas such as Ruakaka and Waipu would assist the older generation
people who are moving to those areas.

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal because it would enable a lot of people to
find cheap and reliable transport in other areas.

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 It is sad public transport needs subsidies but we do need it. If we don't
maintain what we have and develop more, when we need it most (which we
will...) we simply wont be prepared and are likely to end up like Auckland with
a massive catch up job, a huge bill and a splitting head ache!

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 And challenge government to support by allowing Gold Card holders to travel
free even though services may be limited.






Bruce Copeland 2018LTP368 | see this is a vital area for Whangarei. WDC is making all the mistakes that
Auckland has but probably expecting a different result, it won't happen. Drop
demand based planning that has money pouring into roads and start investing
in the modes PT and active modes around Whangarei

Margaret Wikaire | 2018LTP448 I think the public transport plans in the Far North need to be flexible until
people are fully conversant with the service and real customer demand is
determined. There still needs to be more promotion of the service - many
people are still unaware of what is available

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 YES Increase please. More bus stops and longer hours of service are needed in

Leonard B Whangarei.

Mick Kelly 2018LTP584 Extending public transport out of Whangarei central to outlying communities

Tanelorn (Mick very important.

Kelly and Sarah

Granich)

Jan Graham 2018LTP1022 | Submitter comments encouraging council to work transport alternatives to
road, including rail, walking and cycling, and concerns with increased forestry
vehicles on roads. Submitter states that council has a responsibility to manage
and plan for safety on our roads. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 | and hopefully the Omapere to Kerikeri service can be increased to at least 2
services a week and more over busy summer months

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Better public transport will decrease our carbon footprint and improve

Reconnecting opportunities for residents.

Northland

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 | Submitter suggests consideration of smaller vehicles to balance capacity and
usage

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 | The more public transport, the better and more sustainable for the future.

glodde Vision Information about the uptake of the services would be useful.

Kerikeri

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 | FNDC supports the change to District-wide on the proviso that all funds

Far North District collected are spent in the District from which they are collected and that the

Council outcome resulted in increased reach, especially in full service on SH10, SH12
and a loop to Paihia. We do not support any decrease in service and ask you to
consider using the rate component to achieve cheaper fares so that levels of
public use increased. We remind NRC of our previous support and
encouragement to provide for the needs of remote and socially isolated
communities (particularly the Hokianga and Kaitaia) through subsidised
passenger transport services with a particular focus on economic opportunities
such as access to jobs and training. Reliable, affordable public transport
services that run on routes and at times that connect people with their desired
destinations are needed to encourage modal shift and provide a genuine
alternative to car based transport.

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 | If mid-north trial buses successful service (time to a just new timetables) to suit
june 2018 consultation.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 | The Trust supports this proposal with connections for Great Ride trail users and

Pou Herenga Tai
Twin Coast Cycle
Trail Trust

bikes to strategic locations ie. Horeke, Opua, Kawakawa and Kaikohe






Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 | Improving availability of public transport plays a key part in reducing social

Northland District isolation and contributes to sustainability. (Staff summary; please see

Health Board submission).

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 | We need transport in Kaitaia

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Public transport is underdeveloped in Northland and needs all the support it
can get

paton yates 2018LTP30 As long as the current Far North services remains intact.

Lynne McDermott | 2018LTP365 I would like to see an increase in reliable public transport options available to
more towns in the North such as Mangawhai.

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 If this means charging the transport industry more to use our roads, then yes.

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 And use the current funding from rates more efficiently

Lisette Rawson 2018LTP864 Yes to the district-wide rate of $8.80 per ratepayer per year to trial new
services. It’s great flying into Kerikeri but then you have to hire a car to get
anywhere else in the north.

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 Provided such rates are used to help fund a Ruakaka to Whangarei workers,
shoppers, , etc., transport

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | So long as ab effort is made to trial services to other parts of Northland.

Hicks M

Tony Collins New | 2018LTP1147 | We also support the proposals contained within the plan relating to trialling

Zealand and funding further changes to public transport. Transport challenges for the

Chambers of region’s workforce is a concern to the Chamber and it can be a barrier to

Commerce workers seeking employment.(Staff summary; please see original submission)

Northland

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 | Would like to keep our bus in Kaitaia.

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 | - bus service in Far north not supported by passengers! - waste of money - |
have monitored this system - Not functioning in Far North. Better if funding for
footpaths (more mobile carts now for disabled people)

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 | Need better and more public transport - Build a railway

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 No

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 More pie in the sky,god do you things ever stop and look at yourselves.

Trevor Le Clus 2018LTP1211 Only applicable to services provided

Richard Gardner | 2018LTP1585 Federated Farmers opposes the Council charging for transport rates on a district
Federated wide basis, in the case of Whangarei and the Far North Districts. It is considered
Farmers of New that, because the rate is largely used to fund bus services, it should be charged
Zealand against urban properties in areas that benefit from the service that is provided.
D.J Fraser 2018LTP1619 Gold card seniors need to be accommodated re "bus" travel re rest of NZ. Eg,

Kaeo - Kerikeri, shopping/med needs.






Eva Lawry 2018LTP1671 Never see the bus around town.

GERARD BOEKEL | 2018LTP14 Bus services are the business of District Councils!

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Tania Collings 2018LTP367 We need cheaper fares and more public transport.

Alex Harbuz 2018LTP1262 Increasing rates to fund Whangarei transport system is unfair to outlying regions

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Have not been able to have our road sealed in 46 years I've been here, wouldn't

Thompson mind that happening first.

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 All should not have to pay for a service only avaliable to a few, or used by so few
people.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 User pays.

Response: Neutral

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Should be user pays, what percentage of the rating base use the bus service.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Not sure of what is needed

Turner

Karen Phillips 2018LTP248 We don't live in Whangarei

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 KDC did receive a number of submissions indicating interest in bus services from
Dargaville to Whangarei and around Mangawhai. | understand the Mangawhai
option was tried before, however I'm not convinced the promotion was effective
enough to judge the service to have been a failure.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly ratepayers in that area

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Transport rates need to remain affordable.

Neera Otiria

marae

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter believes the mid-north bus trial has been poorly planned and executed,

Paihia & Districts and has been a failure. Submitter suggests working with local communities, to

Residents & review and redesign this service.

Ratepayers

Association

Robyn Revington 2018LTP2129 Not sure in time will be an issue so probably agree.

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know anything about it.

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Not sure of what the changes would be.






No option selected

J Cameron 2018LTP143 Increase public transport

Kelly O'Sullivan 2018LTP858 Yes | think it's a great idea to extend the bus service to Whangarei Heads. It's
much needed.

Tui Riesterer 2018LTP867 Submitters requests that council changes the Tikipunga to Kamo bus route to
include the 1.96km loop road, to improve access for residents who live in and
around Thomas St, Balmoral Rd, and Vinegar Hill Rd, and that "this proposed
change be implemented under urgency before the weather sets in." A summary of
a survey of residents is included. "The repeated themes from feedback about what
this change would mean for this community included; better and easier
accessibility, sincere need for improved service, better support for the elderly,
infirm and families with small children, and earnest gratitude for being asked their
opinions about this issue." {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Gabriela Weber 2018LTP888 We are living in Kauri and we think a bus line from Hikurangi to Whangarei and
back (with stop in Kauri) would be a great thing. Would certainly use it thinking of
the more problematic parking in the future when Hundertwasser Museum is built.
Think parking will be a major topic in the future. Why not build a park n ride
parking place in the Portroad area where there is still a lot of not occupied land
and running regular busses that run a city circle from there. We think the RSA
place would be ideal to build the new council offices. It already is really central
and doesn't cost such a lot as buying land even more central. Many thanks for
your good works. We are very happy with our council!

Cliff Colquhoun 2018LTP1537 How can | answer this question, NRC not saying what changing it to in this

CBEC document.

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 For the Kaipara, if the need is not there for a bus service, it would be unnecessary.
| see no need but would be interested in others opinions.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | We consider the mid-north bus trial has been poorly planned and executed, and

Kerikeri has been a failure. We wonder how we have all ended up having to pay a targeted

Ratepayers rate for a service doomed from the outset, as it started too late in the season (in

Association its first year) to be picked up and has continued to be poorly used. Consider
working with local communities, to review and redesign this service.

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 | Submitter requests funding to go towards securing the outstanding areas of the

Ngunguru Ngunguru Sandspit and Whakareora for passive recreation.

Sandspit

Protection

Society

Gordon & Liz 2018LTP1238 Whangarei Citylink bus service. What are the statistics on the use of this bus

Wright service over time and what percentage of the total costs of providing such service
comes from actual customers? Why are large buses used rather than smaller
vehicles I've never seen more than a few people on such services, and a mini van
would seem more economic.

Piet Nieuwland 2018LTP1730 Regional Transport | urge the NRC to revisit the proposal to connect Northland

Port to the main trunk railway line at or near Oakleigh | urge the NRC to support
the use of rail transport in any economic development proposals over the use of
road transport options. | urge the NRC to support rail transport as a tourism
initiative which will pave the way to provide alternative long term transport
options for the regional economy. The obsession with road transport must cease.






Graham Tucker 2018LTP1759 | Submitter supports Omapere-Opononi-Kaikohe-Kerikeri bus service as a critical
service and seeks ongoing support and expansion of the service to provide more
frequent trips. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Netta Pope 2018LTP2390 | Yes if they are made lower.






Do you support trialling public transport for Hikurangi, Whangarei
Heads and Ruakaka/Waipu (which would have an additional impact of
about $2.50 on the Whangarei transport rate)?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 14.02% - 314
Agree 6.79% 48.41% 152
Disagree 1.70% 12.10% 38
Neutral 5.54% 39.49% 124
[No Response] 85.98% - 1,925
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

48% of submitters who responded to the question of trialling public transport were in agreement, with specific
mention of support made for One Tree Point/Ruakaka/Waipu (eight comments), Hikurangi (three comments),
Ngunguru/Tututkaka (three comments), and Whangarei Heads (two comments) as well as the Dargaville, Whangarei
Hospital, Mangawhai, and Whatuwhiwhi. Comments of support noted the importance of public transport for
employment, reducing cars of the road, reducing social isolation and contributing to sustainability.

Of those who disagreed (12%), the majority of comments were that buses should be a user pays system. Other
comments included that buses should be managed by district councils, and that buses won’t work. Similar comments
were made from those who were neutral.

Those who made comment without selecting an option were generally supportive, and particularly supported a trial
to Hikurangi (five comments), citing the advantages of access to public transport, as well as mentioning Whangarei
Heads and Ruakaka, and commented that they valued these trials over CityLink.

Response: Agree

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Please include One Tree Point in the alternative transport solutions trial. There has
been a huge influx of new residents, mainly from Auckland, so there might now be
an increased interest in public transport.

Bernard O'Malley | 2018LTP38 Having resided in Ruakaka since 1980 | think | have a grasp of what’s needed here.
A return bus service to Whangarei is imperative and long overdue. A 25 seat diesel
bus{new and electric preferably} is what is required. We once had a workers bus
service out here{no longer}. A shoppers bus service leaving at 9.00 a.m. and
returning at 3.00 p.m. would be a start.

Tania Collings 2018LTP367 Yes this would be perfect for people and encourage to use public transport more
often and cheaper fares would be a must! Would like the buses to run every 30
mins and which be beneficial for all users!

W Leef 2018LTP750 Strongly
Ruakaka Parish 2018LTP891 In the case of Ruakaka will need to be time-tabled to cater for both workers
Residents and travelling to and from Whangarei as well as for shoppers, those attending medical

appointments, etc.






Ratepayers
Association Inc.

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 A survey carried out in 2017 of local Ruakaka residents revealed a strong demand
for a Ruakaka to Whangarei Bus Service - especially form our retiree population

Nan Pullman 2018LTP1021 | How about Ngunguru to the city?

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | Submitter suggests that council look at how bus services are provided in other

Hicks M countries. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 | We need buses in Hikurangi as this is a fast growing community with no public bus
service to Whangarei

Tony Collins 2018LTP1147 | We also support the proposals contained within the plan relating to trialling and

New Zealand funding further changes to public transport. Transport challenges for the regions

Chambers of workforce is a concern to the Chamber and it can be a barrier to workers seeking

Commerce employment. (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Northland

Tamsin 2018LTP1314 | I would love to see a bus service trialled for Ngunguru, but think with all trials they

Sutherland have to be withdrawn if there is just not the support for the buses to run
cost/environmentally effectively.

Linda Vanstone 2018LTP1650 | Hikurangiis a small low income population. Some without private means of

Hikurangi transport. Workers bus could encourage job seekers in Whangarei. Many residents

Friendship House are elderly and no longer drive. There is also a significant youth population (this

Charitable Trust may be better catered for when the multi sports complex is open). Suitable times
would need to be negotiated as well. We have just focused on the public transport
for Hikurangi as this was what was discussed at our Hikurangi friendship house
meeting.

Piet Nieuwland 2018LTP1730 | Istrongly support initiatives to expand public transport services beyond Whangarei
to Ruakaka, One Tree Point, Waipu,and Mangawhai, and to Hikurangi, and to
Dargaville. | also support expansion of the City link service within Whangarei.
Consideration should also be given to provision of feeder services from locations
such as Maungakaramea, Whangarei Heads, and Tutukaka. There is considerable
traffic on roads to these locations that could be reduced with regular small bus or
van public transport opportunities.

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Part of this money should be used to investigate railway options - see attached
comment.

Jacqueline Brown | 2018LTP1971 | A better bus route for whatuwhiwhi would be good also.

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 More buses everywhere! And teach people how to use them.

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 | agree with this because there are many children that live out there and go to a
school that is in town/ near town and having public transport would make it easier
on parents of those children

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 It is sad public transport needs subsidies but we do need it. If we don't maintain
what we have and develop more, when we need it most (which we will...) we
simply wont be prepared and are likely to end up like Auckland with a massive
catch up job, a huge bill and head ache!

J Cameron 2018LTP143 Fund public transport substantially






Craig Salmon

2018LTP190

Why not activate the railway which goes through from Oakleigh to Hikurangi and
passes right through the town. Also include a link to the hospital.

Nancy Gregory 2018LTP301 And challenge government to support by allowing Gold Card holders to travel free
even though services may be limited.

Emma MclLean 2018LTP327 Yes a lot of Elderly people on Waipu would benefit from this service. Offer return
trips with more times but less days so people can organise doctors trips, shopping,
errands in one day.

Tony Morgan 2018LTP837 We support the proposed changes to the transport rates and in particular trialling
of alternative transport for Whangarei Heads. Whangarei Heads roads are
extremely dangerous in their current state which is made worse with inappropriate
and high speed limits. We support any increased funding which assists improved
transportation.

Anne Clubb 2018LTP995 This would decrease the number of vehicles with one occupant on the road

David Baylis 2018LTP1061 | Aslong as the cost are divided equally on passenger numbers

Marilyn Cox 2018LTP1072 | In particular | would like to see a regular bus service between Whangarei and
Ruakaka and Waipu. As the Editor of the Bream Bay News, | sometimes get phoned
by people asking if such a service exists. People sometimes have urgent reasons to
travel to Whangarei but no means of getting there. Examples | can recall are a
mentally handicapped man who lost the regular ride to the Whangarei paper mill
where he works, when that kind person who had been giving him a lift changed
jobs and a young woman who needed to make an appearance at the Whangarei
District Court but had no friends or family willing to take her there. As more and
more retirees are moving to Bream Bay | think the need for a bus service to
Whangarei is becoming more urgent. We have a volunteer Linking Hands driver
service for medical appointments, which gets a lot of use. A bus service, even if
only three days a week would take some of the pressure off these volunteers.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | Buses need to have easy access for people in wheelchairs, walkers and especially

Regional Elderly elderly and disabled

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Additional public transport routes better support our communities and enables

Reconnecting reduction is use of private vehicles.

Northland

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 | More public transport is welcome.

glodde Vision

Kerikeri

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 | Improving availability of public transport plays a key part in reducing social

Northland District isolation and contributes to sustainability. (Staff summary; please see submission).

Health Board

Glenis Rickey 2018LTP1777 | Strongly support Ruakaka Bus trial.






Response: Disagree

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 Bus services are the business of District Councils!

Vivienne 2018LTP54 "No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Henderson

Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 | User pays.

Doug France 2018LTP2375 | User pays.

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 No

S Forsyth 2018LTP283 It's been tried before in Ruakaka. It won't work. As Whangarei city is disjointed.
We require a mall everything under 1 roof + 1 bus stop!

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 | User pays

Response: Neutral

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know anything about it.

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 User pays

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Suggest community engagement prior to determine if there is a need.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Ivan, Susan 2018LTP42 Surely this is has already been answered

Turner

graham limbrick | 2018LTP971 Hikurangi, Whangarei heads might work, but waipu/ruakaka. $2.50 rising to
$25.50 in 2 years is it!!.

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Roadways in this areas unsuitable for pick up/drop off transport services -

Neera Otiria particularly in Whangarei Heads. Unlikely to be used to large degree given high

marae income/asset levels of residents.

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 Does not fall within location of Pou Herenga Tai Twin Coast Cycle Trail

Pou Herenga Tai
Twin Coast Cycle
Trail Trust

No option selected

Ann Martin

2018LTP36

Have you looked into promoting Uber ?






Paulette
Crowther
Healthy
Hikurangi Trust

2018LTP1007

Submitter raises concern that rural and regional areas are 'transport
disadvantaged', and references the advantages of good access to public
transport. "We support the trial of alternative transport solutions for Hikurangi
and submit that the Northland Regional Council needs to: - improve the safety
and resilience of its rural and regional communities through effective
consultation on public transport - explore strategies to implement an affordable
community transport system, and/or - explore strategies to implement an
affordable regional taxi service - ensure that under its Transport Strategy for
Northland, the transport needs of people living in rural and regional areas are
met" {Staff summary; please see original submission}

John Edwards
Hikurangi Maori
Wardens

2018LTP1010

Submitter agrees with the Healthy Hikurangi submission regarding the trial of
alternative transport solutions for Hikurangi. Submitter seeks: -" improvement of
the safety and resilience of rural and regional communities through effective
consultation on public transport - exploration of strategies to implement an
affordable community transport system, and/or - exploration of strategies to
implement an affordable regional taxi service - it ensures that under its
Transport Strategy for Northland, the transport needs of people living in rural
and regional areas are met" {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Neil Crowther
Revive
Hikurangi

2018LTP1220

Submitter agrees with the trial of alternative transport solutions for Hikurangi,
specifically: - improvement of the safety and resilience of rural and regional
communities through effective consultation on public transport - exploration of
strategies to implement an affordable community transport system, and/or -
exploration of strategies to implement an affordable regional taxi service - it
ensures that under its Transport Strategy for Northland, the transport needs of
people living in rural and regional areas are met" {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Peter Doel

2018LTP2371

Council wants 3 times the money but we don't need 3 times better CityLink
service. Forget it. Trial the Hikurangi, Whangarei Heads and Ruakaka/Waipu runs
for $2.50.

Kelly O'Sullivan

2018LTP858

Yes | think it's a great idea to extend the bus service to Whangarei Heads. It's
much needed.

Gabriela Weber

2018LTP888

We are living in Kauri and we think a bus line from Hikurangi to Whangarei and
back (with stop in Kauri) would be a great thing. Would certainly use it thinking
of the more problematic parking in the future when Hundertwasser Museum is
built. Think parking will be a major topic in the future. Why not build a park n
ride parking place in the Portroad area where there is still a lot of not occupied
land and running regular busses that run a city circle from there. We think the
RSA place would be ideal to build the new council offices. It already is really
central and doesn't cost such a lot as buying land even more central. Many
thanks for your good works. We are very happy with our council!

M.M Upperton

2018LTP1369

Not in this area so | feel it is up to them to say whether they want it.

Lynn Bowater

2018LTP1512

Submitter agrees with the trial of alternative transport solutions for Hikurangi
and seeks from council:"- improve the safety and resilience of its rural and
regional communities through effective consultation on public transport -
explore strategies to implement an affordable community transport system,
and/or - explore strategies to implement an affordable regional taxi service -
ensure that under its Transport Strategy for Northland, the transport needs of
people living in rural and regional areas are met" {Staff summary; please see
original submission}






Jeremy Busck
Dragonfly
Springs Wetland
Sancturay

2018LTP2378

Developing Public Transport further is good for all along with promoting &
striving to get higher patronage. Surveying routes & times that buses should go
and even park & ride areas for the suburbs of Whangarei could be beneficial.
Maybe even bring back the Mini Buses they may have a more positive image for
commuters.






Do you agree with our proposal to stop our contribution to Creative
Northland in order to focus all regional economic projects through
Northland Inc?

Number of Responses

Agree
Disagree
Neutral

[No Response]

Total

Summary

% Total % Answer Count
1523% 0 - 34
6.21% 40.76% 139
4.51% 29.62% 101
4.51% 29.62% 101
84.77% - 1,898
100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Of those who responded to the question of whether council should stop their contribution to Creative Northland,
over 40% agreed with the proposal to stop. Those who agreed made comments that costs need to be kept down,
funding should be fairly allocated, the funding results in duplication with district councils, and that the funding
should be stopped but only temporarily and the viability of Creative Northland be reassessed.

Of those that disagreed with the proposal to stop funding (30%), comments raised acknowledged the value of the

arts and the work of creative northland, raised concern about not funding the arts and creative activities, and raised
concern about Northland Inc and its role generally and with the arts. Submitters noted the other non-core activities
that council supports.

Submitters who were neutral or did not select and option made comments similar to those that disagreed.

Response: Agree

Kerikeri

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Money spent better elsewhere.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Darlene TURNER | 2018LTP84 | strongly agree with this proposal because it wold allow much more funding to be
available on projects that can make a difference to Northland

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 YES, too frivolous.

Leonard B

Kathryn Russell 2018LTP1310 I think all projects should get an equal chance.

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Funding from District Councils and NRC is an unnecessary duplication, Councils can

glodde Vision do this better on a local basis






Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 Given that Creative Northland are not dependent on funding from NRC, and that

Far North District NRC has provided funding for the best part of a decade, FNDC supports this

Council proposal on the basis that you will be spending more on key areas of your core
business.

Oliver Krollmann | 2018LTP10 The arts have received a lot of funding lately, so it's time to scale that back a bit
and focus on more important initiatives

GERARD BOEKEL | 2018LTP14 Keep costs down!

kevin marshall 2018LTP370 Creative Northland is a waste of money, they don't do anything anyone couldn't
do.

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | don’t want to see any funding go to regional economic development, or Creative
Northland.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter agrees as a temporary measure, and asks that it is reconsidered in the

Kerikeri next Annual Plan. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Ratepayers

Association

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter supports this for a temporary period only, but ask that council reassess

Paihia & Districts the viability of Creative Northland when reliant only on other funding sources.

Residents & Submitter asks that this funding be reconsidered in the next Annual Plan, rather

Ratepayers than waiting another 3 yrs.(Staff summary; please see original submission).

Association

Miro Parsonson 2018LTP1767 Creative Northland has been good.

Response: Disagree

Mary Jane Ardley

2018LTP13

| don’t believe that Northland Inc. will serve the artistic community as well as
creative a Northland does.

Jan Pirihi

2018LTP18

N project o contribution to the Hundertwasser project should be provided. This is
a private

Craig Salmon

2018LTP190

| think you should disband Northland Inc who appear only to exist to pay their own
staff. Put this back to district councils and have a forum between councils to work
on shared strategies for promoting the region.

S Forsyth

2018LTP283

Stop wasting S's, making new committees & paying more people.

Emma MclLean

2018LTP327

| believe the work Creative Northland does is important in the community and if
anything need more funding to make people better aware of their services. Could
they be more linked to NRC than Northland Inc? Also the date for the community
consultation strategic planning could have been better not organised for a large
Northland event was on when it was on! (Northland Field Days)

Scott

2018LTP366

The arts is such an important part of our community wellbeing, plus a huge
tourism draw. To withdrawn funding that many individual artists, art groups, art
organisations and small art businesses rely on would be taking two steps back in
our cultural development.

Linda Cook

2018LTP639

It is good to see your progressive policies particularly where environmental issues
are concerned. However, on a more negative note, is the drop of ALL funding to
Creative Northland. | see no sense in this at all. Just as good things are happening






in Te Tai Tokerau in the creative sector, with more of our artists advancing
nationally - a decision for zero funding does not make any sense. Arts are key to
creating and growing diversity and cultural communications in regions such as
ours. Lack of local council involvement devalues all progress made and being made
and | feel Regional Councils involvement is critical to maintaining local body
involvement in ongoing art projects.

Lynn Middleton
Mangawhai
Artists Inc

2018LTP752

Mangawhai Artists Inc strongly disagrees with this proposal. The funding provided
for Creative Northland is modest and has been used very effectively to support art
and creative activities. Art and creative activities and facilitates are a vital part of a
healthy and thriving community and contribute to the local economy. Rather than
ending funding we wish to see it increased and as a minimum, have parity with
any regional rates funding spent on sport. While national funding is available as
well, it is important for the regional council to consider and support creativity in
Northland. Mangawhai Artists is disappointed that arts and creativity do not
feature in the long term plan other than in a negative way, ie stopping funding.
We ask that NRC reflect on the positive and valuable contribution art and creative
ventures make for the population and for the local economy and look for ways to
support the growth of arts and creativity in Northland, including by funding
Creative Northland.

Steven Haywood

2018LTP791

Why Cut back on funding for the arts? Arts are very important to a thriving
community

Pat Monro

2018LTP834

| disagree strongly. Northland Inc. has a business orientation and Creative
Northland has a role in supporting Community Arts which have a significant
influence on the health of our young people, social cohesion and other
'wellbeing’s' vital to the overall health of our community. There is much research
that supports this position and a recognised need in Northland.

graham limbrick

2018LTP971

The arts have always needed some help and its not like what you’ll waste over the
year.

Paul Mathieson

2018LTP1016

The work of Creative Northland is a vital to the growth and nurture of our future
artists, actors, film makers and creative musicians. As one of the lead facilitators of
the 2017 Youth Summit run by Creative Northland, | can testify first hand to the
benefits gained by the young people who attended. My workshop was music
composing, and over the two days of the summit participants had to collaborate
to write and perform three original songs. All of the participants gained valuable
skills in leadership, problem-solving and both creative and practical collaboration,
in ways that would be difficult to replicate at their local schools due to the intense
focus of the activities. Moreover, the Youth Summit was about young people
having a voice with issues that matter to them in society, and being able to
express this through their passions and talents. To withdraw funding from Creative
Northland would likely mean an end to the Youth Summit, and send a message
that the arts have a lesser role to play in society than the proposed economic
project that will be taking it's funding.

David Sarich

2018LTP1068

| strongly disagree. Creative Northland is the correct body to foster the creative
industries and provide a cohesive platform for Arts Management and growth. This
is integral to arts tourism in Northland. They help create many pathways at all
levels of society. Some examples: The Youth Summit 2018 held last year in
Dargaville, Artbeat which engages with communities, The Stone symposium in
Whangarei. And among others calling for/supporting the need for NorthTec to
keep arts education where it belongs firmly in Northland. They administer
specialist knowledge that should NOT be sunk into a general fund.






Anna Curnow

2018LTP1030

Unless Northland Inc can be geared up to provide the capacity and capability
building to the artistic community currently provided by Creative Northland, then |
feel the contribution should be continued. They provide a regionally important
service in a significant market sector.

Dr Benjamin
Pittman

2018LTP1049

The arts and creative industries are a critical part of motivating visitors to come to
and tour Northland. Their value is either ignored or treated as an extra benefit.
Every economic report reinforces the importance of the arts and cultural tourism
here. Creative Northland carries huge responsibilities and delivers for the creative
arts in Northland but can only do so with proper funding support. Creative people
in Northland - part of a long history since the 1950s at least - need an organisation
to promote and champion their efforts as well as conducting key projects such as
the Sculpture Symposium, ArtBeat, Annual Youth Summit. If councils and the
communities don't want these drawcard events, a sure way to ensure they don't
happen is to cut funding. Also, councils appear to love spending money on
sporting events and facilities. The creative arts need a fairer go in the light of this.
Sports events are fleeting: the creative arts leave a lasting and important legacy.
Cutting this funding to Creative Northland or, passing it off to another organisation
with no clarity about how funds might then be accessed means Creative Northland
staff - instead of doing their work promoting the creative arts in Northland - will
be spending more time trying to raise funds. This is an absolute no brainer from
the NRC, which should be taking the lead in supporting a key sector, from which
they too benefit!

Marilyn Cox

2018LTP1072

| wonder about this decision. | think it should be recognised that at least as many
people participate in art related activities as they do in sport.

L Toorenburg

2018LTP1118

Creative Northland has done a reasonable job in managing its funds, it probably
could use more funding, it has members from the local art communities that make
the decisions. Northland Inc is a different beast, and opportunity from community
input would be greatly reduced.

Thelma Connor

2018LTP1208

Creative northland is art focused will this disappear if Northland Inc has the
funding?

Gordon Dove

2018LTP1259

Submitter disagrees and seeks retention of contribution to creative northland

Geraldine Pennell

2018LTP1379

Submitter seeks funding for arts in the Far North continue

Sasha Wilson

2018LTP1411

I would like to recommend creative Northland to be continued to receive funding
and support. Creative northland have been very supportive to Te pu o te wheke
arts. with supplying the art gallery with business advice with the help of a business
mentor. help around social media. helping me to use face book. Giving me an a
link to access funding from another source.and being umbrella.

