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Where we're heading (Page 8)

Considering our challenges and constraints, do you think we're focusing on the right 10-year cutcomas?

Tan years ago our properly had a rales of 51920 poa. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
52400, Bul of course we must sublract say 3350 for waler and say 5200 for rubbish collection - We
will laave off the mowing of the berms for now. Such a shama the councll chose 1o cut i1s services.,
This then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the councll been responsible and ncreased ratles
but the rate of inflation. But alas, successive councils have nod been responsible and the current ratas
are 53200 - nearly doubie whal they should be and well over when Rubbesh and water bilks are laken
into account. Projecting forward, in 10 years tme this and fulure counciks will push the rates (o neares
S8,000.00 pa and 10 vears after that $16,000.00 would not be unheard of. The folks at Tuters Streat
have already reached the 3800000 p.a so they will be in for a huge shock later on. Claarly we have
had councils wha are cut af contral. Our current councl is oul of control and no doubt e fulure anas
will be cut of controd until ratepayers vole them oul This years rates should be no more than tha rata
of Inflation Le. 1.1% 5 should fulure rates also be. This can be achieved by slopping borrowing, selling
off assels and stopping giving monay away and coming back to the five core services. I Mapler can
conlrol thair rates the KCDC should be able to mirror tham, lest we all more to Mapbar.

Our financial and infrastructure strategies (Pages 10-13)

The Council plans to pay down debt, reduce borrowings and targat infrastruciure spending for resilience and
arowth. What ara your views on this approach?

Ten yvears ago our property had a rates of 51920 p.a. With inflation applied, oday's rates would be
$2400. But of course we must subtract say 3350 for water and say 5200 for rubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shame the council chos=e 10 cut i1s services,
This then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the councll een responsible and increased rates
but the rate of infiation. But akas, successive councils have not been responsible and the current rates
are 53200 - nearly double whal they should be and wedl over when Rubbesh and water bills are taken
inio account. Projecting forward, in 10 years time this and future counciks will push the rates (o neansr
5800000 pa and 10 years after that $16,000.00 woulkd not be unheard of. The folks at Tutere Street
have already reached the $H000.00 p.a so they will be in fora huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had councils who are out of contral. Cur cument councl is out of control and no doubt the future ones
will be out of controd until ratepayers vate them out. This years rates should be no more than the rate
of inflation [.e. 1.1% s should future rates also be. This can be achieved by stopping borrowing, sefing
off assets and stopplng ghiving money away and coming back to the five core services. |f Mapler can
control thelr rates the KCOC should be able to mirmor them, lest we all more 1o Napser.

Strategy classification

Select classification
Key decision (Pages 14-17)

Should we change the way we share rates across the disirict?

Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option
to change the rating system?

Aovweered by Libecieg Cnline 4



Please tell us why:

Ten vears age our property had a rates of 31920 p.a. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
22400, But of course we must subdract say 3350 for water and say 5200 for nubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shame the council chose to cut ils services.
This then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the councll been respansible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But akas, successive counclis have not been responsible and the cument rates
are 33200 - nearky double what they should be and well over when Rubbish and water bills are taken
inte account, Prajecting forward, in 10 years time this and future councils will push the rates to nearer
S8000.00 pa and 10 years after that $16.000.00 would not be unheard of, The folks at Tuters Street
have already reached the 3500000 p.a 5o they will be in for a huge shack later on, Clearly we have
had councls wha are out of control, Cur current coundl is out of control and no doubt the fulure onas
will be cut of controd until ratepayers vote them out. This years rates should be ne mare than the rate
af inflation i.e. 1.1% s should fulure rates also be, This can be achigved by stopping bemowing, selfing
off assets and sfopping giving money away and coming back to the five core services. If Mapier can
control their rates the KCDG should be able to mimor them, lest we all more to Mapler,

Rating review sub-classification

Land value vs Capltal valug

Where there was an expressed preference
Key decislon [Pages 18-20)

What should we do next 10 address flood risks™

Do you agree with the Council’s preferred option
of a revised 45-year programme?

Pleasea tell us wiy:

Ten years ago our propery had a rates of 51920 p.a. With infletion applied, foday's rates would be
52400, But of course we must sublract say $350 for water and say $200 for rubbish collection - We
will leawve off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shama the council chose to cul ifs services.
This then brings the rates down to 31850 p.a had the council been responsible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But alas, successive councils have not been responsible and the current rates
are 53200 - nearly double what they should be and well over when Rubbish and water bills are faken
into account. Projecting forsard, in 10 years time this and fulure councils will push the rates to nearer
$8,000.00 pa and 10 years after that $16.000.00 would not be unheard of. The folks at Tutere Strest
have already reached the $8000.00 p.a so they will be in for 8 huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had coundils who ara out of contral. Qur current coundcil is out of control and no douhbt the fulure onas
will be out of controd until ratepayers vate them out. This years rates should be no mare than the rate
of inflation i.e, 1.1% s should fulure rates also be. This can be achiaved by siopping bomowing, selling
aff assets and stopping giving money away and coming back o the five core servicaes. |f Mapier can
cantral {hair rates the KCDC should be able to mirmor them, lest we all more to MNapiar,

Weork on the go (Pages 21-23)

Any comments on the matiers below:

{Plaasa ek the check box nex! 1o the relevan! iSsuwe and a comment box will open below. You can comment
an as many of these (SSUBS 8% yau wish)

Rates for 2018/19 (Pages 24-25)

If the: draft kong term plan is adopied with all our recommended proposals, arates increase of 4.7% on average
will apply across the district for 201819, Do yvou support this?
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Comments:

Ten vears age our property had a rates of 31920 p.a. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
22400, But of course we must subdract say 3350 for water and say 5200 for nubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shame the council chose to cut ils services.
This then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the councll been respansible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But akas, successive counclis have not been responsible and the cument rates
are 33200 - nearky double what they should be and well over when Rubbish and water bills are taken
inte account, Prajecting forward, in 10 years time this and future councils will push the rates to nearer
S8000.00 pa and 10 years after that $16.000.00 would not be unheard of, The folks at Tuters Street
have already reached the 3500000 p.a 5o they will be in for a huge shack later on, Clearly we have
had councls wha are out of control, Cur current coundl is out of control and no doubt the fulure onas
will be cut of controd until ratepayers vote them out. This years rates should be ne mare than the rate
af inflation i.e. 1.1% s should fulure rates also be, This can be achigved by stopping bemowing, selfing
off assets and sfopping giving money away and coming back to the five core services. If Mapier can
control their rates the KCDG should be able to mimor them, lest we all more to Mapler,

Rates commaent categoristion

Commants on change to fees and charges:

Ten years ago our property had a rates of 51920 p.a. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
52400, But of course we must subtract say 3350 for water and say 5200 for rubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now. Such a shame the councll chose 1o cul 15 services.
Thiz then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the councll been responsible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But akas, successive councils have not been responsible and the cument rates
are 53200 - nearly double whal they should be and wedl over when Rubbish and water biliz are taken
into account. Projecting forward, in 10 years time this and future councils will push the rates to neansr
58, 000.0:0 pa and 10 vaars after that $16,000.00 woulkd not be unheard of. The folks at Tutera Street
have already reached the 3800000 p.a so they will be in for a huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had coundils who are out of condrol, Cur curment coundcdl is out of control and no doubl the fulure ones
will be out of control untd ratlepayers vote them oul. This years rates should be no more than the rate
of inflation Le. 1.1% s should fulure rates also be. This can be achieved by stopping bomowing, selling
off assets and stopping giving money away and coming back to the five corg services. IT Mapler can
control thelr rates the KCDC should be able to mimor them, lest we all more 1o Naper.

Key policies (Pages 27-28)

If you have any views about the proposed changes to our development contributions policy, please el
us hese:

Ten years ago our property had a rates of 51920 p.a. With inflation applied, ioday's rates would be
$2400. But of course we must sublract say $350 for water and say $200 for rubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shame the council chose to cul iis services.,
This then brings the rates down to 51350 p.a had the council been respansible and increased rates
bt the rate of infiation. But akas, successive councils have not been responsibie and the current rates
are 53200 - nearly double what they should be and well over when Rubbish and water bills are taken
into account. Projecting forward, in 10 years time this and future councils will push the rates to nearer
$8,004.00 pa and 10 years after that 516.000.00 wouwld not be unheard of. The folks at Tutere Strest
have already reached the 38000,00 p.a so they will be in for 8 huge shack later on. Clearly we have
had coundils wha are cut of control. Cur current council is out of control and no doubt the fulure ones
will be cut of control until ratepayers vote them out. This years rates should be no mare than the rate
of inflation i.e. 1.1% s should future rates also be. This can be achieved by stopping bomowing, selfing
off assels and stopping giving money away and coming back io the five core services. If Mapier can
control thair rates the KCDC should be able to mimar them, lest we all more to Napiar.
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If vou hawve any views about the proposed changes to our revenue and financing policy, please tell us
here

Ten years ago our property had a rates of 31920 p.a. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
§2400. But of course we must subtract say $350 for water and aay $200 for rubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the bems for now, Such a shame the council chose to cut its services.
This then brings the rates down to 31850 p.a had the council been responsible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But alas, successive councils have not been responsible and the currant rates
are 53200 - nearly double what they should be and well over when Rubbésh and water bills are taken
into account. Projecting forward, in 10 years time this and future councils will push the rates to nearer
§8,000.00 pa and 10 years after that $16.000.00 would not be unheard of. The folks at Tutere Street
have already reached the 3800000 p.a so they will be in for 8 huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had councils who are out of contral. Our current coundcil is out of control and no doubt the future onas
will be out of control until ratepayers vote them out. This years rates should be no more than the rate
of inflation i.e. 1.1% s should future rates also be. This can be achieved by stopping bormowing, selfing
off assets and stopping giving money away and coming back to the five core senvices. |f Napier can
control theair rates the KCDC should be able to mirmar tham, lest we all more to Mapiar.

