


 

 

Q3: And didn't KCDC claim (Kris Pervan on 29/3/23 in response to a LGOMIA that 
Council initiated, but attributed to me) that "the intent of the [Takutai Project] newsletter 
was to highlight that although groundwater is outside the CAP's remit, they are very 
aware of the interconnectedness of water issues in our District"? 
 
For completeness, I confirm that our response to you under OIR ref: 2223-499 on 29/03/2023 
noted that ‘although groundwater is outside the CAP's remit, they are very aware of the 
interconnectedness of water issues in our district’. 
 
Q4: And yet the SLR work by Jacobs, that CAP relies upon, and which falls within CAP's 
remit, has involved Jacobs employing "complex hydrological models"?  
 
Jacob’s inundation assessment uses a ‘bathtub’ approach to identify areas that are likely 
susceptible to coastal flooding at different levels of sea level rise in an extreme storm event. 
The ‘bathtub’ approach does not allow for additional effects of fluvial (high flow in rivers) or 
pluvial (rainfall) elements. This is something that is being covered separately by our 
Infrastructure team, along with Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC), as part of 
updating the flood modelling for the district. In our OIR response ref: 2223-499, it was noted 
that groundwater (which is not a result of sea level rise) is outside of the CAP’s remit. However, 
inundation within the adaptation areas is within the CAP’s remit, and this is something that 
they are covering as part of their work.  
 
Q5: Don't 'system problems' arising from "the interconnectedness of water issues" 
demand 'system assessment', 'system conclusions' and 'system solutions'? 
 
Please refer to the response to Q6, below. 
 
Q6: So isn't a remit that only focuses just on SLR a nonsense, if only because KCDC 
have themselves commissioned work on terrestrial hydrology to make sense of the 
interplay between SLR and its affects on coastal groundwaters?!?! 
 
The remit for CAP was agreed through the Co-Design Working Group for Takutai Kāpiti that 
consisted of representatives from our Tiriti Partners, Greater Wellington Regional Council, 
Coastal Ratepayers United, North Ōtaki Beach Residents Group, Waikanae Estuary Care 
Group, and Kāpiti Coast District Council staff. The output of this project is community feedback 
and support on coastal adaptation options over the short, medium and long-term.  
 
The Jacobs inundation assessment is intended to provide an evidence base that shapes a 
small set of potential coastal erosion scenarios which will support the CAP to decide their 
recommended coastal adaptation options.  
 
Other work is in-track to create a more cohesive picture of the interconnectedness of water 
issues, and the systemic response that will be required. Jacobs inundation assessment, 
alongside other relevant evidence such as flood-modelling, will inform a more systems-
focused discussion in due course. 
 
Q7: Any drainage inefficiencies are surely a consequence, just like our persistent 
flooding, of our District Council's unmitigated failure to monitor and maintain a critical 
part of the Waikanae stormwater system, over an extended period of time - isn't it? 
 
This question has been referred to the Group Manager of Infrastructure Services, Sean 
Mallon, who is responsible for the Waikanae stormwater system. You will receive a separate 
response.  
 
  



 

 

Thank you for your ongoing interest in Takutai Kāpiti. 
 
Kind regards  
 

 
 
Kris Pervan 
Group Manager Strategy and Growth  
Te Kaiwhakahaere Roopu Rautaki, Te Tipuna me te Whakaoranga 