Richard Alspach

2018LTP1456

Given the other things NRC funds, including the projects mentioned above, to cut
out funding for the Arts altogether is not a good look. Some would call it
Neanderthal. As a justification you state that Creative Northland is not solely
dependent on NRC funding to operate Well neither are Rescue Helicopters, the
Coastgaurd, St Johns etc; but | bet the NRC contributions sure come in handy. |
don’t think NRC have provided sufficient reason for dropping this support.
Consequently | don’t support its dropping.

Douglas John
Alford

2018LTP1488

We need businesses and growth.

Cliff Colquhoun
CBEC

2018LTP1537

| believe there needs to be an independent evaluation of impact of both
organisations to assess what other options could be available, especially for






economic development, as there are other economic development agency
options.

Kevin Croy

2018LTP1540

Creative northland separate from only commercial thinking.

Rosie Donovan

2018LTP1569

| disagree with this decision.

Lynne
McDermott

2018LTP365

A lot of great work is being done by Creative Northland which adds value to the
North. I would not like to see this less than it is.

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP467

| strongly disagree with this. The amounted granted is modest for the return
gained. Creative activities and art provide for those who may be vulnerable as well
as those for whom sport is not an option. Creative endeavour is good for the
region's economy, and like sport, funding may be received from elsewhere but the
region should also make some provision. The amount granted is already
inadequate to meet the demand, it should nit be stopped altogether.

Lisa Clunie

2018LTP628

Northland Inc too date have seemed to do very little for the artists of this region.
There was very little research done by them, and no visibility of the creative
industries as a contributing economic force in the regional economic plan they
recently published,. This was extremely disappointing Given the Hundetwasser
project and the number of artists living in this region, Creative Northland need to
continue to be funded.

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP640

Mangawhai Artists Inc opposes the proposal to stop or reduce the regional
funding for Creative Northland. The amount is modest and makes a significant
contribution to Northland communities and economy by encouraging growing and
thriving creative and art initiatives. Art reaches many people supporting health
and well being. Mangawhai Artists Inc supports development of Northland and
urges the Regional Council to give art and creative activities and facilities support
and funding.

Danika Marshall
Griffiths &
Associates

2018LTP711

A fantastic organisation that gives leverage to assist individual artists, art groups
and arts organisations to build their skills and resources in the area of product
development, social media, public relations and business development. It enables
partnership with organisations such as Creative NZ and Foundation North to
deliver projects for the region such as Project Youth Futures in 3D and Northland
Youth Summit Arts Festival 2018. A great asset to have in the community that
makes a positive difference and should be assisted with funding well into the
future.

Andrea Podesta

2018LTP829

Northland has such a wealth of talent in the creative field. We really should be
giving creativeness just as much if not more attention and funding - there are so
many benefits for doing this.

Graham Nathan

2018LTP930

| am totally supportive of maintaining Creative Northlands funding. Thanks to that
group and the Whangarei Symposium that they hosted a whole new world of
possibility has opened up for not only myself but other Applied and Maori Arts
students within the northland area. Thanks to the sponsorship secured by the
Creative Northland team | was able participate in the Symposium for free. Thanks
to that exposure | was able to win 2 of the 3 major prizes, resulting in my work
being placed inside the revamped Bay of Islands Airport. With the prize money |
was able to afford to sponsor a team from the local polytechnic into the next
Symposium of 2020. The team at Creative Northland do their best to highlight and
promote the arts within Northland and it would be a real shame to lose the teams
professionalism and relationship they have within the community.

Peter Schouten

2018LTP952

This organisation is performing well and should be left independent.






Tremaine 2018LTP976 Strongly disagree

Poutama

Matthew Keene 2018LTP1020 NRC funding of Creative Northland enables democratic access to the arts and

ONEONESIX Trust culture being funded. The organisation has the expertise and experience to ensure
funding is democratically distributed. Arts and culture are essential to building
community and providing a rich environment for the people in our region.

Susan 2018LTP1023 Creative Northland did a wonderful job of the Sculpture Symposium and

Dinkelacker supporting local artists. They are an asset to the community.

Faith McManus 2018LTP1064 I think NRC extremely short-sighted in it's lack of a strong strategic arts policy. The
NRC needs to retain Creative Northland as they are doing a very good job in many
areas of the arts. They provide strong leadership in the arts communities and help
create pathways. In the last 2 years they have consolidated and continued to
develop. Communication is good and it would be a mistake to have the arts
subsumed by more general economic bodies. There should be a stronger focus on
supporting Creative Northland.

E Smith 2018LTP1025 Creative Northland is increasingly run by people who understand what is needed
in the arts and culture in Northland - successful artists and administrators from the
north, often educated locally and with a vision of what is exciting and relevant to
us.

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Submitter questions utility of Northland Inc. (Staff summary; please see original

Hicks M submission).

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 | agree that Creative Northland should of by now been self funding but disagree
that these funds are transferred to NRC Business arm as the scope becomes to
large and Northland Inc has its own agenda. Isn't Northland Inc and Creative
Northland the same thing? | agree that Creative Northlands funding ends as it
should be self funding but they did an excellent job on the ArtBeat every year.

Tony Collins 2018LTP1147 Submitter has had a long and ongoing relationship with Creative Northland

New Zealand through its various iterations over the last 8 or more years. This relationship has

Chambers of been hugely beneficial to us as a Chamber as it has provided a conduit for us as a

Commerce business organisation to connect with and provide support for a business sector

Northland that was revious undervalued for what it adds to the region not only culturally but
economically. (Staff summary; please see submission).

Hinurewa te Hau | 2018LTP1242 "Creative Northland is vital organisation to supporting our creative communities.
Submission attached. "Submitter discusses the value of the creative industries
sector in Northland. Submits that if local authorities can support their local arts
groups the rewards to their area will be great -submission requests this be
workshopped. Submitter encourages a conversation about why arts funding has to
change so councils can fund long-term projects that bring cultural benefits. {staff
summary; please see original submission}

Raewyn Pennell 2018LTP1381 Please continue to fund the Arts in Northland.

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 Why? Surely this current arrangement is equitable and fair

Colin Unkovich 2018LTP1570 Supporting the arts is not your core business. | do not believe there is a place for
Northland Inc so do not support you providing funding to them.

Pauline Evans 2018LTP1582 | support that NRC ensures that funding for the Arts in Northland is available to at

least the same level as it is now, that the arts community is not in any way
disadvantaged by any changes in NRC policy for the funding of the Arts.






Sharon MoOrgan | 2018LTP1720 | do not agree with the proposal to stop funding contribution to Creative
Northland. We need a body to represent the creative sector Creative Northland is
doing this well. Northland Inc as an economic development agency will be
stretched to deliver to our communities.

Piet Nieuwland 2018LTP1730 Submitter strongly disagrees with the proposal, and comments on the value of the
funds to Creative Northland, and the double standard of "proposing to increase
funding towards sports facilities at the expense of innovative and community
enhancing creative and cultural activities." {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Absolutely Not! See attached comment. Submitter strongly disagrees with
proposal to stop funding, and submits that NRC increase funding to $100,000.
Cites the important contribution that the arts make to Northland, culturally and
economically. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Creativity activities have weird offshoots, sometimes massive economic positive.
Don't be cowardly!

Netta Pope 2018LTP2390 If what they are doing is of help to those within the Arts field.

Response: Neutral

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly ratepayers in that area. Disappointed that there was not more focus Art &

& Disability Elderly or Art & Disabled with Creative Northland. Hoping that Northland Inc

Action Forum in doesnt forget about the increasing growing elderly residents and ratepayers

Northland when designing economic projects in Northland?

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Neera Otiria

marae

John Geraets 2018LTP8 We fear the arts are underfunded so hope this would not result in reduced
funding - but don't have enough info to say.

Ann Martin 2018LTP36 Assume user pays.

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know anything about it.

Margaret Briasco | 2018LTP661 How will this effect projects reliant on funding support with Creative Northland.

No option selected

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 Not familiar with this one

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will art projects miss out?

Dean Baigent- 2018LTP1461 Submitter comments that Northland Inc should be disestablished, with

Mercer preference for A Northland Marketing Alliance. States that Northland Inc has
been too Whangarei-focused and has supported toxic hard rock mining that has
been fractious in communities. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Linda Kaye 2018LTP1656 Arts Funding. There is no real justification for withdrawing support for Creative

Northland. Arts are more than a business. You do not appear to have actually






budgeted to transfer those funds to Northland Inc; but it's impossible to tell
from the very limited access we in the regions have to supporting
documentation. You are proposing a Far North sports facilities rate, but there is
no spending allocated for arts. This objection would be met by: - retaining the
funding allocation to Creative Northland; and - allocating continued funding for
arts.

Azalea Pont 2018LTP2187 Unsure of question
Jacqueline Brown | 2018LTP1971 Not sure what this means.
Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Drop the funding but also stop funding Northland Inc. They are just slush funds

for Council's business buddies to increase their profits but there is no
measureable return to all the other ratepayers.






Updates to our policies - Do you agree with the updates we’re making
to our rating policies?

Number of Responses

Agree
Disagree
Neutral

[No Response]
Total

Summary

% Total % Answer
13.98% -

5.58% 39.94%
1.38% 9.90%
7.01% 50.16%
86.02% -

100.00% 100.00%

Count
313
125
31
157
1,926
2,239

40% of people who responded to the question of making updates to our rating policies agreed with the proposal,
with comments noting general agreement for required updates. Of those that disagreed (10%) concern was raised
about rates in general, that introducing capital value rating leads to unnecessary increase, and raising questions

about the changes.

Submitters who indicated a neutral response questioned what the updates were with one raising concern that
affordability has not been adequately accounted for, and was not transparent in determining funding.

Those that didn’t select an option raised concern about the rate increase, particularly for those on fixed incomes.

They also recommended that council develop a consistent Rating Policy on Maori Freehold Land, asked that council
reconsider the Rating policy, Remissions Policies, and the Fees and Charges Policies, and requested the assessment
of affordability, raising questions about transparency.

Response: Agree

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Yes if required.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ Ltd

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Reconnecting Northland supports quality governance and process management.

Reconnecting

Northland

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 Whatever is best for rate payers!

Heather Gray 2018LTP286 | if you stick to them

Mike Hay 2018LTP424 | The rates increase of $66 in the first year seems reasonable to achieve a step
change in the level of activity in a number of areas.

June Subritzky 2018LTP1689 | Congratulations Mangonui.

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather

2018LTP9

Stop charging 'rates' (land tax)






graham limbrick 2018LTP971 No i dont agree with your rating policies, 3 layers of governance in a country
the size of nz is over the top. One can see as plane as day you are empire
building ,out of touch out of time.

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Neera Otiria marae

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 Submitter seeks retention of status quo

Maryann Adlam 2018LTP1409 Pending what they are.

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 Too complicated introducing capital value rating leads to unnecessary increase.

CROYDON 2018LTP655 Rates are already high. Council needs to trim costs like everyone else e.g. Dairy

THOMPSON Farmers and other business people

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 Unable to decipher submitters comments.

Hicks M

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 Don't understand these

Thompson

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 Already rates are high.

Response: Neutral

Mary Jane Ardley 2018LTP13 Don’t know enough about the updates.

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 | am unaware of the updates and what they contain.

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 No problems with the updates, a lot of rates are collected in the Hokianga,
many of which benefit other areas of Northland, let see benefits coming to
Hokianga

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 Not everyone has access to computer and internet or can make the meetings.

Regional Elderly & More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Disability Action ratepayers in focus groups or organisations.

Forum in Northland

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter concerned that affordability has not been adequately accounted for,

Paihia & Districts and is not transparent, in determining funding. (Staff summary; please see

Residents & original submission).

Ratepayers

Association

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 | haven't looked at these in detail - too much stuff to read through

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Don't know enough about this

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will benefit the future community?






No option selected

K White 2018LTP534 No idea what changes are

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Amokura recommends that NRC advocates for all Councils in Northland (where

Amokura lwi applicable) to develop a consistent Rating Policy on Maori Freehold Land,

Consortium Ltd Papakainga Housing and land returned under Treaty settlements. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

David Baylis 2018LTP1061 Further explanation needed. Bureaucracy will always take THEIR best option.

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 No info in this brochure.

Felicity Foy 2018LTP1590 Submitter objects to the proposed significant increase in rates by NRC and also
the change in the financial policy that is proposed to allow up to an almost 30%
increase in rates. Questions the financially sustainability of the increase for
those on fixed incomes. {staff summary; please see original submission}

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 We note you intend to ‘balance affordability and who pays for services’ that is

Kerikeri Ratepayers not necessarily reflected in the options for funding all of the services provided

Association by the NRC. We ask that you reconsider the Rating policy, Remissions Policies,
and the Fees and Charges Policies, and we do want to see your assessment of
affordability, as we don’t believe these are transparent. Indeed, we don’t know
that affordability is calculated as a measure directly related to the
communities of Ratepayers in question, depending on the project.

Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know anything about it.

Marg Dodds 2018LTP977 If this means to make our rates more reasonable, then yes.

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 Don't understand them.






Updates to our policies - Do you agree with the updates we’re making
to our revenue and financing policy?

Number of Responses
Agree

Disagree

Neutral

[No Response]

Total

Summary

% Total % Answer

13.85% - 310
4.51% 32.58% 101
1.47% 10.65% 33
7.86% 56.77% 176
86.15% - 1,929
100.00% 100.00% 2,239

32.5% of people agreed with the proposed updates to our revenue and financing policy, making comments in

general support. Those that disagreed (10.5%), raised concern about the rates increase and spending in general, and

asked for more information.

Submitters who registered a neutral response or didn’t indicate an option were generally unsure about the

proposal, raised questions about affordability and transparency and agreed with the proposal providing that more

funding for Mana Whakahono a Rohe Collectives was factored in.

Response: Agree

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 yes as it would help everyone know what money is being spent on what when
it comes to rates increasing

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 | Compliance watch to repay borrowing.

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 Whatever is best for rate payers!

June Subritzky 2018LTP1689 Manageable for you?

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Now is the time to invest !

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 No

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 No. | need more information on this. Given that a lot of people are using social
media, how about putting this out there to be more visible.

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 Yeah great policy eh!! lets just jack the rates through the roof and we’ll call it
revenue and financing,ho,ho,ho

Hiku Taylor-Wi Neera | 2018LTP1234 | Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Otiria marae

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 | Submitter states only 6% comes from investment revenue

Count






Lynn Masters

2018LTP1992

As long as this doesn't mean an increase in Awanui flood protection. | would
rather use this for our heated swimming pool in Kaitaia.

Ann Martin

2018LTP36

Not sure Your focus needs to be on developing a programme and budget
within 5% rate increase and not on endeavouring to find ways to increase
ratepayers rates for programme increases you and ratepayers cant afford.

Durham G

2018LTP1042

A 29% increase in rates is outrageous and the plan to up the limits on annual
rates increases from 5% to 10% is a shameless grab for money to build an
empire and further impoverish the communities the Council should be serving.
As | have said many times in this submission, the Council can make significant
improvements that will benefit Northland communities by increasing
productivity, stopping ineffective programmes, prioritising, using evidence of
what works to get better outcomes, working collaboratively across the
organisation and with others, and introducing new programmes using existing
resources that have been freed up by these actions. In addition the culture of
the organisation, and the competencies and management of the staff
employed, need significant improvement so that the Council engages
collaboratively with our communities.

Margaret Hicks
Hicks M

2018LTP1104

Submitter re-emphasis that Northland Inc shouldn't be funded. (Staff
summary; please see original submission).

Clive Roberts

2018LTP1224

Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase.

Alex Harbuz

2018LTP1262

Reduce your spending to build up a surplus rather than borrowing deeper into
debt.

Response: Neutral or no option selected

Ivan, Susan Turner 2018LTP42 Surely this depends on the feedback from this consultation. In general we
support

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 | More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly & ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to this proposal.

Reconnecting

Northland

Jane Johnston Paihia | 2018LTP1763 | Submitter concerned that affordability has not been adequately accounted for,

& Districts Residents and is not transparent, in determining funding. (Staff summary; please see

& Ratepayers original submission).

Association

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I haven't looked at these in detail - too much stuff to read through

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Don't know enough about this

G McGary 2018LTP810 Dont know?

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 | Will benefit the future community?

K White 2018LTP534 No idea what changes are






John Tiatoa Taiamai 2018LTP981

As long as their more funding for Mana Whakahono a Rohe Collectives to
ki te Marangai

engage with NRC inregards to Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended to
Resource insert clause 4A. {see attachment}
Management Unit

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 | Don't understand these
Thompson






Updates to our policies - Do you agree with the updates we’re making
to our significance and engagement policy?

% Total % Answer Count

Number of Responses 13.22% - 296

Agree 4.42% 33.45% 99

Disagree 1.12% 8.45% 25

Neutral 7.68% 58.11% 172

[No Response] 86.78% - 1,943

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

33% of submitters that responded to the question about updates to council’s significance and engagement policy
agreed with the proposal, with comments acknowledging the value of engagement.

Of those that disagreed (8.5%), comments registered general disagreement and objection related to the marine
biosecurity charge.

Submitters who registered a neutral response or didn’t select an option made comments indicating that they
weren’t familiar with the policy, raised concern about affordability and transparency, and requested that any issue
impacting dogs or dog owners be considered significant. Several comments supported building Maori capacity and
engagement, ensuring the interests of Iwi and mana whenua are equitably catered for, and noting general concern
that Mana Whakahono a Rohe be considered.

Response: Agree

Tamsin Sutherland 2018LTP1314 As an interested community member, | have found the Facebook wok by the
NRC is the past year has been great, raised your profile and felt like a good
engagement format.

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 | Communication is vital to be constantly updated.

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 Yes as this allows everyone to have a heads up when rates increase

Response: Disagree

Durham G 2018LTP1042 | don't believe that any updates to the policy can strengthen the significance
and engagement of the Council. This can only come from major improvements
in the culture of the Council and the competencies of the staff employed. Such
improvements don't require additional funding. They require better
recruitment policies, in-house training and management of staff. As an
example, the Council has demonstrated no willingness to engage with the
boating community on the marine biosecurity charge and the development of
the Marine Pathway Plan. In fact the Council ignored hundreds of submissions
on this issue.






Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | Unable to decipher submitters comments.

Hicks M

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 Out of touch completely - you clearly think we are stupid

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 what nonsense!

Dave Lasike 2018LTP841 No. I need more information on this. Given that a lot of people are using social
media, how about putting this out there to be more visible.

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 No | dont agree

David Baylis 2018LTP1061 | NO

Hiku Taylor-Wi Neera | 2018LTP1234 | Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Otiria marae

D.J Fraser 2018LTP1619 Water Kauri Protection Acknowledge climate change.

Response: Neutral, or no option selected

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I haven't looked at these in detail - too much stuff to read through

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 I don't know what this is!

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Don't know enough about this

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Will benefit the future community?

Doug France 2018LTP2375 | Submissions made have not been listened to.

Margaret Wikaire 2018LTP448 I don't know - | can't find anything about it in your booklet and | haven't got
time to go on line and search.

Jan Graham 2018LTP1022 | detail in attachment Ensuring under the Significance and Engagement Policy
that any matter which may relate to dogs/dog owners is deemed to be of
significance, and thus requires community input and consultation. If there is
any matter which NRC considers which may impact dogs or dog owners, | ask
that this be considered of significance, and that dog owners are consulted
widely.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly & ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to the details of this update.

Reconnecting

Northland

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 | Submitter concerned that affordability has not been adequately accounted for,

Paihia & Districts and is not transparent, in determining funding. (Staff summary; please see

Residents & original submission).

Ratepayers

Association

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 Submitter ticked both "disagree" and "neutral". {Staff summary; please see

Ngati Kahu Social and
Helth Services

original submission}






Miriam Brooks 2018LTP102 Don't know anything about it.

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 | Don't understand these

Thompson

K White 2018LTP534 No idea what changes are

John Tiatoa Taiamai | 2018LTP981 Mana Whakahono a Rohe throughout Northland as it is not stated in the NRC

ki te Marangai Regional Plan, NRC LTP, or NRC Policy Statement yet Schedule 1 of the RMA

Resource has been amended to insert clause 4A for the process of Mana Whakahono a

Management Unit Rohe. {see attachment}

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 "Support the review of the Council’s engagement policy with Maori to ensure

Amokura Iwi that it is inclusive and effective in ensuring the interests of Iwi and mana

Consortium Ltd whenua are equitably catered for." {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Yvonne Steinemann 2018LTP1309 Council Policies Maori engagement and participation | fully support

building Maori capacity and engagement in NRC resource management and
work.






Updates to our policies - Do you agree with the updates we’re making
to our charging policy?

% Total % Answer Count

Number of Responses 13.58% - 304

Agree 4.33% 31.91% 97

Disagree 1.56% 11.51% 35

Neutral 7.68% 56.58% 172

[No Response] 86.42% - 1,935

Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239
Summary

Of those submitters who responded to the question about updates to council’s charging policy, 32% agreed with the
proposal, with comments agreeing that it’s helpful for transparency, and noting that Schedule 1 of the RMA has
been amended to insert clause 4A and Section 58L - 58U agreements and that fees should be included in to the
charging policy.

Of those that disagreed (11.5%), comments raised concern about rates increases, that not enough information was
provided, and raised concern about the marine biosecurity charge. Similar comments were made by those who
registered a neutral response or didn’t select and option.

Response: Agree

Darlene TURNER 2018LTP84 This will be helpful because it would allow the public to know where the
money they are spending/contributing is going through rate paying

John Tiatoa Taiamai | 2018LTP981 Schedule 1 of the RMA has been amended to insert clause 4A and Section 58L -
ki te Marangai 58U agreements and fees should be included in to the charging policy as well.
Resource {see attachment}

Management Unit

Response: Disagree

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 No






Guy Wilson

2018LTP833

| believe your proposed Marine Management Charges are unfair for a number
of reasons. The mooring administration charge seems excessive, it seems to be
arbitrarily set at about 1 to 1.5 hours of staff time which seems a lot just to
mail out an invoice and push some buttons to lodge a payment, 1 hour for
each and every user every year seems excessive. The navigation Safety by law
fee seems to be a targeted rate that misses the target, by casual observation it
is clear that the vast majority of users of the harbor and its Navigation Aids are
trailer boat users from the general public and should be charged as such
through general rates. The Marine Biosecurity charge is exteremely unfair, the
activities funded are of no benefit whatsoever to a mooring holder above the
benefit derived by all ratepayers. The council recognises this for land based
pests and is being inconsistent, unfair and hence unlawful by targeting this
rate. The pest incursions and fouling on boats are not caused by the mooring
holders, they are allready bearing the cost through increased cleaning needs
due to the water quality from land runoffs encouraging growth. Put the costs
on the causes and beneficiaries not some easily target loosely related sufferer.

Dave Lasike

2018LTP841

No. | need more information on this. Given that a lot of people are using social
media, how about putting this out there to be more visible.

Hiku Taylor-Wi Neera

Otiria marae

2018LTP1234

Insufficient information provided in supporting documents.

Kevin Croy

2018LTP1540

Compliance watch to repay borrowing. Too complicated introducing capital
value rating leads to unnecessary increase.

Vivienne Henderson

2018LTP54

"No" to any proposed increases in rates. Stay within NRC's current budget.

Miriam Brooks

2018LTP102

Don't know anything about it.

Gillian Durham

2018LTP1042

The marine biosecurity charge to undertake diver surveys of around 25% of
the non-trailer boats in Northland during around 50% of the year is clearly a
waste of money and has alienated boat owners from the Council. A prioritised,
evidence-based approach would have been far more effective and efficient
than the Council's current plans. The Council has consistently refused to follow
the recommendations of the Ministry for Primary Industries and the Minister
of Conservation to require "a vessel to have an anti-fouling system that is
applied in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions and the anti-
fouling system must be within the manufacturer’s timeframe of effectiveness."
If this recommendation was adopted, the Council would only need to dive on
hulls that did not provide them with evidence of this system, and they could
charge the offending boat owners rather than make everyone pay on top of
the high costs of boat maintenance boat owners already incur.

Margaret Hicks
Hicks M

2018LTP1104

Not when it comes to rates in the Whangarei area.

Roseline Mitten

2018LTP2337

too high.

Doug France

2018LTP2375

Not melary user pay outlying area should not pay for others.






Response: Neutral or no option selected

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly & ratepayers

Disability Action

Forum in Northland

Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Reconnecting Northland is neutral with respect to the details of this update.

Reconnecting

Northland

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter concerned that affordability has not been adequately accounted for,

Paihia & Districts and is not transparent, in determining funding. (Staff summary; please see

Residents & original submission).

Ratepayers

Association

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 I haven't looked at these in detail - too much stuff to read through

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 | don't know enough about it!

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Don't know enough about this

Kenneth Hollay 2018LTP1140 | Do not understand.

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 | Will benefit the future community?

Leigh Hopper 2018LTP1430 | Submitter seeks that council has regard to fact that Marsden Cove collects fees

Marsden Cove Canals from private users or public and private resources to recover all it's costs and

Management Ltd and that this be had regard to when council establishes its fees and charges.

Marsden Maritime Submitter also concerned about the consent holder charges it incurs given the

Holdings Ltd work the submitter does e.g. managing marine pests. Suggests that the
submitter receives a rebate or remission to the full extent of council charges.
(Staff summary; please see original submission).

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Depends case by case.

Anahera Herbert 2018LTP2130 Inside heated pool for Kaitaia

K White 2018LTP534 No idea what changes are

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 Have not seen them, or is that part of the policy.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | We note you intend to ‘balance affordability and who pays for services’ but

Kerikeri Ratepayers that is not necessarily reflected in the options for funding all of the services

Association provided by the NRC. We ask that you reconsider the Rating policy, Remissions
Policies, and the Fees and Charges Policies, and we do want to see your
assessment of affordability, as we don’t believe these are transparent. Indeed,
we don’t know that affordability is calculated as a measure directly related to
the communities of Ratepayers in question, depending on the project.

Rachel & Rob 2018LTP1340 | Don't understand these

Thompson






Other topics

The feedback received through this long term plan consultation process varied widely, and extended beyond the
specific consultation points that have been covered by this summary.

Where feedback was provided, either independently as an 'other' comment or in conjunction with feedback on
consultation topics, this has been separated from other feedback so that it can be addressed and is summarised
below. Where there was feedback on the same topic from a number of submitters, these have been grouped.

Topics include:

e Climate change/sustainability

e Community facilities

e Core Business

e District council

e GE/GMO

e Governance

e LTP process
e Mangroves

e  Mining/industry

e Northland Inc/economic development

e Roading/rail

e Soil/land management
e Other (ungrouped)

Climate Change/Sustainability

Faye Irwin-Erceg 2018LTP1422 - Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability is a reality! once thought to be
a fantasy of a few -Close monitoring and accountability is paramount (no 'junkets'
or similar - e.g. Kaipara antics??!)

L Carter 2018LTP350 Infrastructure development is critical, including flood protection, as Climate
change/sustainability change/sustainability makes itself felt.

Dean Baigent- 2018LTP1461 Submitter comments on the importance of planning for Climate

Mercer change/sustainability change/sustainability - "like dune lake restoration and the
managed retreat of threatened species like bittern (critically endangered) their
habitats and people" and including reducing council contribution to Climate
change/sustainability change/sustainability, such as assets and investments reliant
on fossil fuels. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Nick Beveridge 2018LTP1786 Submitter provides general comments on Climate change/sustainability

Royal Forest and change/sustainability, including council itself reducing its contribution to Climate

Bird protection change/sustainability change/sustainability and dealing with the physical

Society of New implications of Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability for the region.

Zealand (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 | ask you to take Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability seriously and
protect our resources for future generations.

D.J Fraser 2018LTP1619 Water Kauri Protection Acknowledge Climate change/sustainability

change/sustainability.






Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Aapprove a Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability policy with a

Amokura lwi commitment to a collaborative Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability

Consortium Ltd strategy for Northland, to be developed in conjunction with Iwi partners and the
TAs. Questions what NRC is doing to prepare communities, and to incentivise
activities that reduce carbon emissions. -

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 What I'm missing however is a statement, or better strategy, how to contribute
directly to lowering emissions, minimising or avoiding rubbish, and moving our
region towards renewable resources and a sustainable future. There doesn't appear
to be anything in the LTP that makes these principles a target or goal in general. You
could argue that this is out of scope, or district councils' business, not NRC's, but |
think an LTP without such a strategy is incomplete.

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Sustainable Development Goals - submitter encourages council to engage with the

Northland District United Nations Sustainable Development Goals.

Health Board

Craig Salmon 2018LTP190 Keep encouraging electric vehicles, but look also at electric bus services and
electrification of rail in Whangarei.

Emma McLean 2018LTP327 | have attached a proposal for funding to implement a strategy educating about
clean coastal and river waterways while also stopping plastic pollution at its source.
Do you have plans to tackle plastic pollution in our fresh and coastal waters. |
understand WDC deals with all things rubbish, but plastic pollution is a very real
threat to our marine environment we needs to act on at all local government levels.
(90% of seabirds, and 30% of marine turtles have ingested plastic) Over 92,000
plastic bags were found across NZ beaches in Coastal cleanups. | believe this issue
crosses over from local council to regional council as well.

Pauline Evans 2018LTP1582 | support strategies that reduce carbon emissions, particularly in the transport,
tourism and farming sectors.

Rolf Mueller-glodde | 2018LTP1375 The 10 present EVs in the car pool are a good start: continue to use further EVs and

Vision Kerikeri PHEVs for expansion and replacement as far as possible. -

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 Submitter comments on: - Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability and
presents related ideas on community resilience, energy descent (from the use of
fossil fuels), sustainable land use. - community resilience in terms of building local
food and energy resilience - waste minimisation, and how council's policies fit with
LGNZ's waste manifesto

Core business

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 General Rates should be used for water, environment including pests.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter asks council "to focus on core business and essential work, and desist in

Kerikeri Ratepayers doing anything new or un-necessary until the full costs of maintenance and

Association protection are known."{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Submitter requests that council stick to required core business, and not use funds
for services that are not necessarily what the ratepayers want.