If you hawve any views about the proposed changes to our rates remission policy. pleasa tell us here;

Ten years ago our properly had a rates of 51920 p.a. With inflation applied, today's rates would be
£2400. But of course we must subtract say 3350 for waler and say $200 for rubbish collection - 'We
will lzave off the mowing of the berms for now. Such a shame the council chose to cut its services.
This then brings the rates down to 51850 p.a had the council been responsibée and increased rates
but the rate of infiation. But alas, successive councils have nol been responsible and the current ratas
are 53200 - nearly double what they should be and well over when Rubbésh and water bills are taken
into account. Projacting forsard. in 10 years time this and fulure councils will push the rates o nearer
£8,000.00 pa and 10 years after that $16,000.00 would not be unheard of. The folks at Tutere Street
have already reached the $38000.00 p.a so they will be in for a huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had coundils who are out of condral. Our currant council is out of confrol and no doubt the fulure onas
will ba out of control untll ratapayers vaote tham out This years rales should be no mora than the rata
af inflatian i.e. 1.1% & should future rates alzo be. This can be achiaved by stopping barmowing, salling
off assels and stopping giving monay away and coming back to the five core sarvices. If Mapier can
control theair rates the KCDC should be able to mirrar tham, lest we all more to Mapier.

Anything elsa?
If you have any othear feadback aboul this plan, or the work of the Council please commant hera:

Ten vears ago our property had a rates of $1920 p.a, With inflation applied, today's rates would be
2400, But of course we must subiract say 3350 for waler and say 5200 for rubbish collection - We
will leave off the mowing of the berms for now, Such a shame the councll chose to cut ils services,
Thiz then brings the rates down to 51350 p.a had the council been responsible and increased rates
but the rate of inflation. But akas, successive councils have not been responsible and the current rates
are 53200 - nearly double what they should be and well over when Rubbésh and water bills are taken
into account. Projecting foraard, in 10 yvears time this and future councits will push the rates to nearer
28,000,060 pa and 10 years after that $16,000.00 would not be unheard of. The folks at Tuters Street
have already reached the 35000.00 p.a so they will be in for a huge shock later on. Clearly we have
had coundils wha are out of contral. Cur current coundl is out of confrol and no doubt the fulure onaes
will be cut of control until ratepayers vote them out. This years rates should be no more than the rate
of inflation i.e, 1.1% s should fulure rates also be, This can be achieved by stopping borrowing, selling
off assets and slopping giving money away and coming back to the five core services. If Mapier can
control their rates the KCDC should be able to mirror them, lest we all more to Mapier,
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Where we're heading (Page &)
Considering our challenges and constraints, do you think we're focusing on the right 10-year cutcomas?

Yes
Owur financial and infrastructure strategies [Pages 10-13)

The Councl plans to pay down debi, reduce borrowings and target infrastructure spending for resifience and
growdh, What are vour views on this approach?

Focusing on resifience works hand in hand with sustainability and provides the platform for
succesful growth.

Yas - reduce the proportion of fixed-rate

Diyou wyras with the Coumsily peatymed Sption charges and introduce a8 commercially targeted

to change the rating sysiem? rate (Council’s preferred optian)
Do you agree with the Council's preferred option Yas - do the ravised 45-year programme
of a revised 45-year programme? {Council's praferrad option)

Please tell us why:
Flood hazards coincide with human development, As development increases the amount of flood
redated damages will increase, This is due toincreased human populations and a decrease in vegelation

which prevents runoff, With both poputation and development growith expected it makes sense to
prigritise lood management. and address the concems before they become mayor issues,

Coastal hazards and climate change

Climate change can increase the effectivenass of coastal hazards. Large storms are expected fo be
miore frequent, prohibit future urban growth into coastal areas prone to erosionfflooding.

Housing

Affordable housing in range of healihWeducation senvices As housing numbers increase it is important
that basic infrastructure like wastewater can accommadate the growth

Replacing the Paskakariki seawall
If wallis replaced it should continue to provide suitable access to the beach while not encroaching on
the ability of the beach to regenerate ilself, Confinuwed involvement with Mgali Toa over design
opportunities and the placement of a2 Pou

Paraparaumu and Waikanas town cantres

Continued revitalization Use of Te Reo in Signage Pedestrian friendly
Macdean Park

Refer to Mgali Toa input in Park consuliation









The overall vision of Te Rinanga is:

To prowmote the mana of Nigall Toa Rangatira by enhancing the social economic,
educational, cuffvral and spirtual davelopment of all whanau members, i an opan
and rasponsive manner, by anabling them opporfunities o attain their full potential for

the benefit of the lwi and the communify .

Specific reasons for submission

Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira is supportive of the submission and commentary provided by
Te Whakaminenga o Kapiti.

This includes but not limited o
a. Managed Retreat; efficient spending that reduces the risk to life posed by climafe change.

b. Solid Waste Disposal; ensuring that Council maintains control over the sustainability of
Kamti's wasle disposal

c. Affordable Housing: enabling Council fo play s part in increasing the avaiability aof
affordable housing.

d. Environmental Slandards; ensuring that Council are able fo meel legal requirements fo
achiave heightening environmental standards

The elaborated reasons for Mgati Toa feedback will follow the KCDC submigsions template
Coastal Hazards and Climate change

Climate change is a driver for the increased freguency and effectiveness of coastal hazards.
Heavy storms will be more common which translates into more coastal ercsion and flooding.
The Kapiti Coast has a mixed history when it comes to the effectiveness of beach walls and
barrers.

KCDC shoukd provide further resourcas into relocating public and private assets that are at
sk from erosion,

Zoning plans should have robust rules to stop development in areas prone to coastal erosion
or other coastal hazards,



KCDC should focus on Sand Dune protechon as opposed to seawall development. The
Kapiti Coast can retain more of its sandy beaches through sand dunes and they are more in
lirve with tha natural environment,

Housing

Mgati Toa is supportiva of the development of housing for the purpose of shaltering the
population growth and first time homea buyers.

Strategies can be put into place to ensure homes are going where thay are needed at an
affordable price.

Housing developments should be in areas close 1o basic services like health and education
Foarly planned developments can lead to unnecessary traffic and a rellance on private

vahiclas.

Before large scale housing developments ara carried out there neads to be an assassmant
to make sure basic infrastructure is capable. There is a lot of support for development but at

a rate that storm water and wastewater infrastructure cannot keep up.

Replacement of the Paskakariki Seawall

If the wall iz replaced it should continue to provide access to the beach while not limiting the
ability of the beach to regenerate itself. Mgali Tea has been involved with some of the design

featuras in the wall and would like to continue to be involved.
=ome Mgati Toa design features include a Pou, Iwi storytelling and signage.
Paraparaumu and Waikanae town centres

The town centres should confinue fo be revitalised to ensure that they are the economic
hubs of the district.

Some ways 1o revitalise the towns can be through the use of te reo in signage and o make
the streets pedesirian fnendly.

Maclean Park

Mgati Toa has been in the planning of the park and we have no further comments at this
stage other than what has besn said in consultation



Decision sought

Do you agree with the Councils prefered oplion to change the rating system?

Yeos — the changas will hopefully target those who can aflord to pay maore

Do you agree with the Councils proffered option of a revised 45 Year programme?

Yas- the revised programme wil be able (o address the issue before It gets out of

hand.

Mgati Toa desires not to be heard in support of this submission.

Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira
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SUBMISSION TO KAPITI COAST DISTRICT COUNCIL
ON THE LONG TERM PLAN

First Mame Glen and Kay

Last Name Wiggs

Title Mr and *rs

Address 38 Neapaka Si, Waikanae Beach 5036
Telephone )5 8238

Email gleni@wiggsy com

We wish to be heard in support of the submission

This submission addresses the issues of the proposal to change the rating system oaly, In
all other respects we concur with and support the submission of the Waikanae Beach
Residents Sociaty.

We support Option A, as the proposed change on the way rates will be assessed (Option
Blis—

1. In breach of NZ Best Practice Repulation Principles, and

2. Places an unfair and iniquitous burden on Waikanae Beach ratepayers.

1, Best Practice Regulation Principles

Included among the powers and duties of Local Authorities s the power to impose rates.
Howeever in the exercize of those powers and duties there is an obligation (0 act fairly and
in accordance with best practice repulation principles. Principle | of the New Zealand
Best Practice Regulation Principles® states,

i Prapartiomeline: the burdes of riles and Seir enforcement shoufd be progeriomgie fo ihe
b#ﬂgﬁw Hrat e L'J."I'.Eh"".l'ﬂl'!l to resplt dvopher ey fo deveribe thiy F.rfm:jp.fﬁ i i p.rr.lr:‘.nz' the
emiptasls on o piak-based, cosi-henefit Fegulatory framework and pisk-hased declvione- meldng by

regrtatars. his would include that @ regive is effective and that any change has berefits that
nuriergis e coser ol divrupiton,

The stated objective of the change is to ‘improve affordability” by changing from a fixed
charge to one relative to a property's capital value. In other words persons with maore



valuable properties will pay more for roading in order to subsidise those with properties
of lesser value.

The current fixed charge system in Option A is based on the principle that all ratepayers
get the benefit of the ronds more or less pgually. That 15 in aceordance with Principle 1 in
that the charge is proportionate to the benetit enjoyed by individnal ratepayers.

On the other hand Option B is not proportionate, It increases the charpe on properties of
higher value to subsidise ratepayers in properties of lower value, The henefit to all
ratepaycrs remaing equal but the cost 15 unequal. It is therefore in breach of Principle | as
the cost and benefit are nol proportional. ndeed from the viewpomt of Waikanae Beach
residents they are prosaly disproportional.

*(httpd regulntoryreform.com/wp-contentupload s 201 5/02/ MNew- Fealand-Best- Practice-
Regulation-hModel-200 2. pdf )

2. Option B Unfair

Waikanae Beach residential properties now have bodh the highest average Capatal Valos
and highest Land Value of all 11 disincts in Kamti Coast. The Capital Valoe increased
43.6%, which is significantly greater than the District average of 317.4% and the land
vilue increased 55.5% - again significantly higher than the Distnct avemge of 42%,. It is
accepied that under the current system of 3T of rates being based on the Land Vilue
that Waikanae Beach properties will have a higher rate of increase in rates than elsewhere
in Kapiti. But the Option B proposal lacks equity in that there will be a double ncrease —
the ordinary increase hased on the inereased Land Value plus the Option B increase that
subsidises other arcas,

Of considerable concern 15 the misrepresentation of the true situation on page 25 of the
Consultation Document. The table shows Waikeanae with three scenarios hazed on three
different values, Two of the three seenarios show the impact of the Option B resulting in
a reduction of rates and the revaluation to bave nil «ffect in one cage and 4 reduction in
the szcond. Only one scenario shows an increase in rates - based on a home worth $2.24
million, This is far from typical and could be considered an outlier.

It appears that this misleading situation is because Waikanae Beach, Waikanae Garden
and Waikanae East/Hem Matenga have been artificially amalgamated mto one région.
Appendix V1 of the Background Information has the following Table.



Residential property capital value [CV] and land valua [LV] changes October 2017

Otzki Gt T 2941 000 E140.500
(itaki Beach W1 | &kl | 5372000 | $le6500
‘Waikan=a Baach hls i1, “55__ & lﬁé.Eﬁfﬂlzl_ ; ﬂﬁll[:i.'l[l_
Wadanas Garden 7 154 | Shemson | $278,000
‘Wakanze Easl/Hemi Matenga 185 404 E555.000 F245. 500
izihanga - 351 141 BH V30 LD, 00
Paraparaumy Centrs | a5 494 BLO0000 | $218,500
Paraparaurni Hazsch i LTS G 8 BERE 500 E 280 500
_Hul.rlr-al']:‘uach bz 503 425,500 $312,000
Faemati South 316 418 R575.500 e EOD
PapkBubrik) 2 A8 ol 7o $337 000
District ars uEEI | 540,000 _EEEI.EE{I

The Table shevws that the increases in Capital Value and Land Value for the Waikanae
CGarden and Waikanae East'Hemi Mateaga were considerably lower that Waikanae
Beach. Indeed the increase m Land Values were lower than the District average, the
Capital Value for Wakanae Garden was lower than the Distnct average and the Capital
YWaloe for Waikanae East'Hemi Matenga only marginally above the averapge. It is most
disappointing that the tmpact on Waikanae Beach has been manipulated in thiz way to
give a misleading impression of the impact of the proposed Oplion B.

The Consultation Document emphasises that it secks to limit the impact of rates to no
mare that 5% of meome. The Infometrics report notes that the current proportion for
Waikanae Beach propertics 15 4. 7%, which is slightly under the target of 5% and the
cirrent Kapit average of 5.2%. However this will be reversed when the increase in the
Land Value increase is taken into account, The increase for the Kapitn District is 42% but
for Waikanae Beach is 13.5% higher at 35.5%, which will result in those aspecis of the
rates based on Land Yalue increasing by 13.5%. Consequently the proportion of income
tor rates will be well above the District average. We accept that under the current system
an increase 1s mevitable but if the proposed Option B 15 meluded then this increases the
proportion even further o an unfair and unconscionable level.

Conclusion

The proposed Option B will result in Waikanae Beach residents paying an unfair
proportion of rates.



The proposal is in breach of Principle 1 on Best Practice Regulation Prnciples in that the
cost is ool proportionate with the benefits to the users of the roadway system. Waikanae
Beach residents are being required to pay a disproporionste share in order 10 subsidise
other Kapiti resideénts.

Waikanae Beach properties now bave the highest average Ceapital Value and Unimproved
Value in the Dristrict. This will have a significant effect on increased rates and result in
the proportion of income (o rates being increased from slightly below averags to well
above average. The Residents Society accepis thas as inevitable as 1115 a well-accepted
svalem of assessimg roles. However the Society objects (o Ophon B, as it is a double
whammy that is unfair and iniguitous and jusiified on dubious grounds. [twill result in
the proportion of rates o mcome paid by Waikanae Beach residents being grossly in
excess of the Kapiti average and the target of 5% of income, What 15 comcermning 15 that
this aspect has not been considered in the Consultation Document and by including
Waikanae Beach in with two other Waikanae arcas the Dgures are distorted and

musieading,

We accordingly urge the Couneil to reject Option B
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B P-305

Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council long
term plan

First name Mark
Last name Amery
Title (Afr, Mrs, Migs, Ms, Dr, Ovher) Mr

Address 23 Te Miti Street Packakariki

FPhone 027 35606 118

E-mail markizdamery.net

L am providing feedback as an individual and on behall of an organisation called Packakarki Informed
Community Inc (FICI)

I do not want 1o speak o Council aboul my submuission

| note my submission {including name and contact details) will be made available publicly.

I make the following submission to the Kapiti Coast District Council long term plan:

Paekakariki faces significant challenges over the next 10 years in relationship o Transmission Gully,
affordable housing, sea level nse and other environmental factors. We need proactive council support and
funding towards initiatives that are encouraging our own resilience and community strength. On a personal
level I wnte in support of other submissions on the need to actively support social housing and wse of
property and surplus land for this priority, and to better commit o our sea wall.

PICI runs Packakariki 88.2Fm and are previous publishers of newspaper Packakariki Xpressed. We are well
into the development of a website platform for Packakariki and its visitors which responds to the high social
need for such a resource. Developed by and for the community as & key plank in our sustainability and
community. We have raised 527,000 from privale sponsorship towards the development of thi project, but
write W0 ask council o contribute alongside our community businesses and pariners towards the ongoing
editorial costs of maintaining this resource after it is launched later this year. Supporting its editorial, design
and community outreach work in its crucial first years.




& centralised hub for information for both visitors to Packekariki and residents

promaotion of Packakariki ag a destination and economic development platform for our businesses
sharing of ideas, views and debate on important issues 1o Packakanki

supporting local groups with groupdorganisation pages within the site — maintained by these proups with
professional communily support.

Constantly up to date information and activity.

[n surveying our community the community board identified in 2016 this resource as a kev tool for our
community going forward. We would like to signal with this submission that we see the council s
comtribution to its future as an important parinership in ensuring an informed and connected community, at a
time when we risk turning into an exclusive satellite suburb draining the character and diverse quality of life
it is renowned for.

Thank vou

Mark Amery

Mga mihi,
Mark

Mark Amerny
Ph. 027 3566 128

maﬂt@amag-@j
Twitter: #mrkamery

Public art and media projects: www lettingspace.org.nz
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Diane Nattrass

From:

Sent: Sunday, 22 April 2018 9:30 p.m.
To: Mailbox - Kapiti2038

Subject: Feedback to KCDC on future plans

Points | would like to have raised at Council planning meeting

1. Fairness on rates

o Ipay over $3000.00 annually for my rates. I live alone in a 50 square metre bach, on a property that
only has an approx. 4 metre wide access way onto the Parade in Packakariki. Why should I be a
victim of my property value estimates rocketing upwards, when my salary is not rising to met the
costs? Ido not gain from rising property value as I am not planning to sell my
property. SomePaekakriki residents have left due to exponential rate increases.

e What do I get for my rates - I as a single user of the scant services supplied for my rates paid to
KCDC, I personally pay for my yellow rubbish collection bags, I pay for my septic tank
maintenance and cleaning. What is my $3000 getting me?

o I share a single curb accessway with one other property. Why is this, when both properties have
been paying rates for a long time. Why is this?

2. Parking at the Paekakariki village shops

e Cars that are being parked in the village shopping street are very often those of people who are doing
the escarpments walk. As you know this walk takes a good number of hours. This has
consequences for village residents and for village shop keepers.

« For residents, it means often a carpark cannot be found by them, and so they do not utilise the local
shops for food supples, and fresh fruit and veges. It also means it is not so easy to use the village as
a place of social connectivity/networking with other locals.

e Social networking is particularly important for the elderly and vulnerable in our community, and
being less able to find parking cripple sthat

e One disabled car parking spot, and use of this is reasonably often abused, makes it often impossible
for my elderly father to use local shops.

e Yes, the two cafes benefit from the escarpments walkers and cyclists, but I know the grocery shop (
and likely also the greengrocer shops) are frustrated by cars being parked for hours in places actual
shoppers used to use. Also, it is impossible often for the shops to park outside to offload their new
stock.

e A lot of planning went into the Escarpment walk development, but not much foresight into where the

cars will park. or into what impact the walk will have on the Paekakariki residents who want to use
their local shops and social hub. Why not opposite Fishermans Table?

Please consider putting time limits on these parks eg 2 hours ......... and have it monitored

3. Parking in the middle of the Beach Road. Here are some of the problems this parking creates:

e impossible to turn into parking spaces in the other side of the road.

1




« impossible to tum around and go back home if parked on roadside opposite grocery shop.

o people - incl the Pack Garage - park vehieles in the muddle of the road very close 1o the railway
line. [have had it happen several times when | cannot see down the railway line. That is not safe
and 1 am sure it is breaking road/rail safety laws.

« People parking in the middle of the road make it very dangerous for pedestrians crossing the mad to
go back to their cars, or ¢ross and go to station on home. They cannot easily see what cars are
coming aleng the road, and equally, the drivers cannot see those people in the process of
crosging. Very very dangerous for children or frail elderly - of which there are quite a few of both
aroups here in Paekakanki,

This is iffegal, so why is it happening? Law enforcement? Why not put o single xolid line down the
miidile of the road, so it is obviously not te be parked on

4. Parking of large motorhomes/campervans on the side of the road (eg The Parade kerh)

»  [have found it difficolt to find the law/regulations on this point

« This has happened near my residence on the Parade. The motorhome has not been parked off the
road at the owner's residence or off the road at a proper off-read parking site . 1t has been sitting in
the same spot for several weeks now,

« This has caused a number of safety problems of major concem o me and others: children crossing
the road to the beach cannot see what is coming towand them in southbownd side; it is the same for
frail elderly. Thave family and friends with children visiting me and there is risk of a preveniable
pedestrian accident happening.