Graham Tucker 2018LTP1759 The submitter does not support NRC activity beyond its core business (list
provided).

District council

Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 2) Bilingual Maori and English language names of roads, bays, beaches, etcetera

should be the norm.






John Holden

2018LTP860

I'm vehemently opposed to the construction of a new Civic Centre at exorbitant
cost to the rate payer and believe that the Whangarei District Council current
officers are adequate and could be refurbished if need be in the future at a fraction
of the cost of buying new land to build a new Civic Centre.

paton yates

2018LTP30

Kaitaia has experienced an incredible growth in tourist traffic. Yet it has shown that
its entrances are substandard and do not reflect its role as a tourist hub. The
western entrance is abysmal. This road is experiencing greater traffic but it is less
than attractive on entry. Also, the grass and gorse are being poorly controlled.

Lynda Thompson

2018LTP2310

Re those dealing with resource consents, at FNDC. Something is radically wrong
with their ability knowledge, speed and common sense! The situation as it is
intolerable and needs a qualified person to sort it out. Here's one example: - A
Friend, after waiting MONTHS has had to have an Engineering report for a simple
conservatory to be built on to her house, house has a concrete floor, so does
conservatory. Why did they insist on an Engineer come from afar to look at the site,
adding a huge sum to the cost. This complaint needs investigation, and there are
many other dissatisfied people as well!!

E Mclntyre

2018LTP168

Submitter believes there is a need for more bus shelters in Whangarei, particularly
opposite the hospital on Maunu Rd. Submitter wants to see a bus shelter in this
location, not just a bus stop. Submitter feels those who are unwell or disabled
should have shelter while waiting for a bus back to the city. {Staff summary; please
see original submission}

Gabriela Weber

2018LTP888

We think the RSA place would be ideal to build the new council offices. It already is
really central and doesn't cost such a lot as buying land even more central.

B Clark

2018LTP162

The health of our community should be of upmost importance and the provision of
ways to achieve this needs to be included in the Long Term Plan ie pools, walking
tracks, cycle lanes this in turn will attract more tourists and families/ people into the
community.

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

Better co-ordinate district councils in general but in particular rubbish where
current "cost savings" have simply lead to massive fly dumping. Make sure urban
pressures eg water quality are considered in a practica rural context. Aim for steady
improvement without massive business and farm Same applies to SNA designations
that amount to confiscation of private property rights.disruption. Ensure forestry
which is currently flavour of the month does not contribute to environmental
degradation. Current harvesting particularly in winter is leading to far more
sedimentation than farm waterways .

Lieselotte Elfriede
Merker

2018LTP34

| suggest that there is a fund to engage staff to follow up that the condition issued
in a title are followed. eg. Wetland, significant bush. We needed to have in the title
that it need to be fenced off. We totally agree to this. But when the person who
bought the land thinks he can do what he wants as there will not be a
punishment, WHY HAVING TO BOTHER WITH THIS. There is no wetland anymore
and all regrowth in the bush is gone. Bush was fenced off for 15 years... It is sad. Sad
thing is, there are not enough staff taking care for this. Complains just do not help...

Mere Kepa

2018LTP23

14) Community funding to assist restore and beautify the berm should remain
available.






Mere Kepa

2018LTP23

29) The [roadside] drains should be freed of noxious weeds that prevent the storm
water and flood water flowing cleanly to the harbour.

GE/GMO

David MacClement
MacClement D

2018LTP1048

For many years | have supported (by submission) the Northland and Whangarei
plan sections which in effect prevented the dissemination of genetically modified
organisms (GMOs) outside laboratories. However, the NRC inappropriately removed
the very important strong precautionary and prohibitive GE policy from the
operative NRC Long Term Plan a few years ago (without any public consultation or
legitimate reason). | request that NRC return to the original precautionary and
prohibitive GE policy (that was in various NRC Long Term Plans since the 2004-14
LTCCP) and the $10,000 contingency fund (in the event of any EPA approved
outdoor GE applications for Northland).

Yvonne Jackson

2018LTP830

GE - I do not want GE in Northland. Traveling to other countries | see organic
farming on the increase and would like to see this developed in NZ while we still
have a clean Green reputation world wide.

Piet Nieuwland

2018LTP1730

GE free Status | urge the Northland Regional Council to maintain and protect the
GE free status of Northland and place strong precautionary and prohibitive
GE/GMO provisions, policies and rules in the Long Term Plan and the new Regional
Plan and other sound environmental policies.

lan Cambourn
Cambourn |

2018LTP1524

I request that NRC restores previous wording around GE / GMO Policy. The wording
that was used for a number of years before it was removed needs to be replaced. le
that the valuable precautionary and prohibitive GE / GMO policy and the S 10 000
contingency fund as used in Long Term Plans since 2004/14, 2006 /16, 2009/ 19,
2012/ 22, 2015/ 25 needs to be put in again.

Gillian French

2018LTP1623

| very much object to any GE modification in Northland, or even elsewhere in NZ.
Many of the experimentslZ in this field have proven to have had bad results and |
have no faith in future attempts. We have seen the unfortunate effects from GE
Maize. It is important to keep our country pure to enhance our future trade
opportunities. We also need to be protected from companies like Monsanto with
their limitless pockets. In the interests of a clean, green NZ | ask that the Northland
Regional Council reinstate the precautionary and prohibitive GE policy.

Fiona Moorhouse

2018LTP1137

Please not my support of the original submissions made by, GE Free NZ, GE Free Tai
Tokerau, Whangarei District Council, the Soil & Health Association Aotearoa NZ,
Organics Aotearoa NZ (OANZ) and Te Waka Kai Ora on the important GE/GMO
issue. | do not want GM food or products in New Zealand and | want clear labelling
of imported products so | can choose NOT to buy them.

Brendan Hoare
Organics Aotearoa

2018LTP1762

Submitter asks to council to include the important precautionary and prohibitive GE
policy and the $10,000 contingency fund in the Long Term Plan 2018-28, and raises
concerns about how these were removed without public consultation or legitimate
reason. Submitter urges the council to protects Northland from the risks of GMO, to
protect GM free status, and highlights the economic benefit of this. {Staff summary;
please see original submission}






Martin Robinson 2018LTP1628 Submitter urges NRC to replace/ place a strong precautionary and prohibitive GE
GE Free Tai policy (that was in various NRC Long Term Plans since the 2004-14 LTCCP) and the
Tokerau (Northland $10,000 contingency fund (in the event of any EPA approved outdoor GE

Inc). applications for Northland) into the NRC LTP 2018-28. (Staff summary; please see
original submission).

Zelka Linda 2018LTP1641 Submitter urges NRC to replace/ place a strong precautionary and prohibitive GE

Grammer policy (that was in various NRC Long Term Plans since the 2004-14 LTCCP) and the

Grammer Z $10,000 contingency fund (in the event of any EPA approved outdoor GE
applications for Northland) into the NRC LTP 2018-28. (Staff summary; please see
original submission).

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 Submitter supports the precautionary approach to GMOS. Submitter would prefer if

Ngunguru Sandspit the hearings were reinstated.

Protection Society

Shushila Ajani 2018LTP1417 Submitter comments on GMOs and the council's role. Submitter raises concerns

Ajani S with how the GE policy was removed from the 2004-14 LTCCP, and asks that council
"replace/ place a strong precautionary and prohibitive GE policy (that was in various
NRC Long Term Plans since the 2004-14 LTCCP) and the $10,000 contingency fund"
into the 2018-2028 LTP. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Beverley Gott 2018LTP1634 Submitter comments on protecting the environment from GMOQO's, and concerns
that submissions are ignored. Submitter requests that council "replace all the
correct wording into documentation and make protection of our environment from
GMQO's part of your forward planning." {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

S Nilsson 2018LTP421 Keep Northland GE Free.

Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 The cultivation of GE/GMO plants on farmland should be prohibited.

Melanie Miller 2018LTP1240 Genetic engineering / GMOs should be banned in Northland, because there are too
many scientific uncertainties associated with these technologies. If producers in
Northland are able to market their products as GE/GMO free, they will be able to
sell to premium markets and get an economic advantage in future.

Rolf Mueller-glodde | 2018LTP1375 Regional Plan should include provisions to regulate GMOs.

Vision Kerikeri

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 that the council reinstates the GE policy and $10,000 contingency fund.

Yvonne 2018LTP1309 Submitter comments: - that council communication and publicity should increase,

Steinemann particularly in dissemination of scientific and expert research. -

"Anyone who wants to
use GE organisms in our region should be fully financially and legally liable for any
problems now and into the future." "

Judy Plain 2018LTP1179 Submitter requests: - the GE policy and $10,000 contingency fund are reinstated.

Jean Anderson 2018LTP1162 Submitter urges council to consider: - Providing drinking water free of fluoridation; -

Physicians and
Scientists for Global
Responsibility

Protection against contamination of land and waterways by genetically engineered
organisms; - Urgent reduction of public, crop and animal exposure to glyphosate-
based herbicides. Submission includes details reasoning. (Staff summary; please see
original submission)






Governance

Matthew Williams 2018LTP1790 - Surf Life Saving should have representation at Northland Regional Council level

Surf Life Saving and that this representation is included in writing within the Long Term Plan -

Northern Region Northland Regional Council clarifies their position in regards to managing physical
risks at coastal location and develop an inclusive stakeholder approach to address
this.

Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 1) Decisions made by middle aged white men about how all people should engage
with Nature should stop.

CROYDON 2018LTP655 Bring the Houhora Harbour and the Motutangi stream under the umbrella of

THOMPSON Waiora Northland then we may get our creek and harbour back to where it was in
the early 1990's e.g. less sediment and degradation of our Harbour

GERARD BOEKEL 2018LTP14 Do we actually need a Regional Council?

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 Drop it altogether. In fact, disband your organisation.

Mather C

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Planning - submitter highlights importance of working collaboratively with TA's.

Northland District

Health Board

Linda Kaye 2018LTP1656 "Submitter supports employment of local contractors for infrastructure and works
and requests a Regional Policy Statement of support for local residents, firms,
businesses and contractors to be first priority in all contract works and employed
positions. Submitter also requests a set of specific steps for preferential tendering
and "first refusal" to local business, contractors and individuals in infrastructure,
building projects and all other NRC works and employed positions. {Staff summary;
please see original submission}

graham limbrick 2018LTP971 The sooner you people are gone the better it’ll be for the average person.

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 These are the issues | have found the time and energy to give feedback on. |
strongly feel the regional council is selling our resources to the highest bidder. | live
in Northland because it is wild and beautiful and untouched in comparison to much
of the rest of Aotearoa, it seems though that this is changing, at no benefit to its
population.

Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 We are all in this together, those of us who choose to live in Northland. After years

Pittman of neglect from central governments - regardless of political colour - we are at a
crunch point as multiple impacts and pressures are upon us related to dynamics
such as population growth, Climate change/sustainability change/sustainability,
land use, waterways degradation, community and infrastructure facilities.
Northland could become the place to be but we need to get it right for those here
already.

Adrian Kersley 2018LTP811 What's the point? Last time the NRC asked for 'my advice' | spent nearly $4,000 on a
professional report that | gave to council, it was completely ignored. | won't be
bothering again!

D & A Washbrook 2018LTP1378 Other decisions - Agree to work shop other resources to make a decision.

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 That council give consideration to the benefits of unitary authority and agree to

Amokura Iwi
Consortium Ltd

discuss and recommend options for a Unitary Authority. Submitter acknowledges
shared services but raises concern about inconsistencies and different approaches
across councils, and considers that a unitary authority may alleviate pressures on
ratepayers.






Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 That council develop their Policy on Fostering Maori Participation in councils in a

Amokura lwi collaborative way with Amokura to create meaningful outcomes, and that council

Consortium Ltd consider the development of Mana Whakahono agreements as another way to
develop these relationships.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter concerned that there is no mention in the LTP about managing the flood

Paihia & Districts hazard from the Waitangi River.

Residents &

Ratepayers

Association

Jude Thompson 2018LTP1404 Submitter is appreciative and supportive of NRC’s investment in Civil Defence and

Whangaruru the lead role taken and collaborative approach with the other Northland Councils.

Residents and

Ratepayers

Association

Graham Tucker 2018LTP1759 Submitter seeks a 5, 10 and 25yr plan be developed in partnership between FNDC,
NRC and NZTA to address / respond to coastal hazards and that this include an
engineering feasibility study. Factors to be considered include SH12 and other
infrastructure. Also suggests NRC develop a range of options to protect landowners
from coastal erosion along the shoreline with ratepayers able to select a preferred
option

LTP Process

CROYDON 2018LTP655 Council develop a long term plan e.g. 2018-2028 (10 Years) then every 3 years

THOMPSON develop another 10 year plan. Sounds to me like job creation for council staff

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 Congratulations on a well-written and comprehensive LTP consultation document.
It would have been nice to include short summary sections regarding the policy
updates as well - the supporting documents are just too long and too much legalese
to work through.

Ivan, Susan Turner 2018LTP42 Great to be consulted this way having internet and meetings to inform us. A shame
we have been away and unable to attend a meeting.

Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 I am heartily sick of being deluged with reams of paper for so called 'consultation’,

Durham G and limited opportunities to engage with Council officers in a meaningful manner
(that is, two way communication with Council actually listening to and responding
to my concerns). | have completed this 'survey', but all of what | have said has been
included in many previous, and ignored, submissions. When will the Council stop
talking about what it wants to do and actually putting in place effective strategies to
achieve something? When will the Council start using meaningful data,
acknowledge mistakes and failures, and stop spin?

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 Not everyone has access to computer and internet or can make the meetings.

Regional Elderly & More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Disability Action ratepayers in focus groups or organisations.

Forum in Northland

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 I would like more info available on website. Its good , but would like more info eg.
agendas and minutes of flood scheme group meetings, the ability to look up
individual resource contents (if the info is legally allowed to be read by the public),
water use records for individual consent holders.

Avis Saunders 2018LTP1414 Information provided help us plan for a thriving Northland - hard to understand

what you are talking about.






Kristi Henare

2018LTP1131

| am disappointed in the submission processes and actually | feel like | am wasting
my time when writing down My Say, | actually attended one of the workshops with
NRC Councillors and staff in blue t-shirts during the day (staff didn't write down
what | said) and found it imitating and embarrassed to witness my friend Allan
Agnew being abused and ignored interesting because he is a resident and ratepayer
and a farmer and an important member of the community who is elderly and is
disabled. Also the bloody Councillors liked hearing their own voices | can see why
no one else turned up - we were given as referred as a free lunch sorry Ratepayers
paid for the staff and councillors expenses and time to be there and the lunch.

Lynn Middleton

2018LTP467

Your consultation document is excellent, well laid out and easy to follow, this
submission form is also great .

Jim Shaw

2018LTP39

Sorry but couldn't find information on the proposed changes or updates to your
policies anywhere in your long term plan document so for that reason mostly stuck
to neutral.

Jane Johnston
Paihia & Districts
Residents &
Ratepayers
Association

2018LTP1763

Submitter asks that there be more effort be made to engage with ratepayers (along
with our communities) during the drafting of Long Term Plans (and Annual Plans).
Concerned about the consultation process used - no 'pop up' events held near the
submitter and very disappointed about there being no hearings. Concerned that far
north residents have very few opportunities to address elected members.
Concerned that submissions on other council plans don't appear to have informed
the LTP. Raises dusty roads as example of council not listening to ratepayers.

Jane Johnston
Kerikeri Ratepayers
Association

2018LTP1660

Submitter comments on disappointment at consultation information, opportunities
and lack of hearing, and requests bringing back formal meetings to the Far north at
least once a year.

Warren Slater

2018LTP1276

Submitter comments on concerns with the council and how it consults with the
community.

Linda Kaye

2018LTP1656

Submitter comments on the submission process as undemocratic, and details
concerns regarding printing of materials and the material itself. The submitter
requests:" a) access to all printed material in every Library in the Region, including
community libraries and branches; and b) properly constituted public hearings on
the Plan.

Alan Agnew

2018LTP989

Submitter comments on concerns at Council responses to submissions, and
disappointment at Have Your Say event low turnout. {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Michael Wrightson

2018LTP1415

Submitter concerned about decision not to hold hearings for LTP - it's not
transparent. (Staff summary; please see original submission for detailed concerns
about transparency of decision making)

Margaret Hicks
Hicks M

2018LTP1104

Submitter raises point that not all residents have email. Submitter concerned that
correspondence isn't replied to. Submitter suggests council needs to improve its
contact with the wider public - consultation does not work if its limited to the few.
Submitter makes number of suggestions to improve contact. (Staff summary; please
see original submission).

Jude Thompson
Whangaruru
Residents and
Ratepayers
Association

2018LTP1404

That NRC reinstate ‘Hearings’; rather than just a written submission and ‘Have your
Say’ events.






Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1115 Submitter would prefer if the hearings were reinstated.

Ngunguru Sandspit

Protection Society

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 Very broad information provided, very little detail. NRC unfairly requires feedback

Neera Otiria on large topics, whilst ensuring that only minimal information is provided. HIGH

marae CONCERN regarding proposed flood scheme at Otiria and likely consequences for
marae reservation and heritage buildings. MORE DISCUSSION REQUIRED!!!

2018LTP1586 In general terms, Federated Farmers considers that the LTP adequately sets out the
process by which Council plans its activities, and the process by which it makes
decisions relating to the funding of those activities. Federated Farmers particularly
supports the Council’s recognition of the challenge of meeting the community’s
expectations of the Council seeking for Northland to “thrive”, by “working together
to create a healthy environment, strong economy and resilient communities.

June Subritzky 2018LTP1689 Feeling appreciative for Committees hard work!

Bruce Copeland 2018LTP368 I look at a few LTP's and the effort and thought is evident and appropriate for the
area. Congratulations

Gabriela Weber 2018LTP888 Many thanks for your good works. We are very happy with our council!

Tony Morgan 2018LTP837 Overall we are supportive of the draft proposal and thank the NRC team for their
work.

Mangroves

David Baylis 2018LTP1061 [Go even further on water-related work] Especially on mangrove spread. More
money for mangrove volunteer organisations to control mangrove. Special
attention to the Ruakaka River. Disgusting the damage being done.

Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 10) The mangrove forests, juvenile and mature, should not be removed for
aesthetic, road sports, and money-making reasons.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1133 Why did NRC give a permit for mangrove removal to a bunch of ratepayers in
Ruakaka to unprofessional and unqualified individuals to remove mangroves in the
Ruakaka Wildlife Refuge?

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 NRC needs to set aside significant funding to control the evergrowing threat of
mangrove infestation in our harbours and estuaries. Water flow channels are being
strangled and natural habitat destroyed by the continual mangrove invasion.
Community Groups need to be given full support in their efforts to control
mangroves - in financial and material ways. Council needs to direct staff to assist
local community organisations in the preparation of necessary Resource Consent
Applications. NRC should waive Resource Consent Fees for local community
organisations making Resource Consent Applications to enable them to conrol the
inexorable mangrove invasion.

Ruakaka Parish 2018LTP891 There needs to be funds set aside to assist Community Groups undertaking

Residents and
Ratepa Ruakaka
Parish Residents
and Ratepayers
Association Inc.

Mangrove Control Programmes. Assistance should be offered as financila and
material assistance as well helping and not charging those Groups Resource
Management associated fees. Mangroves are showing an inexorable spread (
estimated to be by 5% per annum by NIWA) and are steadily choking our harbours
and estuaries. Their sedimentation effects are causing upstream flooding problems.
Just as importantly, they are destroying local natural habitats to the detriment of
estuarine plant, bird and fish life Northland Regional Council must fully realise the






looming disaster that will result from the unfettered proliferation of mangroves in
Northland and take significant steps to counter such a disaster

Mining/Industry

Mere Kepa

2018LTP23

13) The carbon footprint of the chemical and timber industries should not be
permitted to continue to degrade and destroy Nature.

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

Ensure forestry which is currently flavour of the month does not contribute to
environmental degradation. Current harvesting particularly in winter is leading to
far more sedimentation than farm waterways .

Brad Windust

2018LTP935

I'd like to see far better environmental management of the pine tree industry. I'd
like to see far better environmental management of the beekeeping industry. ie no
fly in fly out beekeepers, just for the mAEnuka session. I'd like to see far better
environmental management of the aquaculture industry.

Moana Henare

2018LTP1219

No Toxic Mining at Puhipuhi clean up the old mercury mine in Puhipuhi Clean
freshwater save our tuna Protect our environment

Thelma Connor

2018LTP1208

No Toxic Mining in Puhipuhi Whakapara Clean up the Old Mercury Mine in Puhipubhi

Kristi Henare

2018LTP1132

PROPOSED GOLD MINE stating that | am opposed to any form of Gold/Silver Mine in
Puhipuhi. NZPAM should cancel all permits. This area should be zoned as significant
and ban all mineral mining forever. CLEAN UP the Puhipuhi Old Mercury Mine
which was opened in 1907 and abandoned in 1945 that was 73 years ago and
nothing has been done. HAPU MAORI ENGAGEMENT - Under the M3ori
Community Development Act 1962 | would like the Northland Regional Council to
recognise the Whakapara Tahoroa Waiotu Maori Committee which needs to be
listed to receive any resource consent for mineral extraction (gold/silver mining) in
Puhipuhi and waterwaters. The NRC should be planning to clean up the old
Puhipuhi Mercury Mine which is 73 years old with nothing been done.

Faith McManus

2018LTP1064

Where are the policies for protecting our air quality and stopping inappropriate
industrial development in rural landscapes?

Northland Inc/economic development

Kristi Henare

2018LTP1133

NORTHLAND INC - Is this really providing the services that they promote? Isnt there
a fine line in regard to conflict of interest?






Vaughan Cooper 2018LTP1747 Submission discusses the benefits of an effective Regional Development Agency,

Northland Inc and supports the findings of the recent S17A review that Northland Inc should
become a jointly owned CCO, owned by all four councils in Northland, and with an
associated increase in operational funding. Submission discusses the benefits of the
Tai Tokerau Northland Economic Action Plan, and the benefits of working together
to maximise opportunities presented by the Provincial Growth Fund. Submits that
current funding from the Investment and Growth Reserve (IGR) is insufficient for
the support of economic development and funding of Northland Inc, and both the
IGR and the Community Investment Fund be used to contribute to Northland Inc
and investing in economic development. Submits that the remainder of CIF interest
be allocated to funding investment activities through the IGR. Submission requests
bulk funding of $1.9M for Northland Inc, rather than funding that is tagged to
specific work programmes. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 Submitter recommends that Council continue to pay close attention to the quality

Federated Farmers of its spending on regional economic development, and to how Northland Inc is

of New Zealand performing.

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 Submitter concerned that too much is spent on Northland Inc and not enough on

Paihia & Districts ventures that create employment. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Residents &

Ratepayers

Association

Tony Collins New 2018LTP1147 Submitter proposes that council create a business-friendly environment and this

Zealand Chambers intention is clearly articulated to all levels of the organisation and there are

of Commerce appropriate mechanisms in place to monitor, review and remedy and conflicts that

Northland inhibit private sector development without fear of prejudice. Submission includes
detailed discussion about the council's role in economic development. (Staff
summary; please see original submission).

John Moore 2018LTP1753 Submitter suggests that there needs to be a stronger focus on regional and

Northport Ltd and economic development in the LTP. Proposed reduction in funding for regional and

Marsden Maritime economic development is contrary to the critical role the NRC has in encouraging

Holding Ltd and fostering regional growth. More funding should be directed to Northland Inc.
(Staff summary; please see original submission).

Gerald Pugh 2018LTP862 We are cycalists and enjoy the current bike trails, the Opua to Kawakawa rail/bike
track needs to be properly addressed and the train encouraged to get to Opua as all
involved are trying to get this off the ground, why cannot we get 'corrections’
involved on this project, lots of able bodied people to help with the manual side to
clear the track and expose the rail ling, in this day an age everything is possible if
enough effort is put in.

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP467 Only to reinforce the need for creative arts funding and support to match that of
the contribution made to sport. Both are good for the people of Northland, both
can help the local economy but in my view creative activities are likely to offer more
by supporting local business growth and tourism.

Nienke Van Dijken 2018LTP1801 Submission acknowledges the significant contribution of tourism to regional

T9ourism Industry
Aotearoa

economic development, and that council's planning needs to consider visitors and
residents, discusses challenges and opportunities of tourism growth. Submission
encourages council to: Consider the infrastructure needs of tourism, noting the
Regional Growth Fund as an opportunity Promote tourism Support sustainable
tourism through policy and regulation Recognise the economic value of tourism
Action the requirements of the NPS for freshwater Submission discusses tourism
funding, and taxes. Submission notes the areas of investment in the LTP, and the






positive impacts that investment into clean water and pest management will have
on the natural environment. Submission notes that council funds Northland Inc, and
that reduction for tourism funding should not occur. Acknowledges that Northland
is well-placed to benefit from tourism. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Alby Barr GNR
Charitable Trust

2018LTP1466

Submitter comments on a proposed rail tourism venture in Whangarei, and the
intention of NorthPort to facilitate cruise ship berthing. {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Charles Parker Bay
of Island Marketing
Group

2018LTP1003

Submitter highlights tourism for economic development of Northland. The
submitter asks council to: "follow the advice given by Martin Jenkins and; 1. Lift the
regional promotional activity budget - and we recommend a minimum of $500k pa
to match industry’s contribution to Northland Inc’s activities ($300k in cash and
$200k in kind) 2. Move the resourcing for this essential activity to core funding- Our
members support an increase in rates to support destination marketing and
economic development. 3. Encourage other TLAs to provide additional support and
funding to the RTO, Northland Inc" {Staff summary; please see original submission}

RMA

Graeme Edwards

2018LTP40

Make sure urban pressures eg water quality are considered in a practical rural
context. Aim for steady improvement without massive business and farm Same
applies to SNA designations that amount to confiscation of private property
rights.disruption.

Melanie Miller

2018LTP1240

Outdoor burning: Outdoor burning must be banned because international research
has shown that the resulting fumes/residues (eg. dioxins, furans) pose significant
health risks and pollute the environment. There is no need to burn waste because
there are effective alternative options, as noted on NRC website
(https://www.nrc.govt.nz/backyardburning).

Land management: The soil resources of Northland need to be protected. Good
quality horticultural / agricultural land is being lost to residential and other building
developments at a rapid rate. Land with good quality agricultural / horticultural soil
needs to be designated as a protected soil zone, and the resource consent process
should be used to protect it from residential or similar development.

Trevor Le Clus

2018LTP1211

Clear standards and equitable enforcement to all outcomes and costs overall. Land
clearing mismanagement for whatever reasons requires stringent controls (a major
contributor to erosion and water and infrastructure damage). We fall a long way
short of top examples.

Raewyn Pennell

2018LTP1381

My main concern is the water resource consents currently under application for the
Aupouri Peninsula esp the huge avocado orchards. Please keep up the transparency
publicly posting on your website. Look after the little farmers as well esp with
shallow bores!

Terence Brocx
Brocx T

2018LTP1520

Submitter proposes that council put additional resource into managing farm dairy
effluent discharges - supporting farmers with the development of effluent
management plans and increased motoring focusing on effluent pond
management. (Staff summary; please see original submission).






Rik Schijf

2018LTP1812

Submitter raises concern about effluent disposal of the Mangawhai Community
Waste Water Scheme, and monitoring of this. Raises concern at pollution of the
Hakaru River, and that planting of wetlands is not occurring at the KDC owned farm.
Submits that council undertakes to monitor the river more thoroughly, that the
resource consent for the scheme be revised, and that KDC undertake to plant the
disposal fields {staff summary; please see original submission}

Peter Sharp

2018LTP2387

Submitter raises concern about sewage disposal polluting the Kawakawa,
Taumarere, and Opua Rivers. Raises concern that rain brings pollution and siltation
into our harbours, Opua in particular, and that aquaculture requires unpolluted
waters for healthy growth. {staff summary; please see original submission}

Jeremy Busck
Dragonfly Springs
Wetland Sancturay

2018LTP2378

Submitter states that there needs to be tighter rules for earthworks.

John Tiatoa
Taiamai ki te
Marangai Resource
Management Unit

2018LTP981

Kia Ora my name is John Tiatoa | am the general manager for Taiamai ki te
Marangai Resource Management Unit. We are initiating a opportunity for tangata
whenua of Taiamai ki te Marangai and Northern Regional Council to come together
under the RMA. While the RMA has had some successes with respect to tangata
whenua participation, many of the previous efforts and attempts to engage tangata
whenua in environmental management have not achieved the anticipated
outcomes and in some instances created frustration and resentment among
tangata whenua, local authorities and stakeholders. There is often also a level of
confusion regarding what is expected and required of parties, which could expend
resources without outcomes.

Setting clear performance expectations through a Mana Whakahono A& Rohe
(Mana Whakahono) for both tangata whenua and local authorities will help resolve
common complaints such as a failure by local authority to consult tangata whenua
adequately, and a lack of responsiveness from tangata whenua. Legal
requirements:Resource Management Act 1991 Sections 58L to 58U Mana
Whakahono a Rohe

Having regard to the principles of Mana Whakahono, including collaboration and
the spirit of co-operation the Mana Whakahono could include RMA matters such as:
support for the tangata whenua (e.g., access to resources and training) to ensure
genuine consultation, effective participation and decision-making can take place; or
reciprocal arrangements whereby the tangata whenua may work with the local
authority to offer training and capacity building to staff in terms of building cultural
awareness and understanding of sites of significance, cultural values and methods
of monitoring. A successful, enduring Mana Whakahono will require ongoing
communication and an effort by all parties to understand the perspectives of the
other. A Mana Whakahono must be regularly reviewed and, as a result of the
reviews, may be amended to reflect changes in the relationship or to address
different kaupapa (topics). | have attached a Document below from: Ministry of
Enviroment Manata Mo Te Taiao Resource Legislation Amendments 2007 Facts
Sheet 3 Looking forward to our engagement Schedule 1 of the RMA clause 4A Nga
Mihi John Tiatoa General Manager Taiamai ki te Marangai Resource Management
Unit {see attachment}

Roading/Rail

Marianne Clark

2018LTP44

Please get rail back as a viable alternative to road in Northland for both freight and
passengers.