« Another safety concem is that is is equally difficult for cars going off (or coming onto) my property
or my neighbours, and being able to see what cars/cyclists are coming.

I hape all the points T have made are given due consideration. [ am a long fime resident in Paekakariki,
and I have due concern for residents (and shopkeepers) whe are vulnerable in the above sitnations I have

Ziven,
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By email to kapiliZ038 @kapikicoast. govl.ng

Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan

22 April 2018

M Liana Stupples
57 Wellington Road
Packakariki 5034

021 154 6034

Liana.stupples@gmall.com

| am providing feedback as an individual
| do want to speak to Council about my submission
| mote my submission [including name and contact details) will be made available publicly.

| make the following submission to the Kapiti Coast District Council long term plan:

len and vision and goals

| agree with the challenges, and vision and goals in the document (except for insuffickent emphasis on
action to mitigate climate change)

Fund Paekakariki Community Led Development

1. KLDL should acknowledge the particular threats and opportunities for Paekakariki in this 3
':,I'EH rterm:
a. The impact of Transmission Gully and the changes this means for Paekakariki
b, Paekakarikiis a Kapiti gateway -Mote 10 thouwsand people go to Kapiti island each year
but 450 thousand come to QE park. The numbers using the cycleway and the
estarpment walk are growing. Invest in Packakariki as the southern gateway of QE park,
and a key place to acoess nature and recreation in the district
2. KCDC shoukd support Paskakariki ko run its own projects for sustainable development owver the
next 3 years this should include: [see appended paper]
3. Channelling resources to discuss, prioritise and plan our needs and ideas — e g, pay for
coordination/facilitation by suitable people who work like Inspiring Communities for example,
or local people with the skills and trust of the community



Providing resources to implement our own ideas - mediated with the Community Board
including training and support for community board and commiunity groups and members to
ensure this money is well managed

The council = all parts of council — ought to start from a place of "How can we help” —all too
often the answer is no you can't do that. This should be a value of councl including the
imfrastructure team. | like the working "with™ approach

Support the development of Paskakarki Infarmed Communily Inc (PICI] as expressed in thair
application

This approach would help n integrating many of the ideas in this submission into one place-
based community principles or plan

ble busi our

It is important te develop a stronger identity for Kapiti based around sustainable development
and this place and its people

Council should support more the development of social enterprise and sustainable business in
Kapiti

Housing
| support the Paekakariki Howsing Trust's submission, which proposes B housing actions:

1

hake affordable howsing a preority In Kapltl Coast. Commit the KCOC to the principle that
affordable houstng is critical to the health and well-being of our community and change the
stance of the councl to ane of finding ways to work together with community housing providers
to enable affordable housing.

Make priceity given to affordable housing & central principle in decisions the council takes on
planning and conzenting issues and on the allocation of land and other resources held by tha
council,

Work with NZITA and other central government agencies ta use land for affordable housing. The
council can work to ensure that lands made surplus after the construction of the Kipiti
Expressway and Transmission Gully are disposed of in ways that create assets for the community,
protecting the environment and enabling land to be developed for affordable housing,

In particular, ensure a comprehensive community-based plan is developed for the Perkins Farm
[more below) property and adjacent lands currently held by NZTA. This ptan should provide for
environmental protection and affordable housing and be completed before NZTA disposes of
these lands, Land that will become surplus from the kighway construction has many values and
opportunities for the community of Paekakariki as well as the wider Kapiti District. Working
with the community on planning and securing the future of thes land is required to ensure
maximum benefit is obtained by the whole commiunity.

Lise council-held rights of first refusal for NZTA lands that are appropriate for affordable housing
asa means o enable community-led development of that land. This would include such sites az
the south end of the Tilley triangle’ and the former BP station on SH1.



BE. Enable affordable housing by reducing or waiving Councl fees and levies where appropriate

when a residential development includes pravision for affordable or social hausing, particulary
where it is to be purchased by a recognised Community Housing provider.

7. Lease Council social howsing and land to local registered community housing providers such as
Pagkikdrikl Housing Trust, Dwell Housing Trust, and iwi providers,

B Manage social housing locally to strengthen community connactions and cohesion, Empower
the Packakariki Community Board to decide on the allocation of sodal howsing in the village, O
the Kapiti Coast communities Paekakariki has the lowest percentage of elderly residents
because there is not encugh appropriate housing and they are forced to leave the village, This
reduces the diversity of the community and cuts people off from connections of long standing,

Roads and parking in Paekakariki

1. Consideration of commuter parking, and weekend parking for walkers etc for example at the old
garage site on 541

2. Re-design of old SHI intersection - traffic lights, 3t the intersection and a pedestrian crossing to
the parking ared.

3. Traffic calming and a reduced speed limit within the township

4, More bike racks

Community Garden in Faekakariki

1

Coungl consider providing Fand for the development ol communily gardens n Paskakdnki, YWe
presenily have a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) that recegnises the partnership betwesn
Kapit Coast District Counca and Faskakariki Orchard and Garden Group for the purpose of
opbmising resende devalopment for public enjoyment whie profecting and restoring he natural
envirgnment, This should ta strengthened,

Waste and recycling services

1
£

oo AW

| want Council to continue a transition to a Zero Wasta Kapiti.

| want a waste service that provides an incentive for households to first of all reduce thelr waste,
My household produces only a bag of waste per monih. With the loss of the yellow bag scheme
there is now no collection scheme that sults us. This would include:

Bag or bin system for infrequent waste producers

Large recycling bing

Support and funding to set up and maintain lecal community green waste schemes

hore suppart for public behavior change in line with the waste hlerarchy

Clearer intent that zero waste is part of a carbon reduction plan

Council should allow composting toilets (with appropriate conditions)

Biodiversity

15 Qutcomes that KCDC can do something about by 2028

1.

The milliznth visitor to the kapltl Marine Education and Activity Centre

e RKCDC fund a feasibility study for Raumath site in 2013 and contribute to the bulld



Best Hapuka Catch in 100 years

o KCDC host working group

*  KCDC include marine in all strategy, policy, budgets about biodiversity

Island Gateway Centre opens on Southern Side of Mcclean Park

o KCDC do further consultation with an alternate option for a location that does not
invelve/squeere out the boat club

All existing reserves and areas Council are responsible for are managed as biodiversity assets

* M2pptrapping started to prevent stoat travel

= Parks team don't plant weeds indiscriminately or use round-up

o [rainage team realise habitat and water guality values of "drains”

Work for better Internal policy and practice and funding consistency

& Stromger in howse ecology team

MNew Green Corridors Identified and being created

# KCDC coordinate robust process to identifying sites of current ecological value, possible
future value and strategic and logical approach to gradually protecting and enhancing them

* |nvolving many players including community groups

* Getting in before land is used up in housing growth etc

®  Having a fund to acquire key assets for the community

= Showing progress in planting/fencing etc

& There ame many ideas for sites e.g.
s OE park dunes and wetlands
& Te karaeke swamp
»  Wainul Stream
# Rest of the Paskakariki escarpment {see project Kakariki idea for example which should

be considered http://opengeo.co.nz/Projectkakariki/Projectkakarikil.html}

Key Toanga Species are returning home to Kapiti mainland

¢ KCDC do or advocate for Mative fish passage barriers inventory and action and advocacy to
have them all fixed {in particular those in the Wainuwl Stream, Paskakariki)

s KCDC do or advocate for Whitebait spawning areas all identified and protected/enhanced

s KCDC do or advocate for A Plan for Kaka, Kakariki and Penguins to be here in higher
numbers = with an emphasis on pest control and pood dog and cat ownership

*  KCDC do or advocate for Cat management options being discussed after a strong education
plan

A catchment approach is showing signs of improving water guality in all key water ways

# More House grey water is being usad thanks to KCDC garden and green home advisors

=  Pore wetlands have been piloted for managing stormwater showing a revolution in how
councll develops its infrastructure assets (not all concrete)|e.g. wetlands at Paekakarlki Tilley
road}

s KCDC do or advocate for stock are out of all riparian areas in the district-

=  High Profile waterways show key improvements; e.g. through Kaitawa reserve, coastlands,
wharemakau - becomes a continuous good quality habitat as well as good amenity for
public enjoyment (not a glorified drain as currently) - integrated part of town centre
thinking that KCDC do



0.

11,

12,

13.

Kapiti Forum for Nature on the Coast is active and influential
o KCDC fund and facilitate a gty forum for community groups businesses ete who have an
interest to get together and share info and ideas and infarm council wark (including young
people)
Rejuvenated and attractive options for pecple to come and sensitively enjoy our nature up and
FUnRInNE
s KCDC require this in business and tourism development:
®»  Various “journeys” identified e.g.
o Maitaitai sites for community snorkelling argund the Marine Reserve
o Upand down the Waikanae river, into the Maungatukutuku, down through
whareroa to Paskakariki, along the beach to the marine centra....
= A map of the secret natural gems of Kapiti (with layers of information and what you can do
to help)
¢ More co- and cross marketing of community groups and business offerings
* A wild outdoors center/hub that can market and join up the offerings for schools ete to
come ta kapiti and experience all we have to offer (Horewhenua has one, Wairarapa has

SEIME)

¢ What happens to the Dam land?

® Kapiti people and visitars are more in touch with all the wild wonders = they are not just an
Kapiti island

Town is an ecosystem approach is live

«  KCDC is integrating biodiversity and environmental outcomes into design of urban
environment and into service delivery

KCDC is an activist council when it comes to champicning Kapiti's Environment and Nature

*  Speaks out, doesn't defer to the too hard basket = particularly to GW

Plan and inplement a strategy for appropriate sand dune plantings in Paekakariki.

s For example on Sand track and wellingten road there is fots of kikuyw, tradescantia and
cape vy, This is partkly mowged this just leaves sand dunes which are at dmager of
being undermined at the bottonm and the rest infested with the weeds [dangerous for
dogs and infest lacal gardens] rather support removeal of weeds and replanting with
natives in line with management of duines and greater

| support the submission of the Friends of Queen Elizabeth park in terms of

14.
15.

16,

restoring wetlands to reduce carbon emissions and
acting to help join up consarvation efforts around QE park

incorporate adaptation to dimate change with biodiversity

Increased rainfall/flooding — managed lowland river/stream retreat — catchment native
revegetation —revegetation of steep slopes that threaten infrastructure

Increased droughts = improved lowland river stream riparian vegetation for shading and
evaporation minimisation to protect freshwater ecosystems — catchment mative revegetation
{particularly in cur smaller water supply catchments and those with threatened native fish
species)



17. Restoration of Wainui Stream, Paskakariki in line with the vision of the Friends of Packakariki
Streams group. KCDC should work proactively to restore water guality and full fish passage for
native fish in this stream, by

* advocating to GWRC and NZTA and the contractors to remaove fish passage barriers and
restore more patural water flows

» advocating or managing land Lo ensure better water guality and habitat restoration by
significant riparian planting

Rates

Rating madel be changed to Capital Value This would not impadt on your proposals to reduce fixed
charges to aodress tha regressivity

That differential rating be implemented,

A scaled differential rating would increase the rate-take from businesses over a threshold, maybe
based on staff numbers. e small business exemptions.

Commercial targeted rate, The commercial businesses need to be paying a more equitable [for the
community] amount of the rate burden.

Because Paekakariki has larger sections [to allow for septic tanks] and often has older homes,
Paekakariki pays disproportionately high rates due to the use of land value rather than capital value
as the basis for rating

In addition te it being unfair from this perspective, it is also unfair in that according to the
consultation document many of the increasing costs relate ta the construction of new services to
account for population growth, Mew subdivisions tend to have much lower land values compared to
capital values partially as a result of them tending to be smaller sections, and partially because the
houses are new and un-depreciated. This means that existing properties pay disproportienately
more when they should be paying less on a user pays basis.

Climate change

1. Councll righthy Identifies climate change as a challenge, but places Insufficient emphasis on
mitigation.

2. Council should go carbon neutral by 2025 — getting & headstart on changes that will be coming.

Council's existing carbon reduction target of 80% by 2021-22 should be restated

4, Thinking abouwt climate change should be an integral part of every other decision such as
infrastructure and money

5. A plan to Offset Council carbon emissions — preferably with native revegetation and wetland
restoration in the district at high benefit sites.

6. Keep corwverting the council's vehicle fleet to electric vehicles

7. Diversion of all organic material (food and garden waste} to composting rather than letting it be
bhuried and produce methane, a greenhouse gas, [s=e above waste)

B. Improve public wallways and cycleways and public transport infrastructure

el



9, Encourage car-charge suppliers to install car and bike chargers in the district
10. Work with GWRC for improved traim and bus services and encourage use of trains and buses

with more price incentives/subsidies.
11. Encourage more bike use with more bike stands and better safety in areas such as shopping

centres, schools, halls etc
12. Support wind turbines and salar farms where appropriate, and energy efficiency initiatives

Stormwater and Flooding

1. Approach the stormwater upgrade issue as part of adaptation to climate change.

2. The southern end of the Tilley triangle in Paekakariki is prone to flooding. This land should be
manzaged in a way that pioneers wetland based flood management including fixing the
alignment of the stream/drain that causes flooding of tilley road housing and extending and
planting the riparian strips alongside Wainui stream

Seawall Paekakariki

1. Assurance needs to be given that the seawall replacement will not be further delayed, and that
the funding be well and truly locked in at 517.7m with the proposed completion date of 2023
also lacked in.

2. That final designs be prepared, and tenders let, well in advance of the next local body election,
thus helping ensure compliance with the above.

MZTA Land and Perkins farm land Paekakariki

1. | submit that the Long Term Plan should include support for and resourcing of a commnunity-
driven planning process for surplus NZTA land associated with the construction of the
Transmission Gully Highway. This includes the area known as Perkins Farm. This should begin

oSy

Land that will become surplus from the highway construction has many values and opportunities for the
cammunity of Paekakariki as well as the wider Kapiti District. Working with the community on planning
and securing the future of this land is required to ensure maximum benefit is abtained by the whole

carmmunity.

Mearty all of this Motorway will lie outside the Kapiti District, but the point where it enters the District
will become a quite dramatic Gateway. Resource consents for the usa of the land around this gateway
will be determined by the Kapiti Coast District Council, and it would be prudent for the Council to begin
naw its consideration of how it would wish to see that gateway developed - in the best interests of the
communities of the District and the region.

This larnd includes a number of important features:

= 3 landscape deemed 'outstanding' in the Kapiti District Plan, and ‘of regional significance’ in
the Greater Wellington Council statement;



= some steep country subject to erosion and landslips that have in the past closed rail and road
lirvks;

= part of a re-vegetation project aimed at bringing back kakariki - and the dawn chorus;
* areas subject 1o flooding that could be restored as wetlands to reduce risks;

# streams bo be rejuvenated for indigenous fish;

» some land suitable for housing;

® 3 potentially suitable site for a wind farm;

= scope for walkways and oycle trails; and

® areas suitable for community gardens and orchards.

Some of these opportunitias are abvious - but defining the boundaries around them will demand care,
Some are competing uses that will need to be considered in the context of varied regional and lacal
priorities.

Kapiti Council has the responsibility for determining acceptable chamges in the uze of the land through
IS resSQUrce Consent process,

KCDE showld support the process of clarifying community interests now - this Is likely to yield better
results for Kapiti than waiting for the process tobe triggered and shaped by the preconceptions of a
New Qwner.

Playgrounds and access to nature

1. The councll should support the discussion and feasibility assessment of creating an all ages wild
play area to the north of Packakariki |as part of development of the village) see

prugs/Jligna kiwl.nzfwainu -wildplay-an-all-age-nature-connection-play-area)

Living wage

1 | wart my council workforce to be paid a wage that enables them to live in dignity and
participate in scciety. | want my council e support the principle of the Living Wage and include
a plan to implement the Living Wage in the Long a Term Plan.

Liana Stupples 22 Apell 2018
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Future decision-making for both parties on the Hall

Given there are approximately 11 years left on the Deed of Licance, we see the
decision making on this building having three distinct parts:

1. The intentions of both parties at the end of the Deed of Licence term, ie.
2029
2. Central government legislation impacting on the building, primarily the
Earthquake prone buildings legislation
3. Long term management of the building based on Councils key drivers
under the Long Term Plan process, namely:
I Level of Service delivery (LOS)
ii. Developmentidemand driven factors (new)
. Asset renewal programmefAsset Management

1) Future intentions

The Coliage does not as yet have a firm view as to what will happen after 2029,
However, we do believe it would be prudent to be commencing these discussions in
the very near future. Ideally, this should be within the next LTP period of 2018-2021,
s0 that hoth parties can conclude discussions well in advance of 2029, We would be
keen to meet as soon as possible to commence these discussions.

Z) Central government legisiation affecting the sportshall building

The earthquake-prone buildings legislation is cu mently putting the onus on all
building owners, whether public or private, to follow a process relating to assessment
and remediation. As part of the discussions regarding future intentions between both
parties regarding the sportshall building, determining a way forward on assessment
of this building for seismic strength, would alsoc be required. The results of the
findings will inevitably impact on the College’s position on the building, post 2020,

It would be useful for KCDC to confirm whether the sportshall building s included in
their earthquake-prone buildings programme of works, with the intention of this being
included in discussions regarding point 1.

Likewise, there is central government legislation being enacted that requires building
owners to ensure an asbestos management plan is in place for all buildings. The
College would be keen to confirm whether the sporsthall building is included in
KCDC's programme of assessments for its buildings. Again, this would be an item
for discussion which has some urgency fo determine an agreed and collaborative
way forward.



3) Leong term management options for the building

Our comments on the long term management of the building are of course in the
context that the formal long term agreemeants end in 20289, We have separated our
comments into the three distinct parts, in line with how the Council's LTF is
structured for future capital funding.

As outlined in the KCDC's LTP, in general terms, the contribution to cutcomes listed
which apply specifically to this building are:

» Council hall hirers are satisfied that the halls meet their needs

= We ensure tha! council-owned buildings are fit for purpose

« We provide support for commumify measures that promote diversify and
connecledness

31y Level of Service delivery (LOS)

As the sportshall is, as far as the college is aware, the only publically-owned sports
venue in the district which is fully and exclusively dedicated to sporis, we feel it is
worth consideration for a review of whether the existing delivery is mesting the
needs of users, and whather capital investment would be a possibility to:

= |ncrease use of the hall, both by existing user groups and attract new
Users

« |mprove satisfaction levels of existing user groups

« |mprove spectator experience, for viewing of sports at the hall

= |ntroduce a flexible approach, by investment in fixtures in the hall which
increase LOS for user groups who are high users (e.g. basketball). It is
possible that investment of this nature could be utilised long term
regardless of what decisions are made after 2029 (removable fixlures
such as electronic scoreboards, latest design backboards elc)

3i)  Development'demand driven factors (new)

Although any new development considerations nesd to be in the context of the
formal agreements ceasing in 2029, KCDC has made considerable investments in
other areas which have, or will, open up opportunities for Kapiti residents in a
number of activiies. For example:

= Sports in open space (2.g. netball courts at Te Atiawa Park)
» Aguatics (Aguatic Centre Paraparaumu, Otaki Pool)

+ Arts Centre (Kapiti College)

« Youth Centre (Zeal)



As previous stated in this submission, we feel that consideration for investmeant in
this significant sporting venue is important, and would provide a8 medernised
inside/covered option for sporting codes in Kapiti over the long temn. Particular
attention could be on improving the spectator experience, as this has been very
much a sacondary focus {o date.