Mere Kepa 2018LTP23 11) The rural road should be designed to be shared by drivers of vehicles, joggers,
walkers, children, and visitors safely. 12) The speed limit, on shared rural roads,
should be limited to 50kph. 15) Dune bikes, farm bikes, motor bikes, quad bikes,
etcetera should be banned from the beach.

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 I would like to see road works in and around Tai Tokerau east and Ahipara.

Ngati Kahu Social

and Helth Services

A Alurez 2018LTP632 Kaitaia roads.

Rozanne Barton 2018LTP1468 One more consideration - the road along the foreshore in Paihia is being seriously
threatened: every time there is a storm there is more erosion.

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Include He Tangata in the Regional Land Transport Plan as a parallel document. -

Amokura Iwi "work with Amokura to advocate for policy change to reinstate govt funding into

Consortium Ltd sealing metal roads in their region particularly where dust nuisance continues to be
a problem."

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 Submitter raises concern about the issue of 'dusty roads', and that not enough is

Kerikeri Ratepayers being done to address this.

Association

Yvonne 2018LTP1309 NRC should be encouraging central government to

Steinemann distribute roading funding evenly over the whole of the roads north of Auckland,
rather than focusing billions of dollars on short sections of road immediately north
of Auckland."

Geraldine Pennell 2018LTP1379 Submitter seeks sealing of Heath Rd (for historic gumdiggers park)

Margy Ellen 2018LTP1574 states truck noise on Highway 10 is excessive

Vicki Stevens 2018LTP1630 We should be funding sealing our roads for the health and safety benefits and the
flow on effect of tourism and economic benefits.

Adrienne Subritzky | 2018LTP2243 Would like a roundabout placed at intersection of Pukepoto Rd, Commerce Street ,
North Road and Grigg Street. One at Redan Rd and Commerce Street would be
great also.

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Dust from unsealed roads - submitter encourages council to review air quality

Northland District monitoring in areas that have been raised as a concern by the community, and the

Health Board Regional Dust from Unsealed Roads Mitigation Framework be reviewed in terms of
the roads that were identified for sealing.

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Please read attached for further comments. Submitter disappointed that rail was
not included as a serious option in the Regional Land Transport Review, and asks
that council reconsider. Submitter would like to see a four lane bypass through
Whangarei and SH1 upgrades. {staff summary; please see original submission}

Alan Spinks 2018LTP1297 Submitter comments on rail transport, and proposes a fast rail service from
Auckland airport to Whangarei, electric trains, and rail in the far north. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 The withdrawal of rail leading to more forestry truck impact on roads, including
dust concerns, and who should pay remedial costs. Rail and sea transport should be
considered in the LTP

Tamsin Sutherland 2018LTP1314 Submitter suggests a commuter rail service to Auckland is very viable. (Staff

summary; please see original submission)






Other (ungrouped)

Glenn Mortimer 2018LTP1386 Submitter acknowledges the strong and continued commitment of NRC

Whangarei Harbour management and staff to the priority catchment groups and to catchment plan

Catchment Group implementation. However submitter is concerned that the LTP does not include any
evident ongoing funding to support catchment groups in progressing the non-
regulatory actions detailed in the catchment management plans. (Staff summary;
please see original submission).

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1133 Better funding for signage that actual makes sense at Ruakaka Beach over dogs and
horses being on the beach and in different areas and times of the years €“
confusing and dogs can’t read but their owners cant either.

Rangimarie Price 2018LTP998 Submission provides an introduction to Amokura Iwi Consortium Ltd, its history and

Amokura Iwi projects, and summarises 'He Tangata, He Whenua, He Oranga - An economic

Consortium Ltd growth strategy for the Tai Tokerau Maori Economy' which is also attached to the
submission. Submission states that leadership is needed by council to enable
growth of the Maori economy.

Kate Martin Te Au | 2018LTP853 Submission requests that council make provision for resources in support of

Marie Trust community engagement for the Taitokerau Northland events and infrastructure
planned around the Tuia 250 commemorations of 2019, and that council consider
retaining events funding for events that are in alignment with the Tuia Encounters
theme. Submission requests that Tuia 250 be y mentioned in the 2018-19 annual
plans. {staff summary; please see original submission}

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 Waste water should be reconsidered as a resource. - acknowledges the role of the
'four wellbeings' in council's work"If Council(s) are truly looking at long term
planning, then inter-related subjects (such as Climate change/sustainability
change/sustainability and community well-beings) need to be explicitly addressed
in your long term planning document."

James Ryan New 2018LTP27 Submitter discusses the benefits of the Balance Farm Environment Awards, and the

Zealand Farm role of the New Zealand Farm Environment Trust. Submitter values the trust's

Environment Trust partnership with the regional council and thanks council for ongoing support. [Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Judy Plain 2018LTP1179 Submitter requests: -council introduces in the LTP 2018-2028 compulsory de-sexing,
microchipping and registration (of cat’s owner and contact details) of all cats from 3
months old, to reduce the "huge and rapidly increasing number of stray/abandoned
cats/kittens in our community."- NRC to adequately contribute to the funding of the
Whangarei SPCA

Luana Pirihi 2018LTP1177 3. We request the NRC lobby central government to address the shortfall in funding

Northland for infrastructure for the Department of Conservation (DOC) Estate. An example of

Conservation Board this is an airport tax or similar. The primary role of DoC is not to spend money on
infrastructure for tourists but to improve our environment.

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 Submitter states that in the next 10 years, Northland ought to be at the forefront -

Leonard B at the very least, abreast - of the societal trend in this country away from animal

exploitation. Submits that the council needs introduce bylaws prohibiting torture
and killing of animals, and to spend to enforce these. States that human health is at
stake. {Staff summary; please see original submission}






Leonie Exel Bay of | 2018LTP1475 Submitter has two key recommendations: - Councils and relevant organisations

Island Watchdogs work out ways that our working, farm and companion animals, and native animals,
can best co-exist. - Northland Regional Council consider the needs and wishes of
resident dog owners in all development of all future policies, plans, and projects,
and that NRC establish a permanent consultation/working group of dog
owners/groups to encourage this to occur. Submission also includes 5 other
recommendations primarily focused on providing and/or managing dogs. (Staff
summary; please see original).

Ross Clark 2018LTP1170 Comments on the financial system in terms of private bank borrowing and the costs
of this way of doing things.

Elizabeth Aaron 2018LTP1058 Submitter comments: - Question use of international accounting firm -Question
why expenditure is GST exclusive - Diagram of where money comes from - all comes
from ratepayers. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Chris Leitch 2018LTP1564 The submitter provides an extensive position with advice and an offer to help in
regards to alternative mechanisms the council should consider for borrowing
associated with the Long Term Plan.

Mike Butler 2018LTP974 Submitter comments on Northland's pivotal role in New Zealand's history, and

Heritage New encourages council to investigate incentives to promote the protection and

Zealand Phuhere conservation of historic heritage. Submitter offers assistance and advice to council

Taonga to include heritage incentives in the Long Term Plan. Submitter states that council
should strengthen protocols with territorial authorities for dealing with cross-
boundary issues that relate to historic heritage. {Staff summary; please see original
submission}

Noel Douglas 2018LTP1809 Submitter seeks $1 million grant from the IGR to build a new marina downstream of

Whangarei Harbour the Te Matau a Pohe Hatea River Bridge. Submission attaches a business case. (Staff

Marina summary; please see original submission).

Management Trust

Bruce Leggatt 2018LTP813 Summary: Support for the proposed Whangarei marina. Benefits include:
Carparking, not having to open bridge, closeness to marine industry and shopping,
sheltered harbour, positive impression it will give to the area, increased capacity of
berths will bring more marine businesses to Whangarei.

Stephen Tansey 2018LTP1239 Mangonui Cruising Club supports Kerikeri Cruising Club (as part of the "Marinas

Mangonui Cruising Group", with Opua, Whangaroa, Tutukaka, Whangarei Town Basin marinas) in it's

Club challenge over the legality of NRC's "Bio-security fee". We also support it's action in
the Environment Court ordered confidential mediation with Northland Regional
Council (NRC) over the contents of NRC's Marine Pathways Plan which dictates the
level of fouling permissible on boats & the actions & remedies that NRC can insist
boat owners undertake. In support of the unfair nature of the bio-security charge
plese read the attached "Mediterranean Fanworm" article

Leigh Hopper 2018LTP1430 Submitter concerned about the equity of marine biosecurity charge. Disappointed

Marsden Cove that the LTP doesn't address the the inequity. Highlights that on land, council is

Canals recognising that biosecurity management is a public good and is funded by the

Management Ltd public purse, but marine biosecurity management is being funded by private vessel

and Marsden and marine structure owners. Submission provides detailed rationale to support

Maritime Holdings submitters opposition to the marine biosecurity charge. (Staff summary; please see

Ltd original submission).

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 Submitter wants NRC to show leadership and be proactive in helping to secure and

Ngunguru Sandspit
Protection Society

protect Whakareora and the remainder of Ngunguru Sandspit not in Crown
ownership. Submission includes detailed rationale and evidence






Melanie Miller

2018LTP1240

NRC should urgently ensure that no-take marine reserves are established in and
around 'kina barrens' (eg. in the Bay of Islands and other parts of Northland), and in
other locations where over-fishing is a problem.

Annina Rueegger

2018LTP52

If you have any influence on institutions/companies/people using poisonous sprays
(Roundup etc.) please can you try to ban this. It affects peoples health and the
environment and will have very negative long term effects on our region. Thanks!

David McKenzie
Russell Landcare
Trust

2018LTP1226

Recommends listing the shellfish beds at Uruti/Pomare Bays as a site for regular
monitoring. Supports the Coast Care programme. Submitter also raises concerns
about how council has dealt with works at 6111 Russell-Whakapara Rd.

Greg Rzesniowiecki

2018LTP1260

Submitter discusses the history of the Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP) and
Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement on the TPP (CPTPP). Notes public
concern for clean water and concern about bottled water exporters. Also notes
impacts on domestic flights and potential misuse of online data. Notes that the
CPTPP would disallow a tax on exported water. Attaches supporting information.
Submission provides recommendations that the council: - " 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.""- "endorse the model
trade and investment treaty process offered in the www.dontdoit.nz petition"-
"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"- "read and consider Kate Raworth's
€ceDoughnut Economics€l as a framework for thinking about economics in the 21st
century"{Staff summary; please see original submission}

Dylan Lease The
Tutukaka Marina
Management Trust

2018LTP881

The TMMT is requesting the NRC consider the purchase of the Tutukaka Slipway.
We feel that: i,- There is a real environmental issue without the Slipway in Tutukaka
Marina. Without a viable infrastructure for boat hull cleaning , we see future
problems keeping not only the Tutukaka Harbour but the surrounding area (
including the Poor Knights Islands) marine € pest free. i, The TMMT sees real
environmental benefits with a workable Slipway and is aware that the Tutukaka
Marina is the €ce gateway €ce to the Poor Knights Islands and the Far North.

Dylan Lease

2018LTP1111

The Tutukaka Marina Management Trust would like to submit a formal submission
for the purchase of the Tutukaka Slipway and ask the NRC for its’ support for this
purchase. We want this purchase to go ahead for the following reasons: There is a
real environmental issue without the Slipway in Tutukaka Marina. Without a viable
infrastructure for boat hull cleaning, we see future problems keeping not only the
Tutukaka Harbour, but the surrounding area (including the Poor Knights Islands),
marine-pest free. Tutukaka Marina will be able to process and certify visiting boats,
especially from the Auckland region, for continued access to the Northland boating
area without risk of spreading marine pests. A solid, workable Slipway in Tutukaka
will not only encourage boaties to remain compliant below the water line but could
become a platform for a possible expansion of Tutukaka Marina. The TMMT sees
real environmental benefits with a workable Slipway and is aware that the Tutukaka
Marina is the €cegateway€l to the Poor Knights Islands and the Far North.

Mischa Davis
Northland Fish and
Game Council

2018LTP1744

Submitter states that Northland’s communities need to contribute to the regions
wellbeing. Some communities are poor and cannot afford to fund the required
infrastructure. If nothing is done, then these communities deteriorate, and those
communities only suffer further with health and crime issues. Support proposed
rates basis.






Andreas Kurmann 2018LTP1105 Not enough emphasis on the environment. In particular we would like to see action

Clean Waters To to prevent soil erosion and nutrient leaching into our waterways by improving soil

The Sea management practices.

Robyn Skerten 2018LTP1196 Submitter would appreciate additional funding for Plants and to pay a Contractor to

Ngunguru Puke prepare Winter Planting Zones. Submitter also would like to see more selective

Kopipi Resdtoration weed control on road sides and more support for adjacent landowners to remove

Group weeds - education and assistance empowering them to manage healthy indigenous
biodiversity. (Staff summary; please see original submission).

Chris Richmond 2018LTP1377 Submitter would like: - The regional afforestation package start in year 1, and for it

Waitangi
Catchment Group

to include a balance of native and non-native species. - More staff resources put to
catchment groups and catchment plan implementation - More research into
alternative land use for riparian zones and hill country. (Staff summary; please see
original submission)

Dallas Williams Te
Kura Taumata o
Panguru

2018LTP-late

The plan is forward thinking and wide reaching but we struggle to see how this plan
will improve the deprivation & isolation issues that are being experienced by
Northland Communities - | will show some of the small indicators that cause
concern and some direction on ways to begin to address the issue;






Average region-wide rate increase of 29.2%

Summary

While the Long Term Plan consultation material made it clear that the rates increase was proposed, and provided
rates examples, there was not a specific question asking for agreement or otherwise with the increase. Instead,
guestions were focussed on the work and proposals that would make up this increase. As such, comments on the
overall rate increase were made throughout the feedback received, and this has been collated.

The majority of comments disagreed with council’s proposed overall rates increase, with a general theme that the
increase is unacceptable. Common comments included that the increase would not benefit the submitter directly,
that increases should be limited to inflation, and that council should look at other ways to finance the work, look for
inefficiencies, streamline, prioritise and stick to core business. Other comments included that council should honour
the 5% cap on rate increases, and raised concern that ratepayers were making sacrifices and the potential impact on
fixed income households and struggling families.

Comments from submitters that didn’t raise blanket disagreement with the increase raised concern about overall
increase in the cost of living, support for the increase for environmental issues, discussed the impact of doubtful
debts, and recognised that the increase is in conjunction with a rate reform.

Disagree

Croydon Thompson | 2018LTP655 1.a 29% increase, in fact anymore than inflation would be extortion

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 | I think the Far North rate payers are already making sacrifices. While some updates
may be necessary, | think asking too much is being unfair to super (over 65's) and
struggling families. Think before asking for more money from people that don't have
much.

Tania Nuku 2018LTP1757 | 84 Rigden Road Opua residents opt not to be involved in or to be forced into these
extra charges to our rates.

Carol Rankin 2018LTP1083 Disagree with the increase in rates to low income households living by the river. A

Switzer Residential fairer rate system.

Aimee Martin 2018LTP852 Hi | am opposing any rate increase as this action would push my household towards

hardship. After mistakes and mismanagement under jack and Claire at kdc |
understand outside councillors had to be bought in to help remedy the damage and
as a result rates increased. | am impressed by the advertising and money put into
tourism in northland and know it will benefit us all long term, but collecting of
outstanding rates and tightening budgets in other areas would be a more realistic
way to "step up" & follow through with long term plans. Other than the rates | owe
and pay | have actually had no benefits from the council in Dargaville. The roads don't
bother me as | lived in Pouto for years and they were worse. Please look at other
ways to finance long term plan other than increasing rates,| love the kaipara and
want to be able to afford to enjoy life here.

Gay Furse 2018LTP967 | feel alarmed that your proposed increase of 29% in Northern Regional Council rates
is deemed acceptable. As a resident of Kerikeri, | can find very little in the proposal
that will benefit my area e.g. Flood infrastructure - you already have the money to do
this. Transport improvements - there is no transport here. There are no sporting
facilities planned. Please tell me how this will benefit Kerikeri. It appears once again
we will be funding other areas infrastructure. What happened to user pays? As a
pensioner, if everything increased by 29% my weekly income of approximately $300
will be impossible to live on. Look for inefficiencies and streamline your business.
Prioritise user pays.






Alex Harbuz

2018LTP1262

Ours is such a small community - NRC should lead the way in cost cutting and
providing good service, rather than becoming a useless top heavy bureaucracy that
thinks little of increasing its size and "importance". Our rates increases to NRC have
been exorbitant the past few years and yet you ask for more - you are causing the
community to suffer, commit crimes, etc. Please stop and re-think! Please drastically
reduce your spending. Reducing the highest salaries (top 10 - 20%) by around 20%
will generate a sum useful to us.

Colin Unkovich

2018LTP1570

Proposed rates increase of 29% is unacceptable + unaffordable to most. Totally
disagree with this. Do not support the borrowing of such large amounts as proposed
for flood works. Stick to your core business. Far North rate rise examples are simply
too high.

Jagi Brown

2018LTP703

Remember this is an area of significant hardship. Any increase in rates will mean less
food on the table in many homes in this region.

Annette Wynyard

2018LTP71

stop over charging rate payers

Warren Slater

2018LTP1276

Submitter comments on the 29% rates increase as disturbing, and on funds being
used outside of the council's core business, such as legal challenges, Northland Inc,
HAC donation and the 'Multi Sports Centre'.

Alan Agnew

2018LTP989

Submitter comments that the proposed rate increases are too high for some people,
and highlights several flow on effects, including rubbish dumping and increased farm
production of maize.

Gordon & Liz
Wright

2018LTP1238

Submitter disagrees with rates increase of 29% and challenges the council's
justification. Submitter comments on visibility of property investments and their
returns. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Ben Tait

2018LTP1794

Submitter is strongly opposed to the proposed rate increase, and that while the
proposed Plan sets out some important requirements, it also contains some
unnecessary initiatives. Submitter raises concern that it is not clear how some of the
proposed initiatives will deliver what is stated such as what tangible water quality
benefits will result from increased subsidies and assistance for reducing erosion and
how will a pest-free Northland be achieved. Submitter states that council should rely
more on investment revenue than increased rates. {Staff summary; please see
original submission}

Felicity Foy

2018LTP1590

Submitter objects to proposed significant increase in rates and the change in the
financial policy that is proposed to allow up to an almost 30% increase in rates. Also
requests that the cumulative impact of district and regional rates on households be
considered {staff summary; please see original submission}

J.S. Rutherford

2018LTP28

Submitter strongly disagrees with a 29% rates increase. Submitter is concerned about
paying high rates and seeing little value in return (examples cited largely relate to
district council roles). {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Carl Savill

2018LTP1261

Submitter strongly disagrees with increasing rates for staff and vehicles. Concerned
that council doesn't care about affordability or financial hardship. Shocked at
proposed rate increase - financially negligent. Rates should increase by no more than
inflation. (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Marlaine Urlich

2018LTP884

Submitter strongly disagrees with increasing rates. Submitter agrees that many
proposals are worthwhile but that many people are already struggling to meet day to
day living costs. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Fritz Blackburn

2018LTP72

The highest priority is LOWER RATES!!! To achieve this, you need to become A LOT
MORE EFFECTIVE! what you SHOULD spend some dollars on is a JETTY around Opito
Bay, where old and young can safely fish and hang out together!!! The ad from SIGNA
funeral plan is better there than any of your plans. None of them make for a little bit
of joy in this community, just look at that unused 'rugby-ground' in the middle of
town - a monument to complete absence of sense or creativity...

Peter Deeming

2018LTP1032

The rate payer is not an endless source of money.

Ann Martin

2018LTP36

You are doing a good job using rates and funding available. However, you need to
honour the existing 5% cap on rate increases and do more with that rather than
developing a programme and budget with proposed expenditure based on 10% rates
increase cap and 29% rates increase in coming year. This is unacceptable budget
management.






Clive Roberts

2018LTP1224

You have so far done a good job using rates and funding available. However, you
should continue to work within budget, using no more than a 5% rate increase.
Noting that this is double the rate of inflation, and far more than most salary/pension
annual increases. | strongly oppose items 2-3 for these reasons.

Guy Wilson

2018LTP833

take leadership as a council, reduce not increase your rates. Every idea might look like
a good one individually but collectively they can become unreasonable. Do a favour
for your ratepayers and leave a bit more in their pocket.

Other comments

Heather Gray

2018LTP286

By increasing the Rates by let’s say $60.00 a week per rate paying household you are
then allowing for Rental prices to go up and there for low economic families are going
to struggle more then they normally do which is then going to lead to possible
homelessness, thieving , hunger etc .

Margy Ellen

2018LTP1574

Submitter states costs of housing construction development and associated processes
are excessive and considers spending of rates should be more transparent.

Nancy Chaves

2018LTP1230

After reviewing your Long term plan, | am mostly supportive of tax increases when it
comes to environmental issues but | am concerned about the discrepancies between
communication to what NRC have to offer to lifestyle block/ residential land owners in
comparison to farmer owners.

Robin Shepherd

2018LTP869

| have reviewed the Long Term Plan 2018 and considered it against your current
commitments in the existing (2017) plan. | commend you on what is in place in the
current plan and support that. My submission is that you should maintain the focus of
that plan.

Hon John Carter
Far North
District Council

2018LTP1521

The overall impact of your proposals does lead to an overall rate increase, and your
ability to deliver services as you have pointed out in your CD is impacted by the
number of defaulters. We realise you make provision for doubtful debts and
recommend that if you haven’t already done so you model the likely impacts of the
rate increases on the incidence of default and the likely impact on those rates payers
that do pay to ensure that the rates are affordable and the services can be delivered.

Richard
Gardner
Federated
Farmers of New
Zealand

2018LTP1585

Submitter considers that rate increases should be kept in line with inflation, however
does not oppose the increase in rates of 29% which recognises that council is
reforming the way in which it collects rates and is proposing new programs which
federated farmers supports. Federated Farmers also recognises that, for many farms,
their individual potential rate increase in largely offset by changes to the rating
methodology.











		Do you agree with our proposal to improve how we connect with our communities and continue to build our relationships with Māori ($313,000) a year?

		Summary



		Do you agree with our proposal to boost our frontline customer services (including governance) ($130,000 a year)?

		Summary



		Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to increase our in-house capacity to respond to economic opportunities ($81,000 a year) and plan for developments in our regional plan process ($57,000 a year)?
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		Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to increase the capacity of our maritime and transport activities ($113,000 a year)?

		Summary



		Other proposed new initiatives - Do you agree with our proposal to increase support within the organisation, have enough vehicles and be able to replace assets ($533,000 a year)?
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What is your preferred option for us providing funding to district councils to
develop sporting facilities of regional significance?

% Total % Answer Count
Number of Responses 91.51% - 2,049
Option 1 (our preferred option): Establish a new region- 86.74% 94.78% 1,942
wide rate to help develop regional sports facilities
Option 2: Support development to a greater or lesser 1.07% 1.17% 24
degree
Option 3: Don't support regional sports facilities and 2.32% 2.54% 52
leave it to district councils
None of the above (tell us what you think in the 1.38% 1.51% 31
comments box)
[No Response] 8.49% - 190
Total 100.00% 100.00% 2,239

Summary

The question of providing funding for the development of sporting facilities of regional significance was the subject
of a pro-forma submission campaign, where Kaitaia residents collected responses from others, and provided these to
council. Over 1500 of these pro-forma submissions were received, with each submission completed on a full council
submission form. As such each was treated as an individual submission.

Almost 95% of people who responded agreed with council’s preferred option to establish a new rate to help develop
regional sports facilities. The majority of comments received supported a sports hub in Kaitaia, or more specifically,
a heated or hydrotherapy pool in Kaitaia. Comments included that the facility is needed to support youth and
elderly, noted a lack of facilities in Kaitaia, and noted benefits for health and wellness, and in attracting people to the
area.

There were 26 submissions received agreeing with the proposal and supporting a contribution to the Northland
Football Hub at Tikipunga, citing benefits for the long term sustainability and growth of the district and region.

There was also a submission received supporting the development of the Ruakaka recreation centre, requesting that
council fund a third of the cost of the project. The submission was accompanied by 1005 letters of support.

Of those submitters who selected Option 2 — to support development to a greater or lesser degree, several
comments supported a greater contribution of at least $20 a year, with other comments that it should be user pays.

Submitters who selected Option 3 — don’t support regional sports facilities and leave it to district councils, made
comments that it should be user pays, its’s not NRC business or is a district council responsibility, that money should
be used for debt, or that alternative funding sources should be sought.

Similar comments were made for those who selected none of the above, with additional comments that council
should also support creative/arts needs in the region, that recreational dog areas are needed, that a community hub
for the elderly and disabled is needed, and raising concern that some areas will miss out.

Submitters who did not select an option commented in general support, raised concern about limited facilities for
the elderly and disabled, raised points related to a sports hub in Kerikeri, and discussed recreational facilities at
Opononi.





Option 1 (our preferred option): Establish a new region-wide rate to help

develop regional sports facilities

Taal Smith 2018LTP4 Development of regional sports facilities will support improved local and regional
competition and training opportunities for many sports. It will also enable improved
social outcomes locally and regionally. "A kid in sport, is a kid out of court"

Katie Taylor 2018LTP11 Better sports facilities would be great

Mary Jane Ardley | 2018LTP13 | think the Te Hiku sports hub would be an excellent project for this new rate

Peter Harding 2018LTP16 This is a must do for the continued development of our communities

Peter Bieri 2018LTP70 The Te Hiku sports hub would be an excellent choice for this fund.

Don McDonald- 2018LTP77 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at

Spice Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Joeline Selwyn 2018LTP78 I am emailing this submission in support of Sportsville Dargaville and | am in favour of
the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities rate at a representative rate of $17.25 per
rateable property. | think this would be great for our community

Kath Nathan 2018LTP79 Tropex Netball Academy has a membership of 25 and plays under Northern Wairoa
Netball centre. This programme has been run at the Dargaville High School’s sub-
standard in-need-of-repair netball courts for an historical 30 years. Our club is in favour
of “the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities rate at a representative rate of $17.25
per rateable property" (this equates to 33 cents per week. We would like you to also
consider the rate to 50 cents per week =$26.00). This email is in conjunction with the
submission to support Sportsville Dargaville

Shalene Allen 2018LTP81 I think we really require the heated pools, this will benefit a lot of people.

Darlene Turner 2018LTP84 | agree with this proposal because sport facilities play a very important role in many
children’s lives and will open up a lot of door ways

Marie Bellass 2018LTP86 We really need this complex of Te Hiku sport hub for our community

Frances Clark 2018LTP91 We really do need this, Sports hub in Kaitaia

Sean Cowling- 2018LTP96 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Wilson TNS Steel

Construction

Pamela Dawson 2018LTP97 We need this facility for all. This sports hub will benefit youth as well as all age groups

Douglas Draffin 2018LTP98 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Sylvia Bryan 2018LTP132 I am a fan of water walking in a tepid or warm pool

D Bryne 2018LTP139 We really need a Te Hiku sports hub, thanks for this proposal

Patrick Mason 2018LTP148 It’s important to have positive pursuits for young people. Good for community health

L Campbell 2018LTP150 We really do need a sports centre - so many people have worked so hard towards this
and thank you for your offer

L Carter 2018LTP155 This is a fabulous proposal to support rural sports and rehab activities






P Chand 2018LTP158 We need an indoor heated pool and it should be free

A-L Constantin 2018LTP178 We need to develop Kaitaia as a civilised and modern town with the basic facilities
other New Zealand towns have. Please do whatever is needed to develop Te Hiku
sports hub

James Payne 2018LTP218 Stroke survivor & a therapeutic pool would be helpful

Gaylene Pene 2018LTP220 Much needed. Sports hub in Kaitaia

E Davis 2018LTP235 We need hydrotherapy for our region. Good proposal Te Hiku sports hub

Karen Phillips 2018LTP248 We feel that Kaitaia needs the Sports hub facility & funding should go toward this

Sally Platt 2018LTP255 We really need Te Hiku sports hub. Thank you for your proposal!

Arthur Popata 2018LTP263 Thank you for your proposal. We need a Sports Centre in Kaitaia

Judi Popata 2018LTP264 We need these facilities to help keep our youth off the streets. Te Hiku sports facility,
all the way

J Fischer 2018LTP277 This facility is needed

M Prestley 2018LTP297 An aquatic centre is important in Kaitaia

N Gray 2018LTP298 We need an indoor pool!

A Rice 2018LTP308 We need the indoor pool

Bronwyn 2018LTP32 I would like option one for the Sports Facilities. This is the only way our cash-poor

Williamson communities will ever be able to attain monies for the build of new projects.
Wonderful idea.