3 i} Asset renewal programmefAsset Management

This building has been very much managed in a status-guo manner over a number
of years now, Given this, we feel it would be good fo discuss the comprehensive
condition survey of the building completed by SPM Assets, and use this to formalise
an agreed renewals programmea over the next 11 years until 2029.

There is a significant renewal being discussed regarding the rocf replacemeant in the
next year of so. However, it would be good ta get clarty on other future renewals,
and the timing of these, e.g. the doors, floor, lighting and heating etc, which a
condition survey would quantify, and ideally be able to be incorporated into the Long
Term Plan budgets.

In summary, it is our intention to work collaboratively with Kapiti Coast District
Council to ensure guality decision-making regarding this sports hall, which benefits
Kapiti residents, and positions both KCDC and the Paraparaumu College as being
responsible contributors to the districts health. The following would be kay matters
for discussion as soon as possible:

= The long term position of the Coliege on future involvement in the hall

= Undertaking an Earthquake-prone buildings assessment

= Applying the asbestos legislation, and compiling a management plan moving
forward

= Agreaing timing and costs where appropriate, of renewals based on the SPM
Assets condition survey

= Significant renewals/capital investment, bath up to and after 2029

Yours sincarely,

Lawrence Kirby

On behalf of Paraparaumu College Board of Trustees
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Replacing the Packakdriki seawall,
s

Paraparaumu and Waikanae town centres
Defer unless sponsored by Coastlands |/ airport developers ale,

Maclean Park

haybe the maons could contribute funds 1o the developments. A wharf at Paraparaumu Beach would
be hetpiul,

Kapiti Island gateway

Kavbe the maons could confribute funds to the developments. A wharf at Paraparaumu Beach would
be helpiul,

Rates for 2018/19 (Pages 24-25)

I ihe draft long tarm plan is adoptad with all our recommended proposals, a rates increass of 4.7% on avarage
will apply across the district for 201819, Do you support this?

Pl
Comments:

Costs are getting out of hand, and not affardable by pecple. Kapiti Council needs to reduce work being
daona o kaap within its budgat - just ke we all must do!

Key policies (Pages 27-28)

Anything elsa?

If you have any other feedback about this plan, or the work of the Council please comment here:

1) There iz a great deal of spending on new/replacing foripaths, Meamwhile the road are having the
peiches that had bean repalched, patchad again. Cul the new works and fix tha roads. _ 2) Tha Kapibi
area needs o bacome molor home friendly (ses NZMCA] We need tha bourisis to stop and ses the
area. More dump stations are required and a minimum stay of 3 nights in summer and 7 nights in
winter for C5C vehiclas. | 3) More areas for C5C vahicles be made, in fact unbass prohibited {with &
reason stated) then freedom camping should be allowed. | 4) Laaflats about freedom camping sites
advising tourists where and what attractions to see. . 5) My [mora] rubbish bins - especialhy on
beachas . 8) Covers for recycling bins _ FCouncil go back 1o cora aclivities

There is & gragl deal of spanding on new/raplacng focdpaths. Maanwhile the road are having the
paiches that had been repatchad, patchad again. Cul the new works and fix the roads. . 2) The
Kapili area needs to bacome modor home friendly (sea NZMCA) Wa need tha tourisis to stop and
sae the area. More dump stations are reguirad and a minimum stay of 3 nights in summer and T
nighis in winfer for C5C vehiclas. . 3) More areas for C5C vehicles be made, in fact unlass
prohibited (with 8 reason stated) then freedom camping should be allowed. . 4) Lasfiate abouwt
frasdom camping sites advising toursts where and what attractions to see. _ ) My [mara] rubbizh
bins - aspacially on baaches | &) Covars for recycling bins - 7Council go back o cora activitias

Aoweered [y Libecineg Dnling 4.3 - pags
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‘Wherewe're heading =
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The Council plans ta pay dewn debt, reduce borrowangs and tangel infrastruciuee
spending for resilience and growth, What are your views on this approach™

P *;/&.,.A?

Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rates across the districi?

Do you agree with the Councils Please tell us why:
preferrad option to change the
rating system?
[ Mo - keep the status qus -
leave the réting system as il is

[ 1 Yes - reduce the proportion
of fxed-rate charges and
introduce a commercially
largeted rate
iCouneil’s prederred aption]

KE}F decision: What should we do next to address stormwaler

flood risks?
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Pages 24-15

Ithedratt Long term plan is adopied with all our recommended proposals, @ rates increase of &.7% on
average will apply across the district for 2018/19. Do you sepport this?
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We've proposed changes to some fees and charges, including new
Food Act charges. I vou have any views about these, pl-E'.EEE comment
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Pages 27-28

If you nawe any views sbout the proposed changes to our development coniributions policy,
pl2ase tell us hara,

iFyou have any views aboul [he proposed changes (o our revenue and flinancing policy,

plzaze tell us hare;

If you have any views about the proposed changes to our rates remission policy, pizasze el us here:
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23 April 2018

Wayne Maxwel

Chief Executive Officer
kapiti Coasl Gistrict Council
175 Rimu Road

Private Bog #0401
Paraparaumy 5254

By emaill. wayne.maxwel@kaopilicoast.govi.nz

Dear Mr Maxwell

RE:  MAYPOLE ENVIRONMENTAL LIMITED - SUBMISSION ON THE KCDC LONG
TERM PLAN AND PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTION POLICY

I Plecse find enclosed Moypole Environmental Limited's submission on
the Kapiti Coast District Council's Long-term Plan and Craft
Development Contibution Policy.

2. Moypole i a key stokeholder in the diskict and believes Council's
palicies impoct directly on Maypole's oclivities, Maypole has taken a
keen interest in the developmant of the plans as it wishes to ensure fhot
the Mgarara Development is properdy recognised and provided for by
Council in its strategic planning documents.

3. Maypole has submitted on o number of other key matters which it feeis
need o be oddressed in order fo ensure that KCDC have not only a
workable and fair developmen! contibution policy, but one thal
reflects the Council's dutles and obligations in respect of the Local
Govarmment Act 2002.



4, Maypole understands that the Council will be hearing submissions on
fhe plan and policy the week of 12 May 2018. Maypole requasts fo be
heard in relafion 1o its submission.

Yours sincerely
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Tell us what you think
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Submission on the Kapiti Coast District Council (KCDC) Long Term Plan 2018-38
Draft Development Contributions Policy
Maypole Environmental Limited

23 April 2018

INTRODUCTION

This submission, on the Kapiti Coast District Council's {the Council) Long Term Pian
(LTP) 2018-38 consultation document, has been prepared on behall of Maypole
Emnvironmental Limited (Maypole). Maypole's submission makes a few points in
respect of the LTP, while the balance of the submission focusses on the Draft
Development Confributions Paolicy (the Draft DCP), which forms a part of the LTP

consultation document {(Appendix H).

BACKGROUND - THE SUEMITTER

Maypola is the landowner of approximately 130 hectares of land in Ngarara, which is
a 2B0-hectare area located north-west of the Wailkanae townshlp of Kapiti Coast
Maypole is currently in the process of developing the land Into a residential
devalopmeant, including varying housing fopographies and densities, mixed-use areas,
sarvice infrastructure, roading, open spaces and reserves

Mgarara has long been idertified as an areg suitable for wban settlerment, and the
Council's Oparative District Plan (ODP) and Proposed District Plan (PDP) provide for
the development of Ngarara through a Structure Plan approach, which anables the
development of up to five Neighbourhood Devalopment Areas (NDAs). Onea fully
developad, Mgarara will provide up to 200 addilional units in the Kapiti District, as weall
as assoclated neighbourhood services, infrastructure and open space

In 2015, the Council and Greater Wellington Regional Council (GWRC) granted
resource consant to develop the first MDA, Waimeha, with further resource consents
granted for subdivision of Stage 1. The Walmeha NDA will consist of an integrated
mixed-use urban setiement with six typologies, including three residential areas
(consksting of up to 300 new residential iots), two mixed-use areas (including cafes and
retail), cpen space araas and an integrated transport network, and development of
Stage 1. Maypale subsequently proposes to develop the remaining NDA's over time.



The Ngarara development is guided by a set of management principles, incorporated
imto the GDP and the POP. The prnciples seek 10 protect and enhance the natural
piwironment and minimizse the environmenial impacls associated with the
development These principles are implementad through & range of measures
inchuding:

[a) & low impact stormwater system to manage stormwater on site as far as
possibie, incluting stormmwater collection and reuse and onsite reatment;

b}  anintegrated transportation network that encourages more sustainable modes
of transport, including cycling and walking, and passive recreation;

=] an interconnactad cpen space natwork planned to preserve significant araas of
nafive bush, wetland and coastal ecosystems, and provide a variety of
recreafional oppertunities, and

{d) & built form that is sensitively designed and well-integrated into the existing
enyvironmental contaxt so as to contribute positively towards the character of
each neighbourhood,

LTP PROPOSED RATES — OPTIONS A AND OPTION B

In terms of Council’'s consultation on oplions for rating, Maypole considers that the
status quo (Option A) should be retained. This option works out rates based on fixed
rata charges for services, making it a fair, cerdain and proporionate means of rafing
across the district.

Maypaols disagrees with Council's Option B which seeks to apportion higher costs of
rates for roading based on to a property's capitsl value, and transfer rates for economic
devvelopment fram general district wide rating fo a rating payable only by commerzial
properties, Figures from Council appear to suggest fhat rates on commercial
properties will go up 43%. Commercial businesses are the economic backbone of the
district and providae flow on benafits in tarms of emplayment and community wallbaing.
They shauld not be required ta shoulder the bulk of rating increases to fund Council's
deficit

Relief sought: The Council adopt retention of Option A for rates.
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GEMERAL SUPPORT FOR DRAFT DCP

Maypole generally supports the approach taken by the Council in the Draft DCF, and
acknowledges the work involved in ensuring that the Draft DCP aligns with the
amendments to development contributions required by the Leocal Government Act
2002 Amendment Act 2014 (LGA). Maypole is paricularly supporfive of the
recognition and support provided by the Council for development agreements and a
willingness to enter into development agreements, to achieve better results and public
— private partnerships which has nol been expressed in the previous policy.