Bernard O'Malley | 2018LTP38 The more sports participation, the less crime

Graeme Edwards | 2018LTP40 Support because best way to keep young people out of trouble is to involve them in
fitness and sport

Maree Chapman 2018LTP48 The Northern Wairoa Netball Association currently has 450 members and we are in

Northern Wairoa favour of establishing a new region-wide rate to help develop sports facilities at a rate

Netball of .50c per week. Sport is a vehicle that drives many positive community outcomes

Association including healthier lifestyles, positive social outcomes, a sense of belonging, tradition
and pride. This submission is made on behalf of the 450 financial members of the
Northern Wairoa Netball Association

Chris Biddles 2018LTP49 If you were to alter this proposal in the plan, | would support it being lifted to $25 per
year across the whole of Northland

James Coleman 2018LTP74 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Kim Jenyns 2018LTP75 | am writing to inform you that | am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting
Facilities rate at a representative rate of $17.25 per rateable property. | think the
facilities are a wonderful opportunity for our wider community

Milly Llewll 2018LTP76 I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities rate at a representative
rate of $17.25 per rateable property (this equates to 33 cents per week, you might care
to consider that the rate be 50 cents per week =5$26.00). Obviously, you will have many
emails in regards to this matter, so | will simply leave my submission at that

Reene Burggue 2018LTP90 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia






Rachel Cleave 2018LTP94 Great proposal, rural communities need support for sporting facilities

Kendahl Cowling- | 2018LTP95 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

Wilson

Gillian Fenwick 2018LTP99 We need an indoor pool

Shirley Kirtlan 2018LTP111 Much needed Sports hub in Kaitaia

J Benson 2018LTP112 Kaitaia is in much need of sports facility

Betty Mation 2018LTP151 Much needed sports facility for Kaitaia

B Clark 2018LTP162 We desperately need a covered pool with facilities for sport, recreation and health.
More cycle lanes please Ahipara - Kaitaia, Kaitaia - Mangonui

Caroline 2018LTP172 We need a hydrotherapy pool in our Kaitdia community - our children need to learn to

McKinney swim and Kaumatua need It for stroke hip & knee replacement rehab.

John Mckinney 2018LTP174 Hydrotherapy pool is needed and older generation need it for rehabilitation and our
moko need to learn to swim

Phillip Perkinson | 2018LTP231 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Steve 2018LTP238 Much need support in Kaitaia for sports hub

Petericevich

Gregory Phillips 2018LTP245 Strongly support the Kaitaia Sports hub

D Dunn 2018LTP260 Thank you. We really need the facility for our community and encourage you to
support our goal

Norman Popata 2018LTP265 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

T Popata 2018LTP267 We need it thank you. In Kaitaia [last two words illegible]

P Haines 2018LTP320 Kaitaia needs a pool etc. Desperately

A Harold 2018LTP326 Our community has been waiting so long for something like this to happen - badly
needed here

K Johnson 2018LTP357 We need indoor pool

Graeme Giles 2018LTP369 Sports facilities are an essential part of the framework of a good society

T Sofela 2018LTP396 So important for the people of the community

Clomas 2018LTP408 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Rae Sullivan 2018LTP417 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Deb Szwntesi 2018LTP418 Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia

M Oien 2018LTP430 Our community needs this sports facility for young and old in Kaitaia

R Palatchie 2018LTP437 I'm from the leisure industry in the UK, and there is nothing up here in Kaitaia. This
facility is well needed and | fully support Te Hiku, otherwise | may consider moving for
employment. | swim teach privately and need a facility to use

Emma McLean 2018LTP327 Bring more significant All Blacks games to Whangarei Toll Stadium. The flow on effects

economically benefit every ratepayer






S Hay-Wright 2018LTP333 Submitter supports a pool as a means to facilitate exercise for those with injuries and
states 2.5 hour drive to nearest pool. {staff summary; please see original submission}

R Henry 2018LTP339 We need an indoor swimming pool

J Hodgson 2018LTP344 We need an indoor pool

E Jones 2018LTP360 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

M Jones 2018LTP361 It will be awesome to have recovery place; pool for Kaitaia

T Leydon 2018LTP400 Please give us money for a sports complex in Kaitaia

D Sullivan 2018LTP414 Much needed sport hub in Kaitaia

M Szentesi 2018LTP419 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

U Nolden 2018LTP425 This would be one of the best investments for the health of the people in the region

W Nolden 2018LTP426 It is very good for the health of all the people

P Szentesi 2018LTP439 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

N Tia 2018LTP453 We really need an indoor pool. Thank you so much for this proposal

A Topia 2018LTP456 We need swimming pool in Kaitaia

R Frew 2018LTP477 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

G O'Gorman 2018LTP479 We feel the necessary urgent needed hydrotherapy pool will be well used in this area,
K Kaitaia. This facility has been long overdue and is a definite care and healing centre

M Haines 2018LTP480 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Rachel Harris 2018LTP491 Much needed for the sports hub in Kaitaia

Raina Harris 2018LTP492 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

T Hassan 2018LTP493 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Martin Heere 2018LTP501 About time!! Much needed!! sports facility in Kaitaia

Willie Henare 2018LTP504 Important facilities, sports hub Kaitaia

L Urlich 2018LTP509 Kaitaia in much need of a sports facility.

Louise Herring 2018LTP510 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

JVan Rens 2018LTP513 Kaitaia desperately needs a sports hub and $1.5million from NRC.

D Ward 2018LTP524 The community needs this sports hub in Kaitaia

Debbie Berghan 2018LTP530 Good for kids to learn in warm safe environment. Good for kids to swim all year round
in Kaitaia

G Wright 2018LTP547 I myself need a facility like this as I'm handicapped with health issues. | know of many
people who would benefit from a facility like this

J Barber 2018LTP564 Much needed sports hub Kaitaia

C Barnes 2018LTP566 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

J Bell 2018LTP572 An urgent need of a sports facility in Kaitaia.






H Bennett 2018LTP575 Much need sports hub in Kaitaia

C Brott 2018LTP585 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia.

N Burkhart 2018LTP586 Much needed sports club at Te Hiku Kaitaia.

A Cassidy 2018LTP592 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia.

Chayse 2018LTP595 We need the hub so our children have a place to play.

R Tepania 2018LTP445 We desperately need our sports hub in Kaitaia. Good for our family.

K Trumble-Curtin | 2018LTP464 Our community can really use a hydrotherapy pool and a recreational pool for families

Des Foster 2018LTP472 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

W Haines 2018LTP481 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

G Leyland 2018LTP482 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

J Hobson 2018LTP483 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

D Harges 2018LTP488 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

W Hargreaves 2018LTP489 Sports hub much needed in Kaitaia

J Harrahs 2018LTP490 | fully appreciate the new recreation development that is being worked on at present
here in Kaitaia. Kaitaia is a multicultural community . Most young parents raising young
families and their grandparents need to maintain health and wellness. Your additional
funding will be well enjoyed by all of us

J Horsford 2018LTP498 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

G Veling 2018LTP514 Our community really needs this. THANKS !

T Veling 2018LTP515 Our community needs this and deserves this!

S & K Weil 2018LTP525 We need sports centre in Kaitaia! Good for kids and others.

C Wharton 2018LTP532 Really need an indoor pool for our young and old people in Kaitaia

E Wild 2018LTP539 The Far North, particularly Kaitaia tends to miss out on any funding that is available.
Considering Kaitaia is central to the Far North, modern facilities are essential.

J Williams 2018LTP542 We really need an indoor heated pool in Kaitaia. Thank you

S Williams 2018LTP543 It would be great to see some investment by ratepayers to come back to the region,
that sometimes misses out on funding. This facility would be a great asset for
generations to come, also great asset for the region as an attraction for tourism

B Anderson 2018LTP554 Please help Kaitaia sports hub and other community projects to help our youth and
communities thrive

M Archer 2018LTP555 We urgently NEED a sports hub in Kaitaia

M Baggaley 2018LTP561 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Ana Berich 2018LTP562 Looking after our youth. Keep them busy and encourage future Olympians

E Bell 2018LTP571 A long time needed sports facility in Kaitaia

K Briscoe 2018LTP583 Overdue facilities for Far North Kaitaia, not Whangarei.

D Campbell 2018LTP590 We need sports facilities up in the Far North - we are thinking of our future

grandchildren






J Carnachan 2018LTP591 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

C Cochrane 2018LTP597 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

MF Dawson 2018LTP611 Sports facility badly needed for Kaitaia

R Dickinson 2018LTP617 Sports hub urgently needed.

M Allen 2018LTP631 Be nice to see Kaitaia have a heated swimming pool

A Alurez 2018LTP632 Kaitaia locals need heated swimming pool

T Armstrong 2018LTP633 We need indoor pools for our children to learn and have a safe environment

| Beatson 2018LTP644 I think this is amazing for Kaitaia for all ages, especially the elderly and the young. The
community needs this desperately

B Beddows 2018LTP645 | think Kaitaia will benefit from an indoor heated pool for many local organisations i.e.
schools, hospital, trusts, etc.

T Fache 2018LTP646 We really need indoor heated pools/access for the people - not just the children

E Boynton 2018LTP658 Our community needs indoor heated pools

A Adams 2018LTP659 Our region needs heated pools

J Brennan 2018LTP660 We need hydrotherapy very much!!

M Colle 2018LTP598 Much needed sport facility in Kaitaia

K Collins 2018LTP599 We need a good sports complex in the North for our children.

M Corliss 2018LTP600 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

L Coutts 2018LTP601 | really think Kaitaia needs a swimming pool for sport and leisure

P Crooks 2018LTP606 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

D Ell 2018LTP619 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

D Adams 2018LTP629 Would be nice to see a heated pool in Kaitaia for people of all ages to use

M Baker 2018LTP637 | support the Te Hiku sports hub. Thanks for the proposal

C Baldwin 2018LTP641 Help get elderly into a good fit shape

J Barber 2018LTP642 It will be nice to have an indoor heated pool in Kaitaia

D Beatson 2018LTP643 We'd love to see a heated pool in Kaitaia

A Boyed 2018LTP657 This project is so important for Kaitaia and me. Thanks for the proposal

L Burkett 2018LTP669 We need a sports facility here in Kaitaia

W Burnage 2018LTP671 Great for our young people, elderly. A need for all in our community

C Camplin 2018LTP680 Health.

J Cherrington 2018LTP681 Hydrotherapy for elderly

C Drake-Walter 2018LTP686 We need to have a community pool and fitness and health complex as we need to give
people the best opportunity. For our sport academy children and our health and
wellness "He tapa wha” programmes" are essential in the Far North

S Cochrane 2018LTP687 We need this for our children.






C Frost 2018LTP704 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

V Fryer 2018LTP706 Looking forward to having a pool in town that we can use throughout the year

L Gamble 2018LTP707 Need heated pool so we can swim all year round

Cedric Davis 2018LTP719 Much needed. Sports hub in Kaitaia. Indoor heated pools. Kaitaia. Hydrotherapy for the
elderly

T Gower 2018LTP729 Kids need to learn how to swim and something to do

C Gremba 2018LTP731 We need a sports/aquatic centre in Kaitaia for the youth especially

J Grigg 2018LTP732 Heated pools and programmes for youth

T Hageman 2018LTP735 This is much overdue

A Harris 2018LTP738 We need hydrotherapy in our region for seniors

S Lewis 2018LTP766 Te Hiku sports hub is needed

B Leyland 2018LTP769 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

C Macpherson 2018LTP781 We really need aa aquatic facility

L Maisey 2018LTP785 A sports complex is badly needed for our district

D Marshall 2018LTP787 Must. Need for sport in Kaitaia

T Martin 2018LTP792 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

N Matthews 2018LTP799 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

F May 2018LTP800 Sports hub much needed in Kaitaia

C Aitken 2018LTP662 To improve community health by having heated pool in Kaitaia

L Andrews 2018LTP667 We really need a hydrotherapy pool. Long overdue

S Butl 2018LTP672 Our children are disabled and they like swimming and they prefer heated pools

K Butler 2018LTP673 Our communities need heated pools for our children’s swimming lessons

R Clarke 2018LTP674 We need the Sports hub heated pools in Kaitaia

P Camelina 2018LTP677 This would benefit with arthritis - indoor heated pool etc.

D Deak 2018LTP679 We need hydrotherapy in Kaitaia

C Clark 2018LTP683 It would be awesome to have a heated swimming pool, especially for our tamariki

T Clark 2018LTP684 It would be nice to have a heated swimming pool in Kaitaia

S Curtis 2018LTP695 Existing pool needs to be replaced and a heated pool would benefit more people

H Flesher-Puke 2018LTP699 I would like to see an indoor heated pool in Kaitaia please. This will benefit Kaitaia
community. Kia Ora

G Fraser 2018LTP701 We need something for teenagers, all year-round pool etc.

Jagi Brown 2018LTP703 The Te Hiku sports hub is a significant development that needs to be financially
supported. The Far North has not had a major sporting hub development of this size
ever and the benefits across the district will be tremendous for the community. It will
encourage more families and businesses to consider moving north, thus potentially
generating more revenue for the area. The health and wellbeing of this community can
only benefit the holistic environment and will be a great platform for social change.






M Gardner 2018LTP712 It would be nice to have a heated pool for Kaitaia so we can swim all year round.

V Goodwin 2018LTP717 Awesome venue to be made for the people of Kaitaia and surrounds

D Dick 2018LTP718 Our region needs pools please

A Gore 2018LTP724 We need good sports facilities

G Ethelstone 2018LTP726 The money is much needed in our area

R Ethelstone 2018LTP727 This facility is very much needed in our area

L Grigg 2018LTP733 Free gym. Heated pools and programmes for youth

E Hammond 2018LTP736 It's a facility that Kaitaia needs

R Harawira 2018LTP737 We need pools and a sports hub for the community

M Harrison 2018LTP741 I had a stroke myself and couldn't get hydrotherapy

R Harrison 2018LTP742 Would appreciate the pool before some of the other sports facilities

M Harris-Thomas | 2018LTP744 To help hydrotherapy for our elderly

N Leef 2018LTP749 A heated pool with disability access please.

Marilyn Hardham | 2018LTP762 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

L Lewer 2018LTP763 Health and wellbeing of the Kaitaia and local area "communities"

T Lewis 2018LTP768 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

D Lilly 2018LTP771 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

M Lilly 2018LTP772 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

D Marsh 2018LTP786 It will be nice to see an indoor heated pool so whanau can swim all year round

M Matthews 2018LTP798 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Sarah lhaka 2018LTP803 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

E McDowell 2018LTP809 My kids would benefit from a decent sports hub

S McKee 2018LTP814 We do need swimming pool and sports ground and sports facility in Kaitaia. Beaches
are too dangerous

Denise Limby 2018LTP815 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

V McKinnon 2018LTP818 We need indoor pools in Kaitaia

C Pineaha 2018LTP823 It would be awesome to have an indoor swimming pool because our kids would love
another venue to use for health and fitness.

T Pirini 2018LTP828 Really need sports complex for Kaitaia region






M Kaka 2018LTP845 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

C Kanawa 2018LTP846 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

A Kapa 2018LTP847 It’s a good idea to have a heated pool so we can swim all year round

John Kenderdine 2018LTP870 About time! We need a good quality sports facility

C Kerei 2018LTP879 We really need heated pools around Kaitaia

J Kerrison 2018LTP882 This facility is very much needed for the region. Health and wellbeing is of paramount
importance to a community. A healthy town is a happy town

H King 2018LTP889 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

R King 2018LTP890 Be a great idea to have a heated pool in Kaitaia township

Ruakaka Parish 2018LTP891 We ask that very favourable consideration be given to any request from Ruakaka

Residents and Recreation Centre for a contribution of funds to the construction of their multi-event

Ratepayers building. It will serve the Bream Bay area - population about 7,000 - as well as the

Association Inc. whole region. In addition, favourable consideration must be accorded to any future
proposal that may arise for the provision of a heated indoor swimming pool in Ruakaka

J Knight 2018LTP896 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

B Blucky 2018LTP897 We need this very bad for the Far North

T Knight 2018LTP900 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Lisa Chalmers 2018LTP901 Kaitaia needs a heated pool for all year swimming Many people would benefit from this

Lee West 2018LTP908 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Shauntaine Cook | 2018LTP909 Need one for our kids to learn to swim

Warren Daniel 2018LTP912 With proviso that due recognition is given to provision of facilities in Ruakaka to deal
with a very rapid population increase. Need will include a mooted multi-event sport
and cultural building and an indoor heated swimming pool which, if built to Olympic
size, would serve all of Northland and attract national swimming events.

Katarina Herbert 2018LTP917 I would use the heated swimming pool here in Kaitaia for therapeutic purposes for
myself and my 90 year-old father.

Deborah Hopkins | 2018LTP925 Please we need this sports hub to get up and running this town needs this. Good for all
ages as well and it will be so well used. Just do it

Henry Job 2018LTP948 If I have my knee replaced, | want to be able to exercise in a pool

M Rauwhero 2018LTP949 It would be nice to have a heated pool here in Kaitaia

Roy Langford 2018LTP961 We need to have a good sports facility to help keep our kids off the streets. Would like
to see more direct funding put into our local swimming pools and programmes aimed
at teaching our kids to swim. Also specific swimming classes for the elderly

Bradley Lanigan 2018LTP962 Nice to see a heated pool in Kaitaia

Christine Larkine 2018LTP965 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Sera Latu 2018LTP970 It would be greatly appreciated and well worth for our community to have an indoor

heated swimming pool






Diane Laurenson

2018LTP972

Urgently needed suitable pool for children’s swimming lessons all year round, Water
safety

Julie Hirst

2018LTP801

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Anthony Jackson

2018LTP806

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

P McCulloeh

2018LTP808

Community wide requirements. Learning/sports/senior citizen low impacts
recreation/fitness

L McNab

2018LTP820

The current pool here is over 50+ years, upgrade is long overdue

M McNab

2018LTP821

Heated pool is central to Kaitaia. Accessible all year round.

R Pio

2018LTP825

Kaitaia needs a sports hub. We have lots of local talent that could benefit from this
complex. Kaitaia deserves to be funded

Guy Wilson

2018LTP833

Make sure regional means regional, not just a pot of money for Whangarei
construction companies

Robin Schiff Te
Hiku sports hub

2018LTP839

Our community has been working for six years to develop Te Hiku sports hub to benefit
all the people of our region. We support Option 1 of your proposal as a practical and
fair way to enable communities like ours, which would otherwise find it virtually
impossible to raise the necessary funds to build a high quality sports facility of regional
significance

S Karaitiana

2018LTP849

A sports hub in Kaitaia is definitely needed in Kaitaia for young and old

Ben Mclnnes

2018LTP855

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Dawn Pugh

2018LTP863

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Craig Robertson

2018LTP868

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Ben Tomason

2018LTP875

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

D Kenworthy

2018LTP876

Our senior citizens need a better health facility for sports

Phil & Emma
Tunstall FC
Whangarei

2018LTP880

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}






K Knight 2018LTP899 Much needed sports facility needed in Kaitaia

Heather Chapman | 2018LTP903 Need a sports hub

Grant McLeod 2018LTP906 Establish a new rate of $17.25 a year per ratepayer across the region, to help develop

Hockey Northland more sports facilities

Thomas Clarke 2018LTP907 We need something for our youth. Something like the Te Hiku sports hub would be
good

Helena 2018LTP915 I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities Rate, at the representative

Williamson rate of $17.25 per rateable property

Lewis Hoepo 2018LTP923 It’s important to have this sports complex. It is much needed for our growing
community

Trina Howe 2018LTP927 My family would use this facility

Antoni Huber 2018LTP931 The facility is essential for local community development, especially youth and children

Melissa Wilson 2018LTP932 I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities Rate, at the representative
rate of $17.25 per rateable property

K Rangi 2018LTP937 We need heated pools for our kids in Kaitaia

Maree Wright 2018LTP945 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Celeste Laing 2018LTP956 The sports hub is something that is very important to our kids, many people would
benefit. “We need the sports hub"

P Reeves 2018LTP979 Sporting facilities are an excellent way of engaging with the community

Haki Beets 2018LTP1006 We need a new indoor pool

Gordon Hosking 2018LTP1018 | The Trust is currently negotiating with KDC for a site to establish a mountain bike park

Mangawhai to national competition standard close to Mangawhai. While we expect to raise funds

Tracks Charitable from a number of sources, a contribution from our District Council would provide

Trust leverage and increase the chances of success

Anna Curnow 2018LTP1030 | Isthere also an appetite for a region-wide arts facilities rate, particularly with regards
to your suggestion of cutting funding to Creative Northland

Peter Deeming 2018LTP1032 | Aslong as it's realistic

Betty Mane 2018LTP983 Urgently need sports hub in Kaitaia

Jo Marsden 2018LTP991 Heated indoor pool would be a great asset to Kaitaia providing a facility all year round
for ALL our community from young to old

Richard Alspach 2018LTP1039 | Submitter strongly agrees with establishment of the Regional Sporting Facilities Rate,

Kauri Coast and asks that the council consider increasing the rate to $26 per year {Staff summary;

Facilities Trust Inc please see original submission}

Jodie Scott 2018LTP1040 | Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at

Kerikeri Football Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football

Club community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

S Everitt 2018LTP1044 | In need of a hydrotherapy pool in Kaitaia






Owen Liiv 2018LTP1046 | Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at

Northland Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football

Football Club community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

J Fisher 2018LTP1052 We need heated pools for our elderly and children

Sonya Broughton | 2018LTP1071 Main location

Maggie Byers 2018LTP1079 | We need hydrotherapy pools in Kaitaia

Colleen 2018LTP1084 | We need warm pools in Kaitaia. For relief of our bodies

Heinstman

Peter Byers 2018LTP1085 We need hydrotherapy in Kaitaia

K Heihei 2018LTP1092 | We need heated pools in Kaitaia

Herbert Barry 2018LTP1097 It would be awesome to have a heated pool here in Kaitaia for our kaumatua and kuia,

Glen and our moko / tamariki to be able to swim all year round

H E Heke 2018LTP1103 Heated pools in Kaitaia please

Renee Davis 2018LTP1115 We need indoor pools so our kids can swim all year round in Kaitaia

Alison Inch 2018LTP1120 | All our community would benefit from the pool heated at Te Ahu. This facility is so
needed for the very young to the old. Please let $2.5 million go to the recreational Te
Ahu heated pool

Petrina 2018LTP1127 We don't have anything up here so it would be fantastic to have one up here in Kaitaia,

Mannkovich instead of travelling two and a half hours or more to get what we need.

Angela M Jones 2018LTP1128 Kaitaia needs a heated pool, due to there being few things within the community that
serve young people. This indoor pool would give young people something to do that is
healthy, active and helps make connections. Kaitaia young people need some positivity

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1131 | There needs to be fairer opportunities for sporting facilities for disabled and elderly in
Whangarei and Northland with a growing population who are getting older and also for
the disabled. Our community who are disabled age from 0-elderly. There are no
suitable facilities for indoor bowls, table sports or a community hub to accommodate
elderly and disabled in education, social and recreational activity. They need to
compete with able-bodied sports. With facilities that do not cater or care about people
with disabilities, just having 2 carparks is not enough.

Jo Hohaia 2018LTP1136 | Sports hub much needed in Kaitaia

Kristy Jujnovich 2018LTP1141 | Going forward, Kaitaia needs the heated pool so we can practise swimming all year
round

W Marvell 2018LTP1143 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Mike Hutchins 2018LTP1152 Everyone will benefit from this (Sports hub)

Edward MclLean 2018LTP1156 Much needed sports complex for the whole of the Kaitaia community

Alan Mathew 2018LTP1175 | A pool would help physical healing

Harlem Mennie 2018LTP1176 Nice to see a heated pool here in Kaitaia

Emma Matthews | 2018LTP1178 Need to have an indoor pool here in Kaitaia

Sheridan Matiu 2018LTP1185 Urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia






W Metc 2018LTP1187 We need the sports hub

Nicole Linda 2018LTP1193 | Complex needed for increasing Kaitdia and surrounding area’s population

Juruna

Jezz Mathews 2018LTP1194 | It would be nice to see a heated pool in Kaitaia

Vipul Pravinbhai 2018LTP1197 Kaitaia people love sports and kids and children don't have much activity to do. So if

Kadiya this Te Hiku sports hub came to Kaitaia we would love it. Thanks

H Farmer 2018LTP1047 | This complex will be of value to both young and old. Something sadly lacking for so
long!

Marilyn Cox 2018LTP1072 | While | agree with the regional-wide rate to help fund public facilities | think this fund
should be available for cultural as well as sporting facilities. In Waipu, where | live,
there are multiple sports grounds and clubhouses but our local community arts group is
having difficulty finding a suitable venue to run its school holiday programmes and
workshops

Wayne Broughton | 2018LTP1076 Something for the future

Pat Davis 2018LTP1109 Sports facilities are vital for the Far North and will be a rate worth spending for. We
desperately need the Te Hiku sports hub as our community has been ignored for years
by past councils. Kaitaia and the surrounding district is so far away from any of the
required facilities for sports and health. Travel costs in time and money are beyond
many of the public and all age groups are disadvantaged by this.

Lois Dunn 2018LTP1125 | Very necessary to have health and fitness available to the community and also a hub
for meeting / socialisation.

John Dutram 2018LTP1126 | We need a sports hub and heated pool

Naomi Mason 2018LTP1145 | A sports complex in Kaitaia would be so very beneficial for all the people - young and
old.

Peter Julian 2018LTP1146 We need a quality sports hub in Kaitaia

Taylor Masters 2018LTP1160 | We could swim all year round, if there was a heated pool. Would be good for the
youth, something to do. The Kaitaia community would greatly benefit, especially for
our swimmers etc.

Awhina 2018LTP1166 | We need heated pools for our children and elders so they can learn to swim

Matekuare

Anna Reynolds 2018LTP1171 Heated pool is a real requirement for an exercise medium for a large range of people. |
eagerly await this

Anne Richter 2018LTP1183 | We would like some of the funding for the Kaitaia sports hub

J Mete 2018LTP1190 | Kaitaia absolutely needs a heated pool and a hydrotherapy pool. They would make life
so much more beneficial for our stroke affected community

Beverly Everiss 2018LTP1191 | The sooner we get the hub and swimming pool the better!

J Mikee 2018LTP1195 | A pool / hydrotherapy is vital for rehabilitation. I've had 3x strokes and | would like to
exercise in a hydrotherapy pool

Micah Rich 2018LTP1200 | We need some pools in Kaitaia

Mihi Kaihi 2018LTP1202 | This will be a huge improvement for our community / Kaitaia






Gary Bramley 2018LTP1214 | Cost of such facilities should be shared across the region

Reconnecting

Northland

Brett Malcahy 2018LTP1251 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Kura Cecilia 2018LTP1252 It would be nice for Kaitaia our people and mokos to have a heated pool all year round

Munday

C Murray 2018LTP1254 | Much needed sports hub at Te Hiku, Kaitaia

S Naera 2018LTP1267 | Will be good to see heated pools here in Kaitdia. So many will benefit from it - young
and old

Jean Nasey 2018LTP1268 | The hydrotherapy at the hospital was paramount in restoring my mobility five years
ago. A public pool would provide wider use to the community, invaluable especially for
the elderly

David Leslie 2018LTP1275 It would be great to see a heated pool in Kaitaia

Panther

Elizabeth Richards | 2018LTP1278 My family would use the facilities

Melissa Rider 2018LTP1284 | We need a sports centre in Kaitaia. All the kids need after school programmes to keep
them fit and safe

August Milford 2018LTP1198 Much needed for the youth of Kaitaia

Wayne Mills 2018LTP1203 We need a hydrotherapy pool for stroke victims

J Moeke 2018LTP1209 | We need a sports hub that is based around health and fitness

Liam Moieta 2018LTP1210 | We really need heated pools in our community. Thanks

Peter Morland 2018LTP1215 | feel this to be a good thing as | have already had a heart attack two years ago

Clive Roberts 2018LTP1224 | Work within budget, using no more than 5% rate increase

Peter Robertson 2018LTP1221 | After having a heart attack this facility would be a major help to my rehabilitation

Leonie Murray 2018LTP1229 Kaitaia heated pool please

Ross Eric Masters | 2018LTP1237 | We need a sports hub

Robyn Pako 2018LTP1256 | Te Hiku sports hub will benefit from this new facility. Benefit for our young and older
generations

Ruben Panotto 2018LTP1257 Long awaited sports facility. Thanks for proposal!

Shaun Murray 2018LTP1263 Indoor heated pools

Sade Murray 2018LTP1265 Kaitaia should have an indoor heated pool for us to continue with fitness and for my
kids enjoyment all year round

Emmajade 2018LTP1271 | An area for our tamariki to safely learn to swim and programmes during the holidays

Nathan and after school

L Nathan 2018LTP1274 Much needed sports hub for young and old in Kaitaia

Shayna Kitchen 2018LTP1279 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Tessa Robertson 2018LTP1282 Health and wellbeing of the community due to high obesity rates in NZ

Phyllis Rihari 2018LTP1286 Because of my age, we need the facilities to keep us fit and well






Haki Rika Te 2018LTP1288 I think our community needs a sports facility

Mana Oranga

Trust

Bella-Dawn 2018LTP1300 | Our community deserves better sports facilities

Sherwin

P Nathan 2018LTP1307 | A need for kuia / kaumatua (a huge increase in living longer) to deal with ailments

Jeremy Simon 2018LTP1312 | Sports hub much needed in Kaitaia

Stevie-Lee 2018LTP1315 I'd love, love, love a heated indoor pool in Kaitaia

Patterson

Tutangiora 2018LTP1317 | Very much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Nathan

Monte Pawa 2018LTP1323 | Can't wait to see this unfold ! Exciting times ahead for our community

Barbara Ngauhika | 2018LTP1327 Nice to see Kaitaia have an indoor heated pool

Jacque Payne 2018LTP1332 Indoor pool is very therapeutic

Trista Pedersen 2018LTP1338 Nice to see heated pool in Kaitaia

Anne Osborn 2018LTP1339 I'm an old person who one day may need this

Pene Ayla 2018LTP1341 Sports hub urgently needed in Kaitaia

Julia Pene 2018LTP1347 Includes all ages, all abilities in Kaitaia - Far North

Daniel Popata 2018LTP1366 Kaitaia needs a heated indoor pool

Michelle Peterson | 2018LTP1374 | It would be nice to have a heated pool in Kaitaia

Kahu Ririnui 2018LTP1290 | We need indoor heated pools for our tamariki

lona Paparoa 2018LTP1291 | Would be great to have a heated pool in Kaitaia

Paula Paparoa 2018LTP1295 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Te Rangimarie 2018LTP1296 Much needed complex for Kaitaia region

Shelford

Adrian Rudolph 2018LTP1298 For fully unemployed people and the youth, it would be a place to go to!