However, Maypola considers that & number of ameandments are required ta the Drafl
OCP to ensure it fully aligns with the requirements of the LGA, and paticalarly the
purposa of developmeant confributions being “to erable fermifonal authonties fo recover
from those persons underfaking developmen! a fair, equitablie, and proportionate
portion of the total cost of capital expendifure necessary o service growth over the
fonig term”' These are discussed balow.

Reserve Levy

Faragraph [8] of the DCP notes that the Council will still requinz financial contributions
under the Resource Management Act 1991, ODP and PDP for additional demand for
new reserves and upgrades to axisting reserves generated by development.

It is also possible to levy reserves under the LGA as a development contribution.
Maypole considers that the LGA and treatment of reserves as a contribution under the
LGA is preferable and provides a superior framework to that of the RMA. The LGA
provides greater flexibility, greater transparency and a robust legal framewark for
assessment of reserve confributions. Treatment of reserve contribubions as a
development contribution would alse enable development agreement's to be entered
into encompassing all of the development (including provision for reserves and

activiies on reserves provided as part of that developmeant),

It is noted that paragraph [146] requines evaluation of Tand sel aside as reswlil of an
agreement with Council,’ as parl of an assessment for development contributions.
Maypole notes that the reference to land being provided in beu of contributions appears
to be inconsistent with Council's current intention to freat land as a financis

confribution,

P Eacqion 19TAL
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Relief sought: KCDC levy the reserves and community infrasiructure as development
contributions under the LG A, as opposed to as & financial contribution under the RMA,
That 1he reference o land in paregraph [146] is corrected.

Growth Projections

The growth projections used to underpin the DCP are unclear. Tha figures attnbutable
1o growth and population increase appear to differ across the DCFP Policy, Draft LTP
and cited response to Kapili District being ideniified az a medium growth scenario
under the NPS on Urban Development Capacity. Maypole is particularly concemed
about the references to these being "corservative” in paragraph [33] and [47] of the
DCP and the risk to new and existing development in the event that the Council has
got it wrong. Maypole is particularly concerned that Council has under-estimated the
potential for growth in the district and under estimated the financial contribution
required from Council in order o meet its obligations under the NPS on Urban
development Capacity in terms of the planning and provision of public infrastructure to
support growth,

To assist with the presentation of its submission Maypole will be seeking an interim
explanation from Council on this point and reserves its right to comment further on this
aspect following receipt of Councll's rasponse.

Relief sought: That further clanfication is provided by Council as o the discrepancies
between growth predictions and perceniages attributable to growth in lhe NPS-LUDC,
LTP and DCP.

Timing — when are development contributions collected?

There appears In be a discrapancy in the DCP as to when contributions are payahle
Faragraph [11Z] appears 10 suggest thal the timing for collection of development
contributions changes from whan a 8226 RMA application for subdivizion i made to
when building consent & applied for. This appears 1o be inconsistent with the
subsaguent discussion In the DCP at paragraphs [127]-{132] and paragraph [142)
which states that development confributions are payable in advance of an application
for a s224(c) RMA, cerfificata.

Reolief sought: That Council addresses the inconsistency and confirm when
devalopment contibutions are payable



Davelopment Agreements

19.  The LGA reguires terrtorial authorifies fo consider requests for development
agreements. The draft DCP provides for development agreemenis in paragraphs
[181]-{187], including when development agreements may be entered into, the process
for which they are agreed, and the confents of a development agreement.

20, Devalopment agreements are suitable for large developers: (&) who are providing
significant infrastructure as part of that development, (b) where development or
infrastructure is staged, or infrestructure is nat scheduled within a LTF; or () whare a
devalopar requires infrastructure earlier than when a Council had contemplated
providing this. A development agresment enables the parties to opt out of the
requirement for development contributions and instead find & solution which s tallorad
to the circumstances, infrastructure proposed and community benefit of 2 private
developmant.

21, Maypole iz generally supportive of the implementation of development agreameants
and congiders the draft DCP aligns with the LGA requirements in this regard®,
However, Maypola has some concerns with the policy as drafted.

>3 Paragraph [181] states that "Councdl may enfer info development agreemants in
aifcumstancas wheee there is a nead to allocate responsibility behwean developers and
Council for the conslruction and funding of public works associated with a developmant
in ordar to support outcomes in the Council’s long term plan”. Maypole considers thal
while much of the infrastructure required for the development will be anficipated in the
LTP, some infrastructure may not have been provided for. It iz crucial that a
development agreement can incorporate all infrastructural requirements of the
development not just that which has been planned for by Council. The requirement
that the Infrastruciure provided by any particular development to ' support the eutcomeas
af the Council's fong lerm community pfan' is vague. It is not clear how this would be
applied and is open to differing interpretations. The wording appears to seek to restricl
aOf prascribe narmow circumstances in which development agreements can be entered
inta {in & manner nal provided for In the Act) to situations where there is a need to
allocate respansibility and funding of public works, andior it supports the oulcomes in
the LTF. This is an owverly restrictive approach that is not warranted, and it does not
properly provide for the array of situations and public benefit that development can

* Seclions 2074:-F
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provide, particulardy given that the primary purpose of a development agreemant
dliows the paries @ ‘contract out” of the Act There may be a range of other
circumstances in which it may be desirable for the Council to anter into a daveloper
agreement, which for some reason are nof recognised in tha LTP. Each should be

considerad on 8 case-by-case basis.

Relief sought Maypole requesiz that paragraph [181] should be amended to provide
a wider scope for when a development agreament may be enterad into, thal reflects
tha high level of flexibility provided for such agreemenis under the Act.

MNew Policy

Faragraphs [182]-[187] list some of the key requirements for development agreements
defined by the LGA, Presumably, the requirements listed represented those sections
that the Council considers to be most important when entering into a development
agreemenl. However, Councils policy is silent on and has lefi out reference fo
5 2070(5) of the LGA. This section provides that "if there s any confict batween the
wonfent of a development agresment and the application of & refevant developimean!
confribitions palicy i relafion lo that agresment, the consent of the developmernt
agreerment prevalls”,

While the principle is legislated, Maypole considers that the Draft DCF should
specifically refer to this principle 1o clarify the imporiance and overarching nature of
development agresments, including to provide useful guidance to stall as o whal itlems
an agreement could reasonably consider covering and to provide a clear signal as to
the stalutory effect of entering infa an agresment i.e, , isthat he DCF no longer applies.

Rellef sought: Add a new policy after paragraph [186] which confinms the positon in
s207D({5) thal in the avent of conflict 2= to the content of & development agreemeant
and tha Paolicy that the agreerment prevails,

Further additions to paragraph [187] = Matters to be covered in an agreement.

Thiz policy provides a list of matters that musi be covered in a development agraament
Council's list = not exhaustive and does not currently reflect s 2070 LGA,

As currently drafted, the policy does not give a clear impression as to the multiple
matters that & development agreement can be used to address. By focusing on only a
few of the criteria in 5 207C, the Policy (as drafted) creates the false impression that
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development agreements are only to be used where the developer is providing public
infrastructure. This distinction iz not found in the Act.

Maypole considers that other items provided for in s 207C LGA should be explicitly
refemred to inthis policy, as matters that may be covered o enable readers and Officers
to gain a full appreciation of the range of matters that can be considered as part of &
development agreement, without favouring any particular one of these. ltems that
should be considered include s 207C(3)b) and (¢} LGA. These include matiers such
as ‘whan the infrastructure will be provided, including whether the infrastruciure will be
in stages,” 'who will own and oparale and maintain any infrastructure being provided.”
And the Himing of any vesting of assels andior paymenis.”

Realief sought: add threa new bullat points to paragraph [187] to better capture the
range of items that ‘'may’ be coverad in a development agreement under s 2070
{including):

® When the infrastructure will be provided including whether the infrastructure will
be in stages;

® Whio will own operate and maintain any infrastructure being provided, and

- Timing and arrangements of any vesting of assets and/ or paymeants,

Causal relationship required in order to impose a levy

The LGA defines the purpose and principles for development confributions within
sections 19744 and 19748, Specifically, the purpose of development contributions i2
to “..enable fteritorial authoriies fo recover from fhose persons underaking
development a falr, equitable, and proportionate portion of the fotal cost of capifal
expendifure necessary fo senvice growth over e long ferm.”

The development contribution provisions in the LGA state that all persons exercising
duties and functions under tha Act must take into account the development contribution
principles. The first principle (saction 197AB(a)) is that *development contnbutions
showid omly be requirad if the effects or cumulalive effects of developmeants will create
or have created a requirement for the fermfonsl suthorty o provids or to have provided
new or addifional assels or assels of iNcreased capacity”.
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Section 189 of the LGA restricts a Council's power to impose a levy fo situations whers
‘devalopment contibutions may be required in relation fo developments if the effect of
e developmentiz) is fo require new ar sdditional assets or assefs of increased
capacily and, 85 8 consaquence, tha larmtoral authorty incurs capital expenditure...".

The Draft DCP does not appear to fully comply with the requirernents of tha LGA as |
doas not show sufficiant information to enable a direct causal relationship betwean a
development and the infrastrectural requirements for which it seeks to recover levies
fiar.