Robyn Shackleton | 2018LTP1305 | Sports hub is crucial to build community interaction in Kaitaia for all age groups

Renee Skinner 2018LTP1311 | Sports hub needed in Kaitaia

Richard 2018LTP1318 Long time overdue. Te Hiku Sports Club in Kaitaia

Simmonds

Adam Neilsen 2018LTP1326 | We need an aquatic centre because there's too much obesity. Sport is an essential
component to good health

Linley O'Gorman 2018LTP1335 Kaitaia is long overdue for hydrotherapy pool

Marlene 2018LTP1342 Much needed facility for the people of Kaitaia and surrounding regions

O'Sullivan

Malanda Oud 2018LTP1343 We need heated pools for our children and elderly

Marsh Leonard 2018LTP1350 | Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Pene






Georgina Perene

2018LTP1353

Yes. Endorse project.

Janine Perere 2018LTP1359 Kaitaia needs an indoor heated pool, as all parts of the community would benefit - our
kuia, kaumata, rangatahi, mokopuna, matua and whaea. Also our schools could host
events there for connecting with the wider community

Carlo Cruz 2018LTP1399 | believe Te Hiku sorts hub will benefit the community and will further enhance
community building.

Anna Pospisit 2018LTP1402 | We need to take care of our aging population

Maryann Adlam 2018LTP1409 | support the Te Hiku Sports Club being built in our community and funding support
they require

Lance Schruffar 2018LTP1426 | think it'd be good for our sports people

Andrew Masters 2018LTP1431 It is vital that Kaitaia gets the Te Hiku sports hub. Can only benefit the whole
community - would be crazy for this not to happen!

William McCabe 2018LTP1438 | Therapeutic value to our community

Denise Pure 2018LTP1442 We really need indoor heated pools in Kaitaia so that we can swim all year round

Elroy Alexander 2018LTP1443 I swim regularly at the Kaitaia outdoor pool. It would be great to have an indoor heated

Pure pool here in Kaitaia so | can swim all year round

Allanah Quinn 2018LTP1448 Help get funding

Tracina Adam 2018LTP1454 | Urgently require a sports hub in Kaitaia

Richard Alspach 2018LTP1456 | am in support of this rate, in fact | consider it long overdue. The only comment |
would make is that at 33 cents per rateable property per week, it seems overly
conservative. Given the demonstrable need, an increase to 50 cents per week per
rateable property does not seem to onerous.

Cecil Scott 2018LTP1457 We need this Kaitaia sports hub.

Julienne Scott 2018LTP1458 | To improve the health and welfare of the people in the Far North

Pawan Sethi Te 2018LTP1464 | Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Hiku Hauora

Bev Shoosmith 2018LTP1473 We need hydrotherapy for our seniors particularly for joint rehabilitation

Marion Skill 2018LTP1497 | The hub is very much needed in Kaitaia and | would like to see it up and running before
| die

Mark Mitchell 2018LTP1507 | Good to see athletics track being constructed. Would like to see youth and seniors all
competing in athletics

Hon John Carter 2018LTP1521 FNDC supports option 1 for the funding of facilities of regional importance, and agrees

Far North District a flat rate across the region is appropriate. Council bases this support on the six

Council potential projects outlined in the Consultation Document, and given the equitable
distribution of funds over time agrees that a flat rate will be more appropriate and
manageable than multiple targeted rates. FNDC would like to signal that due diligence
is being carried out for land purchase in Kerikeri, and that once confirmed,
consideration will be given to the development of a significant sporting facility. We will
keep you informed of our progress and look forward to discussing regional support in
the future.

Raewyn Pennell 2018LTP1381 Funding for Te Hiku sports hub please - let us build a significant facility for all!






Ngapeeti Popata 2018LTP1382 | We really need a sports hub in Kaitaia due to supporting our kaumatua and kuia as well
as our rangatahi me tamariki

Robin Popata 2018LTP1394 Kia kaha Kaitaia

Rongo Popata 2018LTP1395 | We need it, definitely for Kaitaia and for our tamariki

Caroline Popata- 2018LTP1397 Much needed sport hub in Kaitaia

Boynton

Guiolo De 2018LTP1405 We need indoor pools

Wickker

Jaimee Poutai 2018LTP1429 For the children, more positive stuff for the community

Vance Pure 2018LTP1446 We are in need of any aquatic indoor centre here in Kaitaia. | have five children. All my
children attend swim training at the Kaitaia outdoor pool. It would be good to have the
opportunity to swim all year round

Natalie Ramoko 2018LTP1450 | Much needed sports hub. Needed in Kaitaia

Tori Puhipi 2018LTP1452 Pools and sports centres will help our youth get into better hobbies! We definitely
need this in Kaitaia

Tiri-Anne Scott 2018LTP1460 | We need decent heated pools for all our community

Jayne Senior 2018LTP1462 | Our community needs pool for the community!

Eric Shackleton 2018LTP1465 | think it is most important to support the sports hub development in Kaitaia. It should
fulfil quite a few of the community needs

lan Shoosmith 2018LTP1477 We need a hydrotherapy therapeutic pool to assist in joint replacement recovery

Joanne Milich 2018LTP1501 We urgently require a sports hub in Kaitaia

Beryl Pearl Smith | 2018LTP1502 Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia

David Smith 2018LTP1515 Kaitaia is in desperate need of a heated pool

Josephine Nathan | 2018LTP1516 I'd rather support something in my rohe which will happen in my area than be charged
for lots of your rates charges which | do not benefit from. I.e. more footpaths in Te Kao!
Please

Nigel Barnwell 2018LTP1530 I need this facility to alleviate pan - hip (arthritis

Hayley Peters 2018LTP1554 | We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Rachael 2018LTP1563 | We need a sports hub in Kaitaia urgently

Pollington

Stephen Jeffery 2018LTP1581 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

James Pram 2018LTP1583 Funding sports facilities in outlying communities. Get the kids off the streets. Better
New Zealand

Kelly Snowden 2018LTP1595 | We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Shane Puckey 2018LTP1608 We need heated swimming pools for our children to learn to swim

Eliza Brown 2018LTP1615 I have to go for knee surgery. If | don’t rehabilitate well, I'll have to take morphine
tablets for the pain

Dr Jones Kens 2018LTP1626 | A hydrotherapy pool is super important to rehabilitation after a hip / knee surgery and

stroke or heart attack






Donna Cheree 2018LTP1635 | The sports hub would be a huge asset to our community

Brydon

George Van 2018LTP1636 Need hydrotherapy please. Older citizens

Valkenburg

Sheila Collins 2018LTP1687 | We need Te Hiku sports hub in Kaitaia because of the health benefits it will give to the
community

Brent Sheldrake 2018LTP1688 Submitter thankful for the NRC"s contribution to sport in the region. Submitter

Sport New provides detailed discussion supporting the recommended option. (Staff summary;

Zealand please see original submission).

Daemyon Cook 2018LTP1697 Kaitaia sports hub

Elizabeth Tabrum | 2018LTP1698 | The benefit to our community therapeutically due to the population’s chronic health
issues

S Tomas 2018LTP1714 Fully support the sports hub. Indoor heated pools for kids will be great

T Tomas 2018LTP1716 For our growing youth

Ripeka Barnett 2018LTP1522 My grandfather suffers from hip pain, has had his hip replaced, about to have another
replacement, so a centre like this will improve the amount of support he will need to
recover

Sydney Nathan 2018LTP1526 | Good for the local iwi and the youth of Kaitaia because they are our future - sports
complex

Mark Tufuga 2018LTP1543 Much needed complex for our children

Brian Brake 2018LTP1557 Kaitaia sports hub

Pete Bond 2018LTP1558 | The Dargaville Tennis Club would like to show its support of the Long Term Plan setting

Dargaville Tennis a Regional Sporting Facility Rate of $17.25. The club has approximately 60 members.

Club We have seen the success of Toll Stadium and so would like to see future projects
supported

Marian Pram 2018LTP1584 | Funding sports facilities is a good plan because teenagers need to be busy!

Felicity Foy 2018LTP1590 | Submitter agrees with the proposed funding for sports facilities from NRC for the Te
Hiku sports hub and other smaller regional sports facilities on the basis it is equitable.
{Staff summary; please see original submission].

G Price 2018LTP1591 | This would be a fantastic opportunity for the Kaitdia community. Access to an indoor
heated pool would be beneficial to all ages and community members

Michelle Puckey 2018LTP1604 Pool very much needed in Kaitaia. Been waiting a long time

Denise Maria 2018LTP1609 | We definitely need a sports hub in Kaitaia with a hydrotherapy pool

Brown

Cheryl Jensen 2018LTP1611 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

Mandy Stanisich 2018LTP1617 We need this facility for our people! Kaitaia

Kathleen Reed 2018LTP1620 | We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia!

Marlaine Urlich 2018LTP1622 | Great for older people with joint and any other aches and pains

Shayla Stevens 2018LTP1639 It would be really good to see a heated swimming pool at Kaitaia

Helen Robertson 2018LTP1645 For the health and wellbeing of our community!






Julie Stevens 2018LTP1652 It would be awesome to see an indoor heated pool. Thank you

Anita Venning- 2018LTP1662 | Area needs something like this

Thomas

Fiona King Fiona | 2018LTP1664 Let Kaitaia facility be one of the new sport facility especially a POOL to receive

King assistance

Robin Schiff 2018LTP1670 | Funding new regional sports facilities important. Invest for these things in our region

Helen 2018LTP1690 | Have two grandchildren up and coming in the area and need to keep children occupied

Starrenburg and safe

Robyn Stone- 2018LTP1695 Kaitaia needs a new swimming pool which needs to include a decent hydrotherapy pool

Mason for people with disabilities etc. Our youth need an all-year- round pool and our sports
people need to be able to train. Kaitaia can be a wonderful place to live. Our council
and communities NEED to be supporting this area to be the best it can be

Olive Curreen- 2018LTP1701 | We need this space for youth and whanau in Kaitaia, to encourage other sports, out-of-

Mitchell town competition and business to Kaitaia

Waimaria Veza 2018LTP1709 It would be great for the community to have a heated pool in Kaitaia

Josiah Tiv 2018LTP1710 | We need heated pools for elders and kids for learning how to swim

Jono Toetoe 2018LTP1711 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Jason Towers 2018LTP1723 | We need pool facilities for our kids

Patty Towl 2018LTP1724 | We need a community sports hub to ensure low income people have access to facilities
following illness

Raymond 2018LTP1749 It is important to have heated pools in order to accommodate the elderly for exercise,

Subritzky hospital patients, school students will encourage learners to swim etc.

Linda Wagener 2018LTP1721 Not only our children need this, our elders will benefit as well

Lloyd Torkas 2018LTP1722 It helps people exercise freely in a warm hydrotherapy pool. | have epilepsy and |
would use the pool also

Jonelle Waipouri 2018LTP1729 | So we can swim all year round

TePaea Waitai 2018LTP1739 | Thank you for this opportunity, we really need this for our tamariki and kaumatua and
kuia

Anna Waldus 2018LTP1745 Much needed for our community and Kaitaia

Glenn Deans 2018LTP1766 Need a sports hub like out West Auckland or Kensington in Whangarei

Krystal-Rose 2018LTP1778 Much needed sports complex for all, young, old, and our whole community

Taaffe

Leslie David 2018LTP1782 Kaitaia sports facilities are rather dated. An up to date (modern) set of facilities is really

Roberts what Kaitaia needs for the whole community

Grace Robertson 2018LTP1789 Kaitaia needs a heated swimming pool so it can be used all year round

Annette Robson 2018LTP1796 | We urgently need a hydrotherapy pool in Kaitaia

Lilian Rogers 2018LTP1816 Kaitaia, Northland youth and community will benefit from a complex

Janice Mary 2018LTP1818 We need a heated pool in our community for senior residents

Ronald






Lavinia Ropae 2018LTP1820 | Awesome for Kaitaia to have an indoor swimming pool

Martin Ruddell 2018LTP1824 | Community activities reduce crime Kaitaia!

Yvonne Sant 2018LTP1871 We need a hydrotherapy pool as our children need to be safe in the water, and | would
like a warm safe swimming place for winter

Ronald Sant 2018LTP1873 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Ngaroimata 2018LTP1893 Kaitaia urgently needs a sports hub

Busby

Eevin Johnston 2018LTP1895 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Cheryl Talatifi 2018LTP1896 Really need indoor pool for our tamariki

Gene Kaka 2018LTP1903 We need heated pools in Kaitaia

Isabella Tan 2018LTP1904 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Gloria Tane 2018LTP1912 Much needed facility in Kaitaia

Barbara Hodgson | 2018LTP1914 | Hydro pool is badly needed for our stroke patients and elderly people of our
community

Colleen J Kidd 2018LTP1915 Kaitaia absolutely needs a sports hub

May Takawe 2018LTP1921 | Our children urgently require an indoor sports complex!

Mary Foley 2018LTP1922 Essential for mental health of young and old. Long overdue, we urgently need a heated
pool in Kaitaia

Anahera Rose 2018LTP1924 | We need heated pools for our children and elders so they can learn to swim properly

Taramoerewa

Colin Campbell 2018LTP1939 Kaitaia badly needs a sports club (Hub) NOW!

Annie Tau 2018LTP1940 Due to a great need for these facilities to be provided to strengthen our young
generation in their interests in sport.

Sade Fraser 2018LTP1947 Kaitaia really needs a sports hub

Manahi Delaney 2018LTP1948 We really need a sports hub in Kaitaia.

Jacob Bocks 2018LTP1955 Kaitaia urgently needs the sports hub.

Linda Taul 2018LTP1956 Heated pools for therapeutic benefits

John Brott 2018LTP1958 Kaitaia badly needs a sports hub

Annaleah Cassidy | 2018LTP1964 | We need a facility like this to encourage our tamariki with sports

Taylor

Bronwyn 2018LTP1751 | A much needed sports facility, long overdue!!!

Subritzky-Clark

Lisa Deans 2018LTP1769 Urgently needed heated pool and a sports hub. Hydrotherapy pool as part of
construction urgently needed.

Gregory Rakich 2018LTP1770 | We urgently need a sport hub in Kaitaia

Christine Rakich 2018LTP1775 We do urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Hester Swart 2018LTP1776 | We need a pool for hydrotherapy - treating people in recovery from surgery and

cardiac illness






Glenis Rickey 2018LTP1777 Provided the application by Ruakaka Recreation Centre proposed multi event centre

Martha Reihana 2018LTP1791 | Sports complex is beneficial for our tamariki and community.

Phyllis Robson 2018LTP1804 | My mokos swim at the Kaitaia pools. It will be great to have a heated indoor pool here
in Kaitaia so my mokos can swim and learn all-year-round

Tunisia Robson 2018LTP1810 | Having an indoor heated pool would be beneficial to our community because our
children can swim all year round. If they are competitive swimmers they would be able
to train regardless of the season or weather. It could possibly help decrease the crime
rate done by youths in our community because they would be able to keep out of
trouble by having something to do

Zorica Bilcich 2018LTP1821 | Sports hub badly needed in Kaitaia

Rona Ross 2018LTP1822 We need a sports hub

Karen Herring 2018LTP1828 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Fiona C Heta 2018LTP1830 | This sports complex will benefit the whole community

Phillip Rudolph 2018LTP1832 | Would love an up-to-date sports complex for our children in the area - we feel in some
ways they miss out on so much

Nick Zephaniah 2018LTP1849 Be nice to have heated pools here in Kaitaia

Shania Yukich 2018LTP1850 | Please help our community out. Lots of whanau, lots of great people. Kia Ora

Ranique 2018LTP1853 Urgently need spots hub in Kaitaia

Wakeman

Phillipa Senior 2018LTP1858 Kaitaia is really going to be 'future proofed' by acquiring a multisports hub facility. Such
a need for this community with multiple benefits in improved health and wellbeing!

David Senior 2018LTP1860 | The building and development of the Kaitaia sports hub is a facility that is vitally
important for the health and wellbeing of our community and will bode well for the
future of the whole district. Very excited about this project!

Glenyce Smith 2018LTP1861 | This complex will help the community to be healthy, the children will have somewhere
to go. Healthy option.

Julia Clarke 2018LTP1862 | Arthritis sufferers like me need this pool pronto

Kayla Brown-Hunt | 2018LTP1867 Heated pool in Kaitaia

Gary Ryder 2018LTP1875 We need this sports hub desperately

Harvey Stevens 2018LTP1888 | We need indoor heated pool in Kaitaia

Tamati Veronica 2018LTP1901 It'll be really great to have a heated pool here in Kaitaia

Maureen

Wendy Sykes 2018LTP1908 Kaitaia sports hub

Yvonne Erstich 2018LTP1920 Kaitaia needs this!

Brian Taua 2018LTP1943 Need indoor heated pool. Awesome!

Sue Major 2018LTP1944 | Sports hub needed in Kaitaia. We deserve good facilities in the Far North. There should
not be Third World lack of opportunity in our communities

Michael Francis 2018LTP1945 Kaitaia needs a sports hub






Naomi Taueki- 2018LTP1953 It would be awesome for Kaitaia tamariki to have access to an indoor heated swimming

Stott pool

Margaret 2018LTP1961 Many of us in the rural areas travel 60 mins to participate in sports in Kaitaia. It is our

Merimeri Taurere centre and we deserve to have access to good facilities. Whangarei is too far away.
Servicing Whangarei is NOT servicing Northland.

Charlotte Leef 2018LTP1966 Kaitaia needs it!

Vikkie Broughton | 2018LTP1969 Kaitaia is in need of a sports hub

Ritihia Frost 2018LTP1982 Sports hub needed for youth in Kaitaia

Shaun Brott 2018LTP1965 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Jacqueline Brown | 2018LTP1971 Kaitaia requires an indoor heated pool to support health and wellbeing. Kaitaia could
also benefit by turning the eyesore of the old PakNSave into a community park where
people of all ages can come together, an area for toddlers (2 - 7 years old), recreation
for youth (8 - 12 years old), and a cycle / skate area for 13+ year olds. A rotunda for
groups to perform, peaceful garden area for the elderly — all lit by solar /led lights!
Kaitaia lacks a play area for toddlers!

Duckey Leef 2018LTP1972 Much needed sportshub in Kaitaia

Lance Taylor 2018LTP1973 | Get behind the elderly

Shinae Taylor 2018LTP1978 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Gerald Teaher 2018LTP1980 | We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Janita Brown 2018LTP1981 Urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia for our youth to attend events in a central
location

Henry Martin 2018LTP1987 We definitely need a sports hub in Kaitaia with a hydrotherapy pool for our aches and
pains

Hannah 2018LTP1996 | Anything for our youth and community in Kaitaia is good

Matthews

Michael Challis 2018LTP1997 Kaitaia Needs!! a sports hub

Mihi Tecklenberg | 2018LTP1999 | We need the sports hub

Anne Gardner 2018LTP2005 | A much-needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Dyane Clyde 2018LTP2017 Kaitaia needs a sports hub!!!

Elsie Gould 2018LTP2025 Kaitaia needs the sports hub for its youth, elderly

Tina Cooper 2018LTP2026 Our community, both young and old, could benefit from a heated swimming pool. This
would promote health and fitness opportunities all year round.

Joelle Cottle 2018LTP2033 Kaitaia has no services or activities for children and youth. Travelling 2 1/2 hours for
whanau recreation is not realistic. We require our own resources

lan Griggs 2018LTP2035 Sports hub badly needed in Kaitaia thanks

Dale Mehana 2018LTP2042 Kaitaia needs this sports hub

Jessica Turnbull 2018LTP2062 | We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia.

Aterea Ted Rapira | 2018LTP2072 We are encouraging the council to invest in the Sports hub






Franz Wagner 2018LTP2078 | Good sports facilities in the Far North region are in high demand but lacking in most
centres. It will generate positive outcomes not only with our youth but with our
societies as a whole. (Reduce crime etc.)

Wayne Murray 2018LTP2079 Sports hub needed in Kaitaia

Annalee 2018LTP2081 Urgently need sports hub in Kaitaia

Wakeman

Sharlene Harris 2018LTP2086 It would be lovely to have a heated indoor pool in Kaitaia so our kids can swim all year
round

Jan Werner 2018LTP2095 Indoor heated pool Kaitaia. Hydrotherapy for elderly

Evelyn Reid 2018LTP2096 It will be great for Kaitaia, especially children to have the aquatic swimming pool. Thank
you

Katrina West 2018LTP2109 Really important for everyone to have the opportunity to exercise and have fun

Pauline 2018LTP2110 | Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia. Community helping our dire situation

Nethercott

Harry Wharehau 2018LTP2111 We need a hydrotherapy pool

Ruby Anne 2018LTP2120 | Give Kaitaia their Sports hub Please "Ka Rawe"

Reihana

Hayley White 2018LTP2132 | We need hydrotherapy in Kaitaia and a sports hub

Henry Petersen 2018LTP2134 | Kaitaia needs sports hub badly

Benjamin Tepane | 2018LTP2140 Kaitaia badly needs a sports hub urgently

Adam Sharp 2018LTP2142 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Michael Ward 2018LTP2168 | think a sports centre will be good for our bored young people. It will of course be
available to all ages and be an attraction for visitors

Tauroa Pirini 2018LTP2176 Kaitaia needs a heated pool for health and wellbeing

Vincent Thomas 2018LTP1984 | want my family to be able to exercise in warm water!

Tai Teauraki 2018LTP1985 | We need the sports hub in Kaitaia

J Mathews 2018LTP1995 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Rebecca 2018LTP2000 | We urgently need an indoor swimming pool complex in Kaitaia for our children

Thompson

Maraea Chung 2018LTP2002 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Patrick Matiu 2018LTP2003 {Staff Note - submitter also selected option 2.}

Rebecca Tobin 2018LTP2012 | We need a sports hub in the Far North

Mariah Tekiake- 2018LTP2037 Family swim regularly, would be nice for them to have a place to swim all year round

Herbert

Wayne Grusnine 2018LTP2039 Kaitaia needs sports hub

Larry Halliday 2018LTP2048 Much needed sports hub Kaitaia

Clendon Pene 2018LTP2049 We need the sports hub to help our kids to give them better opportunities in life

Clarrie Middleton | 2018LTP2050 Kaitaia needs a sports club






Kathleen Moore 2018LTP2065 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Llonia Turnbull 2018LTP2067 | We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

James Valley 2018LTP2074 | From past experience in Hamilton, | know it is beneficial

Sandra Waaka 2018LTP2076 We need heated pool plus programmes for special needs people

Donna Harris 2018LTP2083 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Cwolyn Walkel 2018LTP2084 | Community needs sport complex

Donna Harrison 2018LTP2087 | This sports hub is badly needed, just seeing the commonwealth games shows what our
young people could achieve with this facility

Jackie Harrison 2018LTP2091 Kaitaia urgently needs a sports club

Jackie-Lee Natana | 2018LTP2092 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Mary Tansey 2018LTP2093 | We need indoor heated pools for all ages in Kaitaia

Martha Taoninn 2018LTP2103 | A sports hub is urgently needed for our young people, in the first instance, and for the
wellbeing of the wider community

Stephanie Werth 2018LTP2106 We need an aquatic centre in Kaitaia PLEASE

Samuel Tatana 2018LTP2107 It would be awesome to have an indoor pool for our youth of Kaitaia

Fatu Taua 2018LTP2114 | Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia

Shirley Joy White | 2018LTP2136 | think there is an urgent need for a sports clinic with a hydro pool in Kaitaia

Leighson 2018LTP2143 Kaitaia needs a sports hub please. Thank you

Petersen

Sarah Wihongi 2018LTP2155 Urgently need sports hub in Kaitaia

Jasmine Wylie 2018LTP2156 Will be awesome to have a heated pool in Kaitaia

Patrina Hodgson 2018LTP2158 | The Far North needs a sports hub facility

Josie Pirini 2018LTP2164 Heated pool for Kaitaia will be perfect, not just for our community but for the older
people who don't swim often in the outdoor pool due to it being too cold for them

K Haare 2018LTP2165 | Our seniors need hydrotherapy and children need to learn to swim

Oral Thompson 2018LTP2166 I think that Kaitaia is in need of better sporting facilities and an indoor pool is long

Ngati Kahu Social overdue. There are not enough opportunities for young people to develop physically

and Health and mentally in Kaitaia

Services

Wiki Jon 2018LTP2172 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

N Thorne 2018LTP2173 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Raewyn Sissons 2018LTP2179 Much needed sports hub facility in Kaitaia

Malach Tii 2018LTP2180 | We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Mary Wikitera 2018LTP2181 Fantastic we sure need this

Azalea Pont 2018LTP2187 | strongly believe that Kaitaia would benefit greatly by having an indoor heated pool.

Having this would support our whanau's health and wellbeing during the colder
seasons. Especially our kaumatua and kuia






Raewyn Danielle 2018LTP2190 | We need heated pools to teach our kids how to swim. We really need this Kaitaia

Williams sports hub

Yerha Turner 2018LTP2197 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Martin Smith 2018LTP2205 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Gillian Pringle 2018LTP2206 | We need a sports hub in Kaitaia. Also, the footpaths in Kaitaia need to be upgraded and
kept safer for those who walk

Elizabeth Van Der | 2018LTP2207 | Our youth and elderly need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Mei

Valmai Smith 2018LTP2208 Kaitaia needs a sports hub for the future of the young people growing up in the area -
providing opportunity. This will help prevent crime

W D.R 2018LTP2213 | think a heated pool in Kaitaia would be a great investment in community supported
activities, the current facilities are inadequate and when its colder, it doesn't meet the
needs of the community and groups

Hilda Sneddon 2018LTP2215 Kaitaia needs this sports hub

Ellen Wauporr 2018LTP2222 Kaitaia "really" needs a "Sports hub"

Karyn Woodcock | 2018LTP2230 | I support this fully as it will be great for the whole community and for all ages. We
definitely need this complex

Lillian Yates 2018LTP2237 | A heated pool is an urgent need for our community. Ka pai

Patricia Yates 2018LTP2239 Required to assist elderly with activities

Pat Watkins 2018LTP2246 Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia

Rapine Watts- 2018LTP2258 It would be lovely for Kaitaia to have a heated swimming pool

Hemopo

Rihi Thomas 2018LTP2263 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Diana Thomas 2018LTP2265 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Paane Thomas 2018LTP2273 Pai ki te kite he puna wai mahana ki Kaitaia mo Kaitaia

Kura Pakoti 2018LTP2285 Hydrotherapy is needed in Kaitaia and year-round swimming lessons for children and
adults

Jennifer Kitchen 2018LTP2286 | That monies be distributed fairly to the different areas so all can benefit

Yvette Parlour 2018LTP2294 | Kaitaia is in need of the sports hub in order to support, encourage and develop healthy
lifestyle for all age groups. Supports whanau development and encourages tamariki to
participate in sport. Especially swimming. Great to have one stop shop

Haina Tamehana 2018LTP2306 Dr Jozef Van Rene advocates for the value it will bring to Kaitaia

Adrian Marsden 2018LTP2308 Hydrotherapy pool is of value to our communities in the Far North so long as all people
can have access to this resource

Tinaka Pawa 2018LTP2316 | The sports hub would benefit the wellbeing, physical, mentally and spiritually of our
community Kaitaia

Alison Peters 2018LTP2325 | We need a heated indoor pool for Kaitaia

Susan Peters 2018LTP2335 We need to have these facilities in Kaitaia for Kaitaia

Chantelle Murray | 2018LTP2350 | We need a sports hub with pools in Kaitaia






Victoria Murray

2018LTP2351

We need help for our kaumatua, kuia and mokopuna. Nga tangata katoa.

Rebecca Rutene 2018LTP2357 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Kim Nathan 2018LTP2358 Would love to see an indoor heated pool in town. Very beneficial for our community
and children

Valerie Rutene 2018LTP2359 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

Noble Graham 2018LTP2367 Kaitaia needs this sport hub

Pauline Elisara 2018LTP2377 I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities rate at a representative
rate of $17.25 per rateable property. Investment in sport facilities needs to be
maintained and increased so facilities can meet the needs of our community through
provision of facilities, safe courts, changing rooms and indoor facilities. Sports
positively contribute to children's social and physical development. Being a part of a
team, being life-long active contributors to the community, developing leaders,
learning new skills and developing elite skills , benefits those of all ages - positive social
outcomes and much more

Tahur Tibble 2018LTP2178 Kaitaia needs a sports facility to help grow health and wellbeing for all people

Ronald Sissons 2018LTP2183 Much needed sports hub for Kaitaia

Renee Lee 2018LTP2184 | This would be perfect for not only swimming club members but for all ages

Windelborn

Fred Richards 2018LTP2191 Our kids need proper learn to swim lessons to prevent drowning. Our youth needs
positive activities after school and on weekends and school holidays Te Hiku sports hub
will provide

Rachel Turner 2018LTP2192 Sports hub urgently needed in Kaitaia

Elisabeth Smith 2018LTP2198 We urgently need a sports hub to be situated in Kaitaia

T Price 2018LTP2202 I'd love an indoor heated swimming pool in Kaitaia for my children

David Ritchie 2018LTP2204 | Kaitaia badly needs a sports hub urgently!!!

Atema Walker 2018LTP2217 We really do need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Maria Warren 2018LTP2218 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Glenys 2018LTP2219 Kaitaia desperately needs a sports hub

Sparksman

Elsa Whitley 2018LTP2226 Heated community town pool for Kaitaia

Alice Wiki 2018LTP2227 We need the sports hub locally for our region

Shar Wiki 2018LTP2228 Heated pool for Kaitaia will be great for our communities’ wellbeing/fitness etc.

Elam Stone 2018LTP2242 Kaitaia needs sports hub

Perry Watts- 2018LTP2251 It will be nice to see a heated swimming pool here in Kaitaia xo

Hemopo

Mary Lunjevich 2018LTP2259 | We need this sports complex for the people of this town of Kaitaia

Abe Wells 2018LTP2260 | Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Ruby MacKinnon 2018LTP2268 For health benefits for a wide range of population a hydro pool is essential

Melissa Williams 2018LTP2282 Would like funding to be allocated to Kaitaia Sports hub






Clive Thompson 2018LTP2298 It's too late for me as | am crippled, but we need this for our elders and youth for
indoor heated pools and hydrotherapy

Clara Maheno 2018LTP2303 | see that it will be beneficial having an aquatic centre in Kaitaia

John Mead 2018LTP2320 | Exercise

Laurence Peters 2018LTP2330 | We need a heated indoor pool (50m) in Kaitaia

Joanne Milich 2018LTP2331 | Overall the whole complex will be an asset to the area. We have a lot of talented sports
people in the Far North and a complex will be an asset to them

Roseline Mitten 2018LTP2337 {Staff Note: Also selected option 2}

Wikatana Popata | 2018LTP2347 Haere mai te kaupapa nei mo nga uri o Te Hiku o te ika. (We welcome this, option one,
for the descendants of the Far North.)

Aaron Morrogh 2018LTP2348 Wellbeing of community

Syd Nathan 2018LTP2360 | We urgently require a sports hub in Kaitaia

Yvonne Salesa 2018LTP2361 | feel a sports complex in Kaitaia would be a wonderful asset for the North

Levi Nicholson 2018LTP2365 Kaitaia Sports hub

Option 2: Support development to a greater or lesser degree

Annina Rueegger | 2018LTP52 support yes, but not over the top

Aaron Spence 2018LTP856 Submitter comments on the Northland Sports Facilities Plan, and the critical role of

Northland Sport facilities for sport. Submitter "is very supportive of having NRC’s Regional Sports

Coalition Facilities Rate funding continuing past 2018 for the benefit of the prioritised projects in
the Northland Sports Facilities Plan. We support option 2 “ supporting development of
sports facilities”, but to a greater degree. We believe this should be at least $20 a year
per ratepayer, given the strong list of priority projects that are getting very close to
requiring the funding." {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Paul Cleary 2018LTP1024 | support option 2 “supporting development of sports facilities” to a greater degree. |
believe this rate should be $20 a year per ratepayer, due to the amount of sporting
facility projects in the region that are getting near to requiring funds.

Josette Hudson 2018LTP1150 Continued support for Te Hiku Sports Complex in Kaitaia

Brent Eastwood 2018LTP1303 Submitter agrees with option 2, but states it should be at least $S20 a year per

Sport Northland ratepayer, "given the strong list of priority projects that are getting very close to
requiring the funding." Submitter comments on the Northland Sports Facilities Plan and
the role of facilities in sport participation. Submitter strongly agrees with the rate
continuing beyond 2018. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Faye Irwin-Erceg | 2018LTP1422 Remember 'user pays' has merit

Anil Shetty 2018LTP1740 Submitter supports development of these projects but encourages council to apply a

Northland mechanism that ensures equitable rating for FNDC and KDC residents, given the

District Health generally lower levels of income in those areas. (Staff summary; please see submission).

Board

Kyla Tiri 2018LTP2189 Feedback Kaitaia to have a heated pool facility for the community and situated in

Kaitaia.






Christine Thirling
Ruakaka
Recreation
Centre (Inc)

2018LTP2386

Community projects are very important to improve the life of communities. The
Ruakaka Recreation Centre (RRC) is proposing a new multi-generational facility to be
built in Ruakaka. This will be an addition to the existing facility and will benefit Ruakaka
and surrounding areas. RRC has proven to council and the community that it can deliver
high class community projects, like the Ruakaka skatepark, upgraded playing fields, new
roof for the RRC and new picnic area. This in true cost is $600,800 exclusive of GST in
assets. We have a huge population growth in our community and in the long-term the
RRC will need to cater for the new requirements and for future generations. Our
request is for NRC to show support and include this project in the Long Term Plan 2018-
2028 and to fund 1/3 of the cost which is a basic requirement of funders. Submission
incorporates more comprehensive report on the benefits of, and need for, a recreation
facility in Ruakaka, and requests that the facility be considered for further prioritisation
in the Regional Sports Facilities Rate in the LTP. Submission is accompanied by 1005
letters of support. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Option 3: Don’t support regional sports facilities and leave it to district councils

Jan Pirihi 2018LTP18 User pays

Tony Dwane 2018LTP33 Should be a targeted rate for those who benefit/use facilities.

Hancock Forest

Management NZ

Ltd

Oliver Krollmann 2018LTP10 There are more important things to spend money on at this time. Sports facilities
should be left to the district councils

Gerard Boekel 2018LTP14 Sporting facilities are the business of district councils !

Billy Leonard 2018LTP452 No, re-direct money towards serious needs, or to pay off debt.

Leonard B

Brad Windust 2018LTP935 | support Option 3: Don’t support the development of more regional sports facilities
(leave it to the district councils). This would mean that the rate would stop.

Melanie Miller 2018LTP1240 | It's best to leave responsibility with district councils, to avoid duplication of effort

Margaret Hicks 2018LTP1104 | Submitter comments that it was very unfair to expect residents living outside

Hicks M Whangarei to contribute to Toll Stadium. (Staff summary; please see original
submission).

Dr Benjamin 2018LTP1049 Sporting facilities and events carry too much weight throughout the region

Pittman

Hiku Taylor-Wi 2018LTP1234 | Sufficient alternative funding sources. NRC ought to focus on environmental priorities

Neera Otiria rather than social

marae

Gordon Dove 2018LTP1259 | Submitter comments that sports bodies should raise funding and repay money from
rates. Cites example of Northland Events centre being funded by a targeted rate {staff
summary; please see original submission}

Rolf Mueller- 2018LTP1375 Funding from District Councils and NRC is an unnecessary duplication. Councils can

glodde Vision handle this better on local basis

Kerikeri






Vonnie France 2018LTP1596 FNDC should do this

Kevin Croy 2018LTP1540 | Stick to 'your knitting' only. Sporting decision rates a local consideration (FNDC)

Jonnie France 2018LTP1552 FNDC should do this

Rosie Donovan 2018LTP1569 Preferred option 3: This seems to fit with district councils more than NRC. Rates
increases should be targeted to the environment as it is unfortunately much too dire to
ignore

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1660 | We feel we are being asked to pay twice, as we already contribute to the FNDC via rates

Kerikeri for facilities elsewhere, and have very little near where we live. No - we do not support

Ratepayers continuing to take a rate for regional sports facilities, as the Toll Stadium is paid off. The

Association local communities of direct interest are able to work with their local councils to
determine if facilities are viable. We ask that you adopt Option 3

David Wolland 2018LTP1838 Urban areas benefit more from such facilities and should pay for them

Jane Johnston 2018LTP1763 District councils already fund sports facilities. (Staff summary; please see original

Paihia & Districts submission).

Residents &

Ratepayers

Association

Peter Doel 2018LTP2371 Forget it. You have shown that council cannot be trusted and the rugby stadium is a
glaring example of that. | would suggest that council will be a puppet for the Rugby
Union again in the Pohe Island development

Doug France 2018LTP2375 Local authority ONLY

Response: None of the above

Carl Mather 2018LTP9 if people want sporting facilities they can organise fund raising themselves. It is no

Mather C business of councils

Chris Jenkins 2018LTP92 I have always been a bit confused as to why regional council funded the Whangarei
stadium, let alone these other projects (worthy though they are)

Vivienne 2018LTP54 Object to any increase in rates

Henderson

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP467 | think that if rates funding is to be allocated it should be for recreation facilities which
includes creative as well as sporting needs. If the funding for Creative Northland is
maintained, then an equivalent amount could be granted to sporting facilities

Lynn Middleton 2018LTP640 Mangawhai Artists Inc asks that if rate based funding is given to sport, it be matched by
rate-based funding for art and creative facilities. Our view is that sport fits within a
recreation strategy and plan and that art is as important for Northland communities

Croydon 2018LTP655 Council to supply land only. Clubs help to fund raise e.g. Houhora Fishing Club

Thompson

Ivan Buselich 2018LTP838 Funding from lottery and 'pokies' and sports groups doing something...e.g. catering,
flea markets etc. Not from ratepayers

Graham Limbrick | 2018LTP971 | already pay rates to a council for sports facilities, okay






Jan Graham 2018LTP1022 Detail in attachment. Dog owners comprise over one-third of our community. |
advocate that the Regional Sporting Facilities Rate be renamed to include consideration
for dog exercise areas to cater for this large population group.

Gillian Durham 2018LTP1042 I am not convinced that this will assist the council to respond to areas of greatest need

Durham G based on prioritisation, stopping ineffective programmes, and using evidence of what
works to get better outcomes. There is considerable risk that the council will support
poor business cases from the district councils because it has raised a rate and will feel
compelled to spend it

Judi Gilbert 2018LTP1114 | Submitter does not support any of the options. In the past NRC has been generous in

Ngunguru sports facility funding

Sandspit

Protection

Society

L Toorenburg 2018LTP1118 | have concerns, that the Hokianga will miss out again, about 20 years+ ago a huge
report was done on sports in the Hokianga, and needs and shortfalls were identified.
Kaikohe or Kaitaia are huge distances away from isolated communities in Hokianga

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 More discussion and input needed from the elderly and disabled residents and

Regional Elderly ratepayers of Northland Regional Council

& Disability

Action Forum in

Northland

Thelma Connor 2018LTP1208 | We need a multi-purpose recreational and community hub for elderly and disability

Carl Savill 2018LTP1261 NRC should stick to core business. (Staff summary; please see original submission)

Moana Henare 2018LTP1219 Multi-purpose facility for my grandmother for social, education and recreational use

Alex Harbuz 2018LTP1262 | Totally depends on each case so it’s foolish to pose such a question

M.M Upperton 2018LTP1369 Regional sports facilities, especially in Whangarei where they always seem to go, do
not benefit the outlying towns! ie, Kaitaia, Kerikeri, Kaikohe who would use them very
occasionally, if at all

Leonie Exel Bay 2018LTP1475 Funding should be made available for dog exercise parks. (Staff summary; please see

of Island original submission).

Watchdogs

Richard Gardner 2018LTP1585 Federated Farmers does not oppose the Council’s proposals as regards sporting

Federated facilities, in particular the proposal to strike a rate to provide funding support to assist

Farmers of New in the development of sporting facilities, across Northland, that are of regional benefit.

Zealand Thus Federated Farmers prefers Option 1, but suggests that Option 2 or Option 3 would
be more preferable if the community objects to the proposed rates rise

Adrienne Tari 2018LTP1647 | Submitter suggests the Pou Herenga Tai Twin Coast Cycle Trail is worthy of regional

Pou Herenga Tai significance and requests funding of $197,000 towards capital developments. (Staff

Twin Coast Cycle summary; please see original submission).

Trail Trust

Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 | We need a heated swimming pool in our area of Kaitaia - funds for this and to maintain
would be fantastic

Jackie Simkins 2018LTP2277 | Submitter supports sports hub because 1) it will provide additional impetus to improve

Claud Switzer
Memorial Trust

flood protection 2) will provide a positive outlet for bored young people and social
interaction, mentoring and guidance 3) Its proximity to the Te Ahu centre will






strengthen community pride 4) will add to atmosphere of the region. (Staff summary;
refer original submission).

No option selected

Mike Davies

2018LTP21

The Bream Bay United are in full support of the proposed regional sporting facilities
rate. We commend the Northland Regional Council making available funding for
regional sports facilities, and in particular the identification of the Northland Football
Hub as a priority project. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Andrew Bax

2018LTP460

Submitter fully supports the proposed regional sporting facilities rate. The submission
commends the council making funding available for regional sports facilities, and
particularly for identification of the Northland Football Hub as a priority project. {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

E Gordon

2018LTP721

Kaitaia needs heated pools for our tamariki and elders. Drowning rate is too high.
Thanks for the proposal

Lynn Middleton
Mangawhai
Artists Inc

2018LTP752

Mangawhai Artists Inc supports sporting activities and facilities being widely available
and considers sport is part of a recreation and wellbeing strategy. We consider that any
rates funding for sport should be at least matched by rates funding for art and creative
activities and facilities. Art reaches many people who may not participate in sport

Taryn Gillespie

2018LTP754

I am in favour of setting a Regional Sporting Facilities rate at a representative rate of
$17.25 per rateable property. Investment in sport facilities needs to be maintained and
increased so facilities can meet the needs of our community through provision of
facilities, safe courts, changing rooms, indoor facilities. Sports positively contribute to
children's social and physical development, being a part of a team, being life-long active
contributors to the community, developing leaders, learning new skills and developing
elite skills, benefits those of all ages, positive social outcomes and much more

Bev Hart

2018LTP765

I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities Rate, at a representative
Rate of $17.25 per rateable property

Trevor Griffiths

2018LTP757

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Matin Hales

2018LTP758

Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Tracy Hayward

2018LTP767

I am in favour of the setting of a Regional Sporting Facilities Rate, at the representative
rate of $17.25 per rateable property

Marg Dodds

2018LTP977

Have no need to attend sporting events so cannot comment






Fiona Ellis 2018LTP857 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at

Onerahi Football Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football

Club community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Laura Williams 2018LTP911 Submitter comments that "The Northland Football Hub will benefit all football in

Onerahi Football Northland, including Onerahi Football Club as: - we have players that attend the skills

Club centre programme held at Tikipunga and hopefully many more in the future. Our teams
also participate in tournaments at Tikipunga. - we are an owner member of Northland
FC who use Tikipunga as their home - we have players playing for Northland FC" {Staff
summary; please see original submission}

Ryan Perry 2018LTP859 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Heather Tomason | 2018LTP877 Submitter supports council’s proposed contribution to the Northland Football Hub at
Tikipunga. Submitter states that not only will the facility provide for the football
community, it will also contribute to the long-term sustainability and growth of the
district and region. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Alan Agnew 2018LTP989 Submitter suggests that council supports "a shared indoor sports facility set up for local
and national use, especially providing for, but not limited to, the elderly, disabled and
the indoor bowls and other indoor sports communities." Submitter expresses
disappointment that WDC and council have not set up the ex Countdown building for
this purpose. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Elizabeth Aaron 2018LTP1058 Submitter comments that sports facilities are ok, but ratepayers should be given more
recognition for their contribution. {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Alvin Johnson 2018LTP1037 Submitter supports the council's proposed contribution to the development of the
Tikipunga Sports Park into a regional football facility - The Northland Football Hub. The
submitter supports development of the Northland Football Hub and encourages council
to lend its support to this significant community asset. {staff summary; please see
original submission}

Taupua Te Karu 2018LTP1074 | Help get more funding for Te Hiku hub

Heihei

Jodie Scott 2018LTP1264 | Submitter agrees with council’s proposed contribution to the development of the

Kerikeri Football Tikipunga Sports Park into a regional football facility - The Northland Football Hub.

Club {Staff summary; please see original submission}

Yvonne 2018LTP1309 | Te Hiku sports hub in Kaitaia needs full support to continue with its development for

Steinemann the Far North area.

Tarau Lisa 2018LTP1931 Elders need hydrotherapy

Jeremy Busck 2018LTP2378 | There is merit in having a post Toll Stadium levy fund that can be applied to for funding

Dragonfly Springs
Wetland
Sanctuary

for applicable regional sports projects

Comments received in ‘other comments’ section

V Goodwin

| 2018LTP717

‘ Awesome venue to be made for the people of Kaitaia and surrounds






Brad Thomson 2018LTP1833 Be great a heated pool here in Kaitaia

Aaron Rewa 2018LTP1110 Because it will be fun

Inch

Margot 2018LTP1495 Desperately need sports hub and swimming pool in our area

Dusevich

Ena Leslie 2018LTP2073 Exercise- Hip and knee replacement

Rupapera

L Grigg 2018LTP733 Free gym. Heated pools and programmes for youth

Cushla Rahman | 2018LTP2057 Funds should go towards Kaitaia swimming pool

T Armstrong 2018LTP633 Have a safe environment

C Camplin 2018LTP680 Health

John Cameinai 2018LTP1173 Heated pools are very beneficial for young people and older people and the
community generally and help with mobility and ageing concerns

T McPhee 2018LTP822 Help get funding for facilities

Deena Taylor 2018LTP2257 Help the elderly like myself

Graham 2018LTP1562 Hydrotherapy is needed in Kaitaia

Gazzard

Helen Winter 2018LTP2203 Hydrotherapy is great for people with arthritis to maintain mobility as well as post-
cardiac incidents. Fun as well!

David Benavides | 2018LTP1808 | believe we urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Carlita Grond 2018LTP1588 | do triathlons etc and need an all-year round pool for training

Cathy Holland 2018LTP1998 | totally endorse the Hub as it will provide health and fitness for ALL

Mere Barrar 2018LTP1802 I would like to see an indoor heated pool, here in Kaitaia

M Gardner 2018LTP712 It would be nice to have a heated pool for Kaitaia so we can swim all year round

Donna Thomson | 2018LTP1831 It would be nice to see a heated pool here in Kaitaia

Hayley Rutene 2018LTP2077 Kaitaia doesn't have a public heated pool so think this would complement Kaitaia

Charlotte 2018LTP2040 Kaitaia much need of a sports hub

Courteney

Rhonda Allen 2018LTP1785 Kaitaia needs a hot swimming pool for our children and elderly. Why not?!!!

Guy Herring 2018LTP1742 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Holly Andrew 2018LTP1792 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Leanne Beu 2018LTP1815 Kaitaia needs a sports hub

Simon Aian 2018LTP1784 Kaitaia needs a sports hub!!

C Pinkney 2018LTP824 Let us have funding

Sonia Payne 2018LTP219 Much needed sports facility in Kaitaia

Paul Anderson 2018LTP1788 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Roula Travers 2018LTP2318 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Sam Ruka 2018LTP2061 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Fred Petricevich | 2018LTP234 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Pete Petricivech | 2018LTP243 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Colin Hurinui 2018LTP1416 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

Yvonne Rudolph | 2018LTP2059 Much needed sports hub in Kaitaia

E McDowell 2018LTP809 My kids would benefit from a decent sports hub

Shauntine Cook | 2018LTP1201 Need for our kids to learn to swim

David Bellham 2018LTP85 Need good public facilities in Kaitaia like the hydrotherapy pool for older residents

K Fernauder 2018LTP697 Need it to improve and maintain health outcomes for self, family and community Will
pay for itself by reducing health costs

Y Lloyd 2018LTP776 Needed for our community indoor pool






Lynn Masters 2018LTP1992 Support our heated swimming pool in Kaitaia. We have not got an effective heated
swimming pool in this area. A local school but this is insufficient and very small - also
unable to cope with adult swimmers

S Nilsson 2018LTP421 Really need hydrotherapy pool in Kaitaia

Zorica Bilcich 2018LTP1821 Sports hub badly needed in Kaitaia

S Lewis 2018LTP766 Te Hiku sports hub is needed.

Fiona C Heta 2018LTP1830 This sports complex will benefit the whole community.

Erin 2018LTP990 To get more funding to help

Marinkovich

P Huru 2018LTP938 To help fund and give hope to elderly

C Lee 2018LTP746 To help get things moving for our locals.

Peter Wright 2018LTP2345 We need a heated pool for our bad hips Kaitaia

Irene Eynon 2018LTP1514 We need a heated pool in Kaitaia for all-year-round use for all the community to have
access to

Maree Leach 2018LTP2317 We need a pool for the health & wellbeing of everyone in Kaitaia

Matenga 2018LTP2284 We need a sports complex in Kaitaia

Wiliams

C Frost 2018LTP704 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Minty Grondin 2018LTP1597 We need a sports hub in Kaitaia ASAP

George King 2018LTP2279 We need a pool in Kaitaia

A Gore 2018LTP724 We need good sports facilities

Matt Eynon 2018LTP1517 We need heated pool in Kaitaia

Yvonne Harris 2018LTP1663 We need heated pools for kuia, kaumatua, young in Kaitaia for the health and physical
wellbeing for the people of the Far North

Sophie Ruka 2018LTP2063 We need heated pools for our tamariki

Minnie Williams | 2018LTP2287 We need hydrotherapy in a sports hub in Kaitaia for our seniors

Kate Clarke 2018LTP1413 We need indoor heated pools for our tamariki in Kaitaia

Brooke Williams | 2018LTP2280 We need indoor heated pools for our tamariki in Kaitaia

R Harawira 2018LTP737 We need pools and a sports hub for the community

Diane Hunt 2018LTP2058 We need swimming heated pools urgently for disabled people like myself. We have
nothing here in Kaitaia

Joan Clarke 2018LTP1408 We need the sports hub in Kaitaia

Kendall 2018LTP1492 We need this ASAP! Imagine all the sports focused children training in winter

Dusevich

S Cochrane 2018LTP687 We need this for our children

Vicky Curtis 2018LTP1455 We need this sports hub in Kaitaia

Natasha King 2018LTP2270 We need this sports hub in Kaitaia

Evan Bird 2018LTP1533 We need to carry on with the good work that's been done

C Drake-Walter | 2018LTP686 We need to have a community pool and fitness and health complex as we need to give
people the best opportunity for our sport academy children and our health and
wellness "He tapa wha” programmes" are essential in the Far North.

Maraea 2018LTP1834 We really need a pool for all our tamariki up here

Samuels

Hannah 2018LTP1425 We really need this sports complex in Kaitaia

Thompson

Richard Hape 2018LTP1643 We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Paige Heremaia | 2018LTP1741 We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Lynda Grieve 2018LTP1578 We urgently need a sports hub in Kaitaia

Jodi Fryer 2018LTP1555 We urgently need a sports swimming facility in Kaitaia (water/hydrotherapy) Like they

do in Auckland!!






Zoe Brown 2018LTP1168 We would be using this facility very often and think it will be a good asset to the whole
community

Emma Howard- | 2018LTP2053 We urgently need a hydrotherapy pool or swimming poor for use by disabled residents

Smith of Kaitaia

L Carter 2018LTP350 | support the Te Hiku sports hub in Kaitaia and support anything the NRC can do to help
it to fruition

C Mackenzie 2018LTP780 Our region needs to keep up with facilities such as these as there is an increasing
population in the Far North particularly the Kaitaia region

Sidney John 2018LTP2068 There is the older generation in Kaitaia, hence this will certainly help our older

Rupapera generation plus it is also a place where even the younger people can enjoy

Leanne Isaac 2018LTP2223 We definitely need a Hydrotherapy hot pool in Kaitaia

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1188 Submitter raises concern that there are limited facilities for the elderly and disabled,

Regional Elderly and that no facilities are planned. Raises concern that there is no civil defence

& Disability headquarters for elderly and disabled. Requests a multi-purpose indoor sports

Action Forum in facility/community hub, supports the ex-Countdown building as a location for this.

Northland Requests better disability parking and toilets.

Kristi Henare 2018LTP1133 DISABILITY/ELDERLY MULTI-PURPOSE SPORTS/RECREATIONAL FACILITY/STADIUM That
the Northland Regional Council provide a building or land to build a purpose-built
facility for our growing elderly population for education, social and recreational use.
NRC asked the ratepayers to pay and support the Toll Stadium but this really was only
for Rugby in the end and didn’t live up to all the public campaign with smoke and
mirrors. | understand the ex-Countdown building hasn’t been sold yet. This would be
an ideal place for this central facility which is currently owned by Northland Regional
Council. I would like to see that the NRC see this as a priority for the ever growing older
population who have already paid for Toll Stadium and will never really get to use it as
they become old and disabled. Thank you.

Bill Fenton 2018LTP2391 Submission outlines points related to a sports hub in Kerikeri {staff summary; please

BaySport see original submission}

Graham Tucker | 2018LTP1759 Submitter seeks reinstatement of sports area between the bowling club and rubbish

dump at Opononi, for NRC and FNDC to work together on this, including relocation of
Coastguard to achieve faster response, and reinstate rugby ground
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Social Media Feedback Report

The following report provides complete screen captures of feedback received via the Northland Regional Council Facebook page in regards to the Long Term Plan 2018 - 2028.

Freshwater management

0 Northland Regional Council
E Fublished by Sprout Socia -March 24 - &

“Ko te wai te ora nga mea katoa” — Water is the lifegiver of all things.

You've asked us to do more to look after Northland's precious water — and

that's what we want to do. We're proposing to spend an extra 52 21 a year
to increase the pace of improvement in water quality. Now we need to hear
what you think! Find out more and have your say: www.nrc.govt.nz/ltp2013

Merthland
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Mow this is something | am happy to see my rates spent on!!

Pepper Raccoon Lindgren-Streicher > Morthland Regional Counci

Mar 28, 2018 ‘ ﬂ

Yeah my bro get a.water tank

Maani Terata Mar 27, 20

What about not allowung bottling of our resource for PERSOMAL PROFIT LUKE
ZODIAC HOLDINGS... STOP THIS TYPE OF REPULSIVE CONSENTS TO
GREEDY INDIMIDUALS...

Hinemoa Apetera Mar 26, 2018 ‘ a L

Firstly bro you can start with all the dairy farmer's let's all there septic influent
go from there cowshed that runs into the all omapere lake and into the
Haokianga Harbour Regional Council of Northland you know it but choose to
ignore it so if you're locking for & long term plan as you say start with that one
I'll be happy to be part of your team to contribute to anything that says think
that that is sustainable and to achieve a solution to every problem that we have
with in Morthland region kiaora =

Philip Edward Tetai Mar 24, 2012 ‘ a "'i.






Kia ora Philip, there are two dairy farms with their dairy sheds in the
catchment of Lake Omapere. NRC monitor these farms at least once
annually. Both farms have systems which irrigate all wastewater from
the dairy to land and in doing so they must comply with Regional Rules
for effluent disposal. The proposal in the LTP is aimed at improving
freshwater guality by fostering better management of land and
waterways. There’s a number of key proposals we’re asking for input
on and we’re keen to hear any ideas you might have:
www.nrc.govt.nz/Itp2018 g

Long Term Plan 2018-2028 - Northland
Regional Council
To find out about the main changes and new initistives

were proposing — and how they could be funded —

read our Consultation Document.

Morthland Regional Council Mar 26, 2018 by Jalizsa I 5

» Thanks for the reply yes | do agree to the regional Council rules 4 in
effluent disposal the only way if you can put a proposal together that
we all can relate to for a better management of land and Waterways
proposal plan. And yes | hope if some of the ideas | have may
contribute towards a proposal the objective is to support the Regional
Council because you belong to the people of northland. Kiaora =

Philip Edward Tetsi Mar 29, 2018 O

What | want most in the long term plan is a decent freshwater policy that
excludes all livestock from any waterways, rivers, lakes, streams from nowl.
And not wait until 2030. Did a bike ride last weekend Opua to Kawakawa, next
to the trail cattle in the river. Mo fencing anywhere. Everything | have read
about the long term plan re freshwater is dismal. The question for me is also
how many personnel elected or otherwise employed by Northland Regional
Council have farming interests themselves? =

Maria Eisel-Klee Mear 20, 2018 ‘ 0 -

Stop the pillage of water....poroti for a start

Liza Tito > Northland Regional Council Mar 20, 2013 ‘ 0

Eetter nationalise drinking water/freshwater before we lose it all to smart private
entrepreneurs who will them charge us megabucks for our own water...it's
coming...slowly but surely...

Vix Holloway > Northland Regional Coundil Mar 21, 2012 ‘ 0

Long Term Plan 2018 - 2028 | Social Media Feedback Report - Freshwater management

Every home shud collect roof water that is all roof tops the earth is a natural
sponge because a house has filled the area it is obvious that water will pool
elsewhere

Ben Marsh > Northland Regional Coundil Mer 235, 2018 ‘ 0 -

Yeah!stop selling our water!'#waipaoislifenotforsale

Mgawaru Munroe > Morthland Regional Council Mar 23, 2018 ‘ 0






50 long as that does not include planting more willows on waterways. Take a
look at the damage done too the Murray River by planting

Simon Munn Mear 24, 2018

YO e

@ Hi Simon, apologies for the delay in getting back to you.

Willows will be a part of our freshwater management approach, but
that is only one method available to us to help with soil erosion. NRC
Land Management Advisors provide plans and expert advice when
using soil conservation species.

We only advocate their use in the right places using the latest clonal
material which has be developed here in NZ to select for the
favourable characteristics and eliminating the undesirable ones.

For more information on willows and their use here in NZ checkout
http://www.poplarandwillow.org.nz/ [

Home - NZ Poplar & Willow Trust

The Mew Zesland Poplar & Willow Research Trust was
formed to ensure financial funding for research in
breeding end applied science for poplars end willows

for the public good of Mew Zealand.