Maypole notes that this “threshold test’ s reflected in paragraph [127] of the DCP,
Howewver, the importanca of this test, when considering whether or not a development
confribution should be levied, has not been propedy emphasised in the DCP. Maypole
considers that further text should be inserted, In the discussion of the charges levied
in the paragraphs discussing the Transitional Provisions [56)[58], Roading and
Transporl [S81-{63], Water Supply [641-{69]), Wastewater [70]-[74] Stormwater
Collection and Management [75]-[77], Community Infrastructure [78] which makes it
clear that Council’s approach in applying levies to a particular area is gavernad by tha
‘threshold test” In lerms of whether the individual costs that have been apportioned by
Council in the Tables are refevan! in respect of the parficwar development being
coisitensd,

Relief sought: The DCP as cumrently drafted, does not provide sulficiant emphasis on
the need for a causal conneclion before a levy is payable. The text seems to be
premised on the basis that if it is a developmenl all fees are automatically payable.
Further guidance text showld be addad to the DCP to make it clear to users of the DCP
that the levies shown in the Tables are indicalive onfy {maximum amounts) and that
the aciual levies payvabla need to be assessed on a case-by-case basis, in relation o
thie effects of a parlicular development,

Cau=zal connection in Table 10 and 11.

Iry particular, Maypole has reviewed Tables 10 and 11 in the Schedule to the draft DCP,
which list community infrastructure transition projects and past and future capital
projects to be funded by development contributions. Maypole does not consider that
the information pravides the leval of detail reguired by the LGA.
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This detail is particularly impaortant in relation to Ngarara given Maypaole has invested
significantly in infrastructure for the Ngarara devalopmaent which will:

. Provide a benefit to the wider community; andlor

= Reduca the neead for new or upgraded infrastructure associated with growth.

As presanted, the tables provide, for each ilem, a breakdown of key values, including:
. growth capital already incurred (pre-2017);

" planned capital expenditure expected (2018-38);

" planned capital expenditure incurred to meet growih (2015-38);

. total capital expendifure expacted to meel growth (2018-38); and

i propartion of capital expenditure expected to meet growth (2018-33).

Tablas 10 and 11 do_not provide a breakdown of each of the planned projects that
matches the funding service areas provided in Table 1 of the Draft DCP. In paricular,
reticulation and treatment for water and wastewater is nol distinguished, nor are the
projects distinguished by geographic ares (as is the case in Table 1) Maypole
consklers it to be crucial that such information is provided in the tables &s it enabies
developers to aasily identify which projects they are required to pay development
contributions for and whether & direct causal conmaction can ba established betweean
their project and the infrastructure requirements anticipated. Maypale notes that
Council did provide this detail when requested (and it reserves itz position in terms of
its @assessment of that data). In Maypala's view,_ this detail should be included within
the schedules in the DCP to enable a proper evaluation of lavies due in relation to

particular developments as part of the assessment. This is in line with the LGA.

Relief sought: That the Council amend the Table's 10 and 11 to show which

infrasiructure projects are applicable to a parficular gecgraphic area,
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Bmallar service armas

Maypole has concerns around Council's decision to charge roading and some
stormwater at a disfrict wide lavel (paragraph [41]) as this lacks the specificity to
determine what "effects” can be said 10 relate 1o a particular project. It is also
concerned thal paragraph [57] states: 'Council’s view iz that growth communities in
smallar funding sarvices areas should not be obliged 1o be ihe sole funders of growth
infrastructure that might not heve been constructed fo the same extent, capacily, or
scale o the 2074 amendments had bean in place at an earlier time’. If Councll has
now determined that that infrastructure only has a benefit to a particular “catchmeant”,
then whara is the causal connection to continua 1o bill it to new development in other

areas’?

Relief sought: Council give further consideralion to its use of funding areas in terms
of whather it is possible to break down the roading and stormwater levies so that these
are better aligned with the Act

Growth Projections

The Draft DCP does not specifically provide projections for growth in the Kapiti Coast
district so that the portion of the total capital expenditure to be covered by development
contributions Is not ransparent. Whila Table 3 of the Draft DCP provides planned
capital axpanditure expected to meet growth as a proportion of each infrastructure type
propesed lie, access, roading and fransport;, water, wastewater, stormwater; and
community facilties), the Draft DCP does not clanfy whether the proportions provided
align with anticipatad growth for the reaion, nor does it clarify what anticipated growth
is on @ funding area basis. The onling i.d projection document does not organise its
findings in & way that is relatable fo each Table and it i Maypole's view that these
reed o be clearly stated as part of the Folicy.

Again, this informalion is considered (o bae crucial (o show the direct causal connection
batween anticipated growth rates in the district, or part theraof, and the portion of
infrastruciure projects to be funded by development contributions.

Rellef sought: That the Poliey be amendead to clearly include an explanstion as o the
projections and assumptions for population growih on which the Policy is baged, and
that each Table be amended to include the relevant growth prediction relied upon in
the calculations for that particular item.
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Relationship with LTP

The Draft DCP doas not provide an explanation as to the relationship batween the
major infrastructure projects proposed in the Kapiti District over the term af the LTP as
described in Tables 10 and 11 and the projects ocullined in the LTP consultation
document, specifically page 13. Table 1 shows a comparison between the funding
values provided in the LTP consultation document and the Draft OCP for stormwaler,
wasle waler, water use and roading:

Table 1: Comparison of funding in the LTP and the Draft DCP

-fnl'rasﬁu:tum type | LTP DCP

Stormwater | $192.4m 2146 4m (Table 3)
$11.1m (Table 11)

Waste walar 57.9m iotal ) 355.2m (Table 3 & 11)

Water S54m total F95m (Table 3 & 11)

Roading £33.3m tofal 3113.7m (Table 3 & 11}

The Draft DCF iz alzo unclear with regards o the fotal capital expenditure already
incurred for community Infrastructure. Table 2 provides the botal cost for each asset
{(Paraparaumu Library, Otaki Library, Coastlands Aquatic Centre, and the Civic
Administration Building) and the growth sharad, which is presumably the proportion
considered fo be attributable to growth (ranging from 20-33%). However, Tables 3 and
10 shows 100% of these costs as being paid for by development contributions.
Maypala nofes that clarification is required as to the portion of thesa projects that the
Council iz seeking to recover, parbiculary given that the Council has opted to rely upan
the transitional provisions to continue o levy for these projects.  If thase were built
today, Council could not fund these projecis using development contribufions due (o
the change in the definition of "community infrastructura” {in LGA Amendment Act
2014). In any event, ali of the figures that the Council has attnbuted to growth { 20-
33% or 100%) are particularly high and do not seem to correspond with the growth
predicions as to district wide population growth in the Policy. Maypole questions
whether these costs can lawfully be levied by Council.

Relief sought: That Council clarify its position in terms of the funding potion of these
histaric “community infrastructure” projects that it has allocated to be met by growth. It
iz also requested that Council re-consider whether the percentage of these projects
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Beang apportionsd to "growth” can or should be supported, in terms of whather there
i5 & causal conneclicn between a parbcular development and the need for new
librares, swinming pools and Councll administration buildings as required by the Act

Inclusion of Birthright Project Building Renewals

Thare is an rror in Table 11, which attributes 58 3m lowards the Birthright Building
Renewals (59161). However, this value should presumably be in relation to the
community infrastructure described in Table 2.

Relief sought: That Council confirm the date at which the Birthright Project Building
Renowals commencad and, if necassary, either dalete it from the Schadube given that
it no langer comes within the definition of community facilities that can be lawfully
lewvied, or correct the error by deleting reference to the Bithright Bullding Rencwal and
add it to the historic community infrastruciure projects in Table 2

Stormwater infrastructure

The low impact stormwater design is central to the Ngarare development phitosophy,
Stormwater on the site will be primarily managed through a “low impact® design
ensuning that as much stormwater run-off as practicably possibla is managed on-site
avoiding any discharges to the stormwater netwark or watercourses. The “low impact’
approach includes reducing impervious areas, maintaining a high percentage of open
space, ansite stormwater tfreatment and rainwater collection far reuse

Noarara has been designed to have no overflows into the existing watervays from
surface nun-off ina 100yr event or above, meaning thera will be no Increase in run-off
aszociated with the developmaent of the site.

Faragraphs [75[77] of the Draft DCP outling the infrasiructure requirements for
stormwater, In particular, individual lots collact and manage stormwater so that thay
ara hydrologically newutral, but the Ceuncil is responsible for the design and
managemeant of stormwatar flows when they leave a site. As such, Council reasons
that stthough a development may be hydraulically neutral, the Council may charge
development contributions as those developments create a need for infrastructure to
manage stormwatar flows when thay leave the site (in partioular, during large rainfall
evants, the impacts of rising groundwater flows due to soakage, and the increase of
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flows from Impervious areas), The Council considers 10% of all planned capital
expenditure for stormwater infrastructure should be attributed to growth on this basis?

Maypoele considers that while the approach by Council might be appropriate for some
developments, it does not incentivise developers to invest in low impact stormwatar
designs, such as Maypole has done with Ngarara. The developer will still be required
to confribute towards 10% of stormwater infrastructure that may not be required as a
direct result of the development. Maypole therefore considers that more flexibility
should be provided within the Draft DCP in relation to stormwater infrastruciure to
ensure that it meets the requirements of the LGA, being the direct causal link between
he development and the infrastruciure reguirements

The Policy needs to make il very clear that the application of the stormwater levies
naad to be considered on & case-by-case basis. Particularly given the direction in the
Proposed District Plan that new developments need to be “hydrologically neutral
Those developments (like Ngarara), will have invested heavily in their onsite
infrastructure to ensure that there are no off-site stormwater effects that arse as &
result of the development of that land. It is unclear how Council's proposed collection
of levies for stormsatar management on developments that have been found to be
‘hydrologically neutral,' i.e,, no change in starmwater as a result of the development of
a site can give nse to the necessary causal connaction betwean “an affact’ of the
development and Council's expenditureé on growth related capital assets. From
examination of the Schedules, it appears that much of the costs that will be incurred
by Council in this area arse from updating areas where stormwater has not been
managed on site. It is difficut to see how a devaloper ke Maypole whose
development has gone