Morthland Regional Council Mar 28, 2018 by Tracey M. ‘

Morthland Regional Council excellent feedback. Let's hope that the
willows don't find themselves a home in the waterways

Simon Munn Mar 29, 2018

0

S0 why is this BS happening with Poroti springs?-This place is special too but its
precious resource is being plundered!!

Brian Lee > Morthland Regional Council Mar 24, 2018

A

need catchments so it doesnt all go out 2 sea... we need a reservoir deep
enough 2 hold storm water 2 get nthind through the dry mths, we shid never
have water restrictions and this supply be available in emergencies. then the
other end of issue is fix area's where there is flooding in down pours, redirect
it??? deepen ALL the drains. widen and deepen streams... also do same 4
rivers and put in high banks.....HUGE JOE, although ALL area's shid be mud
mapped after ever event, see where the problem is and draw up a plan. =

%0«

Rather than go to all this huge civil works you propose why not just
stop export of freshwater such as our Poroti Springs

Sue Burville Mar 24, 2018

Millan Ruka Mar 24, 2013

L )

. Millan Ruka also agree with that abt the springs

Sue Burville Mar 25, 2018

v 0

;':i Il

Stop consenting exporting it

Helena Bumett > Morthland Regional Council Mar 25, 2018

)
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Stop giving our water away !

Ll

Diane Vryer > Northland Regional Council Mar 25, 2013 % Q

Keep our water to ourselves

Maani Terata * Northland Regional Council Mar 25, 2018 ‘ Q

i Comment on Post " Ko te wai te... have your say: www.nrc.govt.nz/itp2018™

Spend less on consultant fees and spend more on cleaning up Omapere Lake
please

Ll

Diane Vryer > Northland Regional Council Mar 25, 2012 ‘ 0 -

Vix Holloway Better nationalise drinking water/freshwater before we
lose it all to smart private entrepreneurs who will them charge us
megabucks for our own water..it's coming...slowly but surely...

The Paroti Springs debacle is an embarrassment to the people of Northland.
The MRC & WDC should be ashamed that they have allowed this to happen to
our precious taonga.

Derek Bamston > Morthland Regional Council Mar 28, 2018 ‘ 0

Do not let large overseas conglomerates take our water & do not add toxins like
flouride

Jackie Andrews > Northland Regional Council Mer 26, 2018 Y a

The harbour has over flow from the shit works lecking into lime burners creek
from the treatment plant. Treated or not reuse it somewhere else if you think it's
safe to put in our harbor send it to gardening centres

Rachel Watt > Northland Regional Council Mer 28, 2018 % 0 -

Long Term Plan 2018 - 2028 | Social Media Feedback Report - Freshwater management






Pest management

Kiwi Coast.
Published by Sprout Socia -March 16 - @

@ Northland Regional Council is with Tutukaka Land Care and

Ka puawai te ngahere, ka puawai nga manu — If the forest flourishes, the
birds flourish.

You've told us it's time to step up the battle against pests. We're proposing to
spend an extra $2.3M a year on pest management around the region — now
we need to hear what you think! Find out more and have your say:
WWW._Nrc.govt.nz/itp2018

MNorthland

HECHIRAL COLMNOL

N

Pest Control
Riha Rawaho

P PEEEEE——— o M

Do something about the wild cats and ferrets.

Estelle Simpson Mar 18, 2018 ‘ a

maybe all that complain about them are the pests they want to get rid of lol

Rob Ramsay Mer 18, 2012 5 Q

Are you guys getting the message we don't want you to spend money we
haven't got fan worm is uncontrolable it's not even your job where is Mpi oh ok
you have seen a opportunity to make money out of a captive audience

Patrick Chaplin > Morthland Regional Council Mar 28, 2018 ‘ Q h

How about seeing our rates going towards spraying the wild ginger choking
the Kaihu river

Melissa Collins Mar 18, 2018 5 G

Never mind wild ginger the Privet need sorting there are hundreds of trees on
council land amped nothing is done. The council need to abide by there own
good neighbours policy and be good neighbours. Some of these weeds make
people soill.

Annette Worrow Mar 23, 2018 ‘ a






Flood protection infrastructure

0 Northland Regional Council
E Fublished by Sprout Socia - March 19 - &
He aha te mea nui o te a0? He tangata, he tangata, he tangata — What is the

most important thing in the world? It is the people.

Should we all chip in to help flood-prone communities pay for flood
protection infrastructure? We need your feedback! Find out more and have
your say: www.nrc.govt.nz/ltp2013

Northland|;=)

REGICHAL COURCIL

R W W W v
T W W W v

Flood Control

Waipuketanga

@ w37 B M S o

There are quite a number of flood prone areas in the North and some

communities can be land locked, | f the council is to allocate funds for this
particular problem then it needs to consider a wide area and in some cases
they need NZTA on board especially where there are low Iying roads next to

rivers that are close to large catchment areas.

Laurel Maddren Mar 19, 2018 ‘ a =,
| believe we should.
Sadie Tahitahi Mar 19, 2018 ‘ a h

They pay rates too so shouldnt they get some sort of help from the council
maybe. Flip side is why would you live in a flood prone place. It puts you and yr

family at risk

William Hau Mar 15, 2018

%0«

We didn't forse them to live there.

Kevin M Sue Packard Mar 15, 2018

PO«






Waipapa floods to and so do other parts of Morthland including Kawakawa
Mangamuka don't forget once these areas are closed so is access to the rest
of the Morth... don't think that Kaeo is the only place that floods in Northland
Tautoro Titoki Omapere Moerewa and I'm sure there are many others

Doris M 5 Kiro-Stewart Mar 13, 2013 ‘ o -

:'4 you are correct Doris, | live in Horeke and have seen my fare share of

o /] flooding. It hits home when your children have to be billetted out to
homes because there is no access for these children to go home....or
you have had experience with weather and know when to keep the
children home.

Laurel Maddren Mer 19, 20128 ‘ 0

"*‘I .'1' Yes Laurel Maddren and that is why | am all for it most of us little towns
know how to deal with the flooding and weather is changing that
flooding is a lot more common... | see palaces like Paihia getting done
up and all for were the tourist go but let's face it that income is not
hitting all of the Maorth yet that is help from our rates...

Doris M 5 Kiro-Stewert Mar 20, 2018 ‘ o
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Proposed new flood works

Awanui / Kaitaia

n Northland Regional Council
E Sponsored - @

The Awanui flood scheme, which helps protect Kaitaia, is in need of
significant repairs and upgrades.

We can't afford not to do this work — but the level of upgrade ultimately
depends on what the community is willing to pay. Find out more about the
proposed options.

Have your say
Long Term Plan 2018-2028

Learn More

50 how much is in the kitty from the portion of rates collected so far from
people living on a hill.or do u spend on digger work as u go
What is the scheme in simple terms

Michele Stewart 8 days ago ‘ a h

Kia ora Michele, the Awanui/Kaitdia flood scheme is basically a series
E of ‘stop banks’ and flood gates that help keep river flooding out of

urban Kaitdia (and, to a lesser extent, the rural area around it). Without
it much of Kaitaia would flood on an annual basis and much of the farm
land would not be productive. There’s lots of information about the
scheme and costs in our Supporting Information Document on our
website: www.nrc.govt.nz/Iltp2018 — check out pages 44-60 and pages
128-131. We currently collect about $25k a year from properties located
on the hill *Urban UF” category. This money is spent on removing
trees, maintain floodgates, repairing slips, coastal stop-bank repairs,
insurance, flood damage repair and digger works to keep the channels
free flowing. [

Long Term Plan 2018-2028 - Northland

Regional Council






| apologise for my previous comment regarding huge rate increases in the rural
rate for the Awanui river management.Having been to local meeting | was lead
to believe the rural rate for the Awanui river flood protection scheme was
increasing along with the urban. Having read the LTP 218-2028 consultation
document page 20 “what it means for your rates * in FNDC it clearly shows no
increased figure for farm land. n

Fiona King 8 days ego ‘ 0 b.

Kia ora Fiona, that's not quite right — the *Farm Morth farm’ rates
example was for a farm outside of the Awanui flood rate area. But you
are correct in that there are several different categories within the
flood rate area and some pay a lot less than others. The proposed
increase for the Awanui flood rate is 81% (that's just for the flood rate,
not your whole rates bill). If you’re not sure how much your flood rate
currently is or what flood rating class you're in you can check on
FMDC's Rating Information Database:

http:/fweww fnde.govi.nz/search/rating-information-database

Cr give our Rivers Management team a call and they can talk you
through it — 0800 002 004, ﬂ

Rating Information Database - Far North
District Council

Welcome to the Far Morth District Council - Rating
Information Detabase. This facility iz provided to meet
the reguirements of public access to rating information
as required by the "Local Government [Reting]) Act

20027

This is very misleading. | believe the rural area in the flood protection
scheme has not been consulted and the true increase in rural rates are
MASSIVE. The rural rate is set on the area of land not on a per rate
assessment. 5o that 81% per hectare. Are u trying to bankrupt the rural
landowners. 100 ha farm increase by $1287. And that does not
included ALL the other PROPOSED NEW or INCREASED RATES fram
NRC and on top of this will be the FNDC proposed new or increased
rates. Sewage is a big one for the Kaitaia urban area =

Fiona King 4 days ago ‘ e h

Fiona King thank you for your comments. We'll pass your feedback,
(along with your previous feedback) to councillors for consideration as
part of the Long Term Plan process.

Why should we pay more rates when we live up on the hill and our rain water
run off goes out onto the Tangonge reserve? Maybe you take pay cuts as us
the Ratepayers pay your wages anyway! And we live on a budget so you
should also live within a budget too,without putting undue stress on ratepayers
budgets,we cannot go to our employer and keep demanding pay increases to
cowver your demands,maybe it's time for you to all to take notice of the people
who pay your excessive salaries and voted you in to work for them not against

us. [
Val Smith Apr 05, 208 O«

Everyone in the district uses the townships this plan aims to protect so surely
everyone should pay??

Steve Harris Apr 03, 2013 ‘ 0 “
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Remember that the rate increase (29% plus)is only based on a residential
property worth $ 225,000. Or farm at )2,750,000 . Anything over theses prices
means a larger increase in rates. For me in 2 farms is an increase of around$7
to $8000 . Not affordable when rural properties have a 1:20 yr protection and
urban a 1100 yr increases J170.50.

Fiona King Apr 04, 2018

0

We need to continue the good work that has been happening in the last 10 yrs
or more but | do not think we as a community need to take on such a hefty
debt. It can be done on a year by year basis, just like the past. Local
contractors, local knowledge, prepared to work with landowners and weather
conditions. We have not spent 15 million in the last 10 year period nor 7 million.
We are limited by weather and landowner appraoval. Only so much can be done
each year so why not just borrow what is needed each year not the full amount
up front. Far more achievable fir the community. Remember this is only the
MRC rating a average 29% plus increase . Now look at what FNDC is increasing
your rates too. Now what about fresh water management. Is NRC going to
manage the water resources in this same manner 77 =

Fiona King Apr 04, 2018

0 e

Kia ora Fiona, thank you for your comments. In addition to flood
protection, one of the other three key issues in our long term plan is
water management We are proposing an increase in annual spend on
water management over the next three years by an extra $1.2 million in
201819 up to $2.2 million by 2020/21. We are asking our communities
what they think about this — should we spend this extra, or maintain
the current pace - or go even further? If you'd like to make a full
submission, please visit our website: www.nrc.govinz/tp20M8 =

Long Term Plan 2018-2028 - Northland
Regional Council

Teo find out about the main changes and new initietives
we're proposing — and how they could be funded —

read our Consultation Document.

We all know u want to increase the rates but | want to know what

Fiona King Apr 05, 2018

> O

Water is a very important area that is lacking a lot of data especially
the ground water abstraction. More monitoring of all water takes is
essential. Nrc needs to ensure all bores [ domestic / consented Jare
registered [ not necessarily charged $%%) by Nrc if they want to be
considered when larger water application are applied for. Also some
form of bore checks put in place to ensure no aquifer
contamination.Nrc needs to be aware of what level aquifer the take if
from and how much water is able to be taken. Nrc needs to have this
knowledge if and when larger water takes are applied for in the same
locations. No registered bore |, no need for MNrc to consider them. After
all the water abstraction needs to be managed if we are all going to
chare this resource. | believe There should be aquifer community
committees set up with representatives from users, iwi, doc, fnde, MNrc
staff , hydrologist, . (Similar to the Awanui River liaisons Management
committee) .. [

Figna King Apr 07, 2018
Fiona King thank you very much for taking the time to provide us with

your feedback and thoughts. We'll pass your comments on to
councillors for consideration as part of our Long Term Plan process.

L VR

Funny how we have been paying a portion of our rates towards awanui flood
protection for years and years

Michele Stewart Apr 03, 2018

)

Long Term Plan 2018 - 2028 | Social Media Feedback Report - Proposed new flood works Awanui / Kaitaia
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Taumarere - Kawakawa

n Northland Regional Council & Like Page
rc Sponsored - @

A proposed new flood infrastructure scheme would help reduce flood
impacts for Otiria, Moerewa and, to a lesser extent, Kawakawa. Do you live
in this area? Do you support the scheme — and are you happy to pay for it?

Have your say
Long Term Plan 2018-2028

NRC.GOVT.NZ Learn More

Mo as it should of been planned years ago better, northland regional council
has been paid to up keep the roads but never seem to do much AT ALL....
Mo, the council should pull there finger out and work for what they have
already been paid for and not done..

Council only want to any chance to put price rates up, so any schem they can
think of so they can stay sitting on there arses with finger up a=< and get

paid for it... [

Pete Zeno Apr 05, 2018 ‘ a

Morewa hoki te tahi o nga wahi e ki tia ana | t2 Waipuke. Pa pai te aroha.

Joyce Baker Apr 05, 2018 ‘ a

Morena Kawakawa Kaeo has always been affected by floodwater. E homa
patai tia kia Shane Jones kia whiwhi putea mo tena taake.. kite koutou ko
whiwhi ehia Mano mo te wapu o Kororareka. Kia ora.

Joyce Baker Apr 05, 2018 ‘ a
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| live on a hill why should | have to pay for the flood works below when
you can't even seal our road that washes out at the same place and
the surface water from this road overflows threw my land?

Karl Wilson Apr 03, 2018

%O e

Morthland Regional Council if i thought my submission would make a
difference i would. Work up to 70 hours a week to pay for what we
own il just have to work a little more so i can pay "what ever" council is
going to take more off me. Desissions are made all ready this is just a
go through the motion exercise i see it work every year

Karl Wilson Apr 04, 2013

A )

lve stated several solutions here to which you havent even
acknowledged. You put this call for feedback and submissions on a
public social media page expect to have heated comments from
community members that have been living in substandard conditions
for generations. Wake up Morthland Regiconal Council this is
engagement.

Mai Gee Apr 05, 2018

%0 e

Kia ora Mai Gee, we really appreciate the time you've taken to write
out your suggested solutions. We acknowledged your earlier
feedback, Wednesday 28 March, and have passed these on to the
councillors who will be considering all the feedback and suggestions
we've had through social media, our face to face events, email and
online. We encourage discussion and engagement from everyones and
it's great that some members of our community are very passionate
about these topics. However, abusive language will not be tolerated
and will be removed. [

Morthland Regional Council Apr 05, 2018 by Jalisaa K ‘

Thanks for your reply, although | dont condone abusive language you
have to acknowledge the absolute frustration our communities feel
Iving like second class citizens on generational land that have been
over looked and ignored for decades and then expect us to pay extra
rates on plans we dont even support. Solutions were offered at the
Otria Marae meeting from whanau experts that know the water flow
intimately that would ADD VALUE to the plans already drafted and got
a big fat NO! A few abusive comments is the least of your problems.

Mai Gee Apr 05, 2018

%O«

Mai Gee based on the feedback we've received through social media,
we do sense the frustration from community members around the
proposed new flood works and this is why it is so important for our
community to hawve their say. | assure you, all feedback given is passed
on to councillors.

Merthlend Regional Council Apr 05, 2018 by Jalizss ‘

Much appreciated

Mai Gee Apr 05, 2013 0
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6. And most importantly go see the Mathews family who Iive right in Pokapu

@, You came to Otiria Marae but only after you were challenged by our councillor S i
whose home has been affected by FMDC last genius idea that didn’t work.

and whanau at Kaikohe intending to host community meetings in areas that

have nothing to do with Moerewa and Kawakawa.
7. Inheriting a $70 increase for each household for the next 60yrs is absolutely

ridiculous. A two prong approach just like what was done for the sealing of
MNgapipito Rd for example pushing govt, nzta, and other shareholders to invest
or apportion more budget for this project should be pushed.

MRC, FNDC and Regional council are to hold meetings at Otiria Marae or in our
communities when it has anything to do with us.

You presented an isolated idea which is a start, but will not solve the problem
from where it starts further upstream in Matawaia, Motatau and Kawiti, Crauta.
You were given numerous solutions from generational landowners that have
lived next to these rere and know the flow intimately and yet you took on none

8. Raise the Bridge in Moerewa at the bottom of Turn Table hill as pointed out
when this floods it completely cuts off the highway to the Far North? Especially
with Lemons Hill being closed down. Mational where are your 10 Bridges you

of the feedback from us but directed everyone back to the Taumarere
Flooding komiti to tell them the same thing that you weren’t prepared to factor
into your precious plans that we are expected to pay for.

Look beyond the 3yrs you are in council for goodness sakes and perpetuate
the word Long Term Plan that you are promoting.

1. Do not push the water flow of Otiria (Te Rere | Tiria) back over to
Waiharakeke, Otiria can hold its own flow as mentioned by Mike Butler and
Murray Armstrong

2. Factor in the costs re long term maintenance and clearing the drains back to
Motatau and also the existing old drains as mentioned by Mike Butler. Why are
you offering fully funded Regional Flood Infrastructure Rate to other
communities and not ours? What is the process that you have used to make
such a decision?

3. Look at the old drainage maintenance that County Council and the FNDC
use to do before it started to flood severely in our community.

4. Where services are not being implemented in our area ie removing weeds,
no rubbish collection amongst others should be factored into your budget as
mentioned by community member at the hui.

5. Look at mitigating some type of solution for Carol Ngawati where the water
just sits, and creates a pond and floods their homes further up from the Marae.

promised lol. [

Mai Gee Mar 28, 2018 ‘ 0

3

nga mihi ki a koe Hirini,ka nui te puku riiri ki a nga kararehe o te
kaunihera,we are sick and tired of these so call paid servants of the
council are only accountable to their pay roll,not the communities who
are struggling on flooded roads over the years,we already did have a
flood and caused big damage,its a disaster waiting to happen
again,the tides are rising and we are still waiting for fix it now,now,and
not Gyears time,thats the silly talk.silly plan.oppose,oppose, ﬂ

Mokae Puru Mer 28, 2018

0«

Well.....your problem not ours to be honest, as your decisions in years
past flooded our Otiria Marae and Moerewa township, in 2008 and
20M, so you created the problem, you bloody pay for it, but | still dare
you to face up to the home people

Hirini Henare Mar 28, 2013 > O
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Moka Puru Ae tika tena e te chief o Panguru, e kopiropire hia nei tatou
e nga matenga kohatu o nga kaunihera nei...kurukurua

Hirini Henare Mar 28, 2018

A )

81 no use your councillors denying the flood damage and neglect since
the big flood in the 90s,my own mothers home was over $100
thousand damage the school had to be shifted the school houses had
to be shifted,the whole community was affected,nothing has happened
since the 90s,now we have to wait another Gyears,stupid,stupid lot of
councillors,we are calling the Minister of the Crown to Panguru

Hokianga, [

Moka Puru Mar 28, 2018

A )

we cannot accept the infrastructure in its present form,long term,short
term,we didnt have an input into these plans.its all to do with the rich,

> O

Moka Puru Mar 28, 2018

we have a kura kohanga reo,a shop,Smarae,dchurch
buildings,6communities,who the hell can deny some comfort during
the flood winter months coming up,our kuia kaumatua are terrified
when winter arrives,only a horse can go thru the floods not humans.

L )

its broken promises all the way to kingdom come and back,we the

Moka Puru Mer 28, 2018

country isolated areas are forgotten after 8years,this carries on until
the next change of plans,its not good,

Moka Puru Mar 28, 2018

v O

tautoko aunty Pangaru should be a high pricrity as well 2023 blimin
heck

Mai Gee Mar 28, 2018

A )

g

-

they set a Regional Maori Advisory Committee what for,all
hoodwinkers,all the way to kingdomcom and no more than
meetings,after meetings and suddenly a 6year long term plans, forget
itwe need the Crown Minister come to our communities now,not
promises,its hoha.

Moka Puru Mear 28, 2018

> O

Maorthland Regional Council | thought we were talking to the people
that matter at these meetings, yet now, we realize that we're only

talking to the friggin office staff....can't yvour bosses STAND THE HEAT
?

Hirini Henare kMar 28, 20M8

Hirini Henare Kia ora Hirini, yes our councillors are attending all the
"Have your say" meetings so they can talk to anyone who would like to
give us feedback. We then also collate all the feedback we receive on
social media and pass that through to them as well for when they are
making the decisions about what goes ahead.

Morthland Regional Council Well you've got Ngatihines answers to
your long term plan for Kawakawa, Moerewa and Otiria, a BIG FAT
MNO....If you don't believe it, hold another hui, where we can all attend,
and confirm THE BIG FAT MO.....pokokohua ma

Hirini Henare Mar 28, 2018

> O

Morthland Regional Council thanks for passing my info on and dont
worry our marae and community will be making submissions to your
long term plan. Also we dont support that NRC are the only council not
allowing us to present and speak to our submission. This is ridiculous!

> O

Mai Gee Mar 28, 2018

O e
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Rachael Gilbert our community of Panguru have done all the comrect thing by
inviting the Council to walk the way and the flooded areas,where this effects
dcommunities,Waihou a rua,Matihetine, Rangi Point, Te Karaka Pointthe buses
to take children to schools, workers to work the whole darn 4communities,the
sick, the oldies,the children,we are not an assett o the council like
Kerikeri/Waipapa,what are the counsellors got in their heads,money maney for
the rich. [

Moka Puru Mar 28, 2018

L X

| hear you. How blatant they are about it is what | find so shocking and
disappointing. Investing for the few, who already have so much, whilst
pretending not to hear the voices of others. Where is the sense of
community in it all?

Rachael Gilbert Mar 28, 2013

LAV R

Well considering that Moerewa township didn't start flooding until the
road was raised between the 3 bridges at Kawakawa, | think it would
have been really smart to have put box culverts in, instead of just
creating a dam. It is not to late to do this now by the way. When the
foot of turntable was unfenced everyone use to go there and get the
gavel fro their driveways, footpaths and kumara gardens. The river got
fenced off and stopped being dug out and the riverbed is now about 3
- 4 foot higher than it used to be. The number of willow trees holding
back water could also be reduced, | have seen just out of Kawakawa
where half a dozen willows were removed and the water level
dropped 3 feet, therefore the water level has to rise another 3 feet
before it starts flooding. Are we seeing a picture here? ﬂ

Dan Bamett Mear 28, 2018

O

Can't see it working with Kawakawa n Moerewa being so low to sea
level, water is always going to back up especially when it's high tide.

> O

Shane Churches Mar 28, 2018

Maybe they think that water runs uphill instead of gravitating
downwards as per normal.lol

Riwi Jim Miha Mar 28, 2018 ‘ 0
Mot mention all the water that comes down from inland when it rains

hard. its gona flood no matter what we do i reckon. exactly what shane
said we are so low 1o sea level.

Dennize Carrington Mar 28, 2018

> O

Dennise Carrington and we in the lowest economic area in NZ and our
rates are twice as much...| know it works on population but our rates
seem to be going up all the time...

Shane Churches Mar 28, 2018

> O

I'm on a hill im good.

Dennise Carrington Mar 28, 2018

>0

- | threw that statement at those dingalings in Kaikohe....everybody pays
. s | also live at the top of the hill in Kawakawa

Hirini Henare Mar 28, 2018

v 0O
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Probably the best thing they could do is clear all the river ways..get the
water running out to sea faster

Shane Churches Mar 28, 2018 ‘ o

Morthland Regional Council How many years will we be charged this
extra cost for the flood plan?

Shane Churches Apr 05, 2018 5 o -

Kia ora Shane Churches, we have set the rate based on a 60 year term
then we will need to set a rate for maintenance thereafter.

Merthlend Regional Council Apr 05, 2018 by Jelizsa K. ‘

our rates are high encugh. yet i continue to pay them every year as
well as maintain my own land. some times 1 feel like asking the council
to come mow my paddocks cause i pay them enough rates for my land
i maintain and yes i use public places, rds but im sure i contrubite
encugh just like everyone else. through taxes and what ever other
fees we r charged for.

Dennise Carrington Apr 05, 2018 ‘ 0 «

there have been years of flooding and now we have to be hit by
increasing rates. better planning should if happened years ago esp
since our area is low to sea level. | agree with shane clear the rivers

Dennise Carrington Apr 05, 2018 ‘ 0

Dennise Carrington agree..we pay way to much for the economy in the
area..and the $60 exira they are going to charge us is for 60
years...plus what ever else they feel like charging extra for

Shane Churches Apr 05, 2018 ‘ 0

yeah we have many whanau, friends and a community that are
struggling to live because they cant afford rates even losing their
family homes increasing rates is more pressure. we already have a
transient community because we live in a low social economic area.
we only have a small population it can get worse if we cant afford to
live here

Dennise Carrington Apr 05, 2018 ‘ o

WHERE 15 WEST COAST ROAD PANGURU IN THAT INFRASTURCTURE
SCHEME,WE ARE NEVER REMEMBERED,STILL HAVE TO SWIM IN THE
FLOODS ALONG OUR DAMGEROUS ROADS,DONT PRESURE OUR PECPLE
FOR RATES,WATER RATES,GET LOST.

Moka Puru Mer 27, 2018 ‘ o «

cant believe it,2023.its the end of the world forgoodness sake now is
the time for these works to start,in the mean time an ambulance
wouldnt have a show to go thru these floods,long term planning is a
non event for us,stupid answer for us at Panguru,now,now,.now this
must happened may have to invite some Crown Minister to walk the
flooded roads,

Mokea Puru Mer 28, 2018 5 o

they have the cheek to send us a bill for water usage,what for,the
mountains and Land are ours,not the Regional Council,you beggars,we
did not cede sovereignity,the hapu at Panguru did not cede their
sovereignity,we need to charge yous lot for the pests in the ngahere,

Moka Puru Mar 28, 2018 ‘ o
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Other decisions

including rates, transport and general comments

n Northland Regional Council
rc Sponsored - &

Help us plan for a thriving Northland! We're looking to invest more in caring
for our water, getting rid of pests, and protecting communities from flood risk
— tell us what you think!

Long Term Plan 2018-2028

NRC.GOVT NZALTP2018 Learn More

Unpolluted airwater, and food are the three most valuable assets on this earth
. If we prioritize these three things we will be going in the right direction. | don't
believe we can poison our way from pests, and think the poison fund would be
better spent on a tannery, it would not be the first time a species was trapped
and hunted out of existence. We also need the right to grow our own food to
be protected as a basic right! If every household was required to have a water
resivoir we could by pass a lot of drought damage as well as cut back on the
expense of storm water disposal. Hope you are not sorry you askec@. =

Dee Leonard Mar 26, 2018 > O L )

Every home shud collect roof water that is all roof tops the earth is a natural
sponge because a house has filled the area it is obvious that water will pool
elsewhere

Ben Marsh Mar 23, 2018 ‘ 0 h

| think I've seen road sweeper truck once in three years

Densyll Antony Mar 22, 2018 ‘ 0

Great @ | am hoping that you will all listen to the people who live in the
community and near to problem area's for solutions.

Susan Tremain Mar 12, 2018 ‘ 0
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Rates are increasing to do this so what does it matter what we have to say

>0

Kia ora Eileen, no final decisions have been made. This is an
opportunity for public to have their say. Whether you agree or disagree
with our proposals, council needs feedback from the community to
help them make these big decisions: www.nrc.govt.nz/Itp2018

Eileen Tane-Ngawsti Mar 16, 2018

Long Term Plan 2018-2028 - Northland

Regional Council

o find out about the main changes and new initiatives
we're proposing — and how they could be funded —

read our Consultation Document.

Update the whole railway Auckland to Northland could take busses on rail trains
and logging trucks - we spend more in the long run repairing the road as it's
thrashed by heavy vehicles .

John Leigh Calder = Northland Regional Council Mar 17, 2018
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Sounds great. Thanks for the reply. | think Northland Inc is doing great things
for the Northland and great to hear more resource for the environment too.

L VR

Private:Maree Sasunders = Northland Regional Council Mar 21, 2018

What ever you do it needs to be done within a budget. The increase of rates
also needs to be part of that budget and as inflation is less than 1% the increase
should reflect that

Mike Brott = Morthland Regional Council Mar 20, 2018

SO«

Good to hear! We all have to look after and protect our water, it is not an
endless resource.

Linda Tomkinson Cook Mar 12, 2018
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Stop spending our money stick to the basics

Patrick Chaplin > Morthland Regional Council Mar 21, 2018

LAV R

Yep, Dargaville has a project that could use a cash injection. Sportsville
Dargaville

Jason Milich > Northland Regional Council Mar 28, 2018
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Build the Oakliegh to North port Rail link.

Alan William Preston > Morthland Regional Council Mar 13, 2018

O«

our rates are high enough. yet i continue to pay them every year as well ag
maintain my own land. some times i feel like asking the council to come mow
my paddocks cause i pay them enough rates for my land i maintain and yes i
use public places, rds but im sure i contrubite enough just like everyone else.
through taxes and what ever other fees we r charged for.

YO e

Dennise Carrington > Northland Regional Council Apr 05, 2018
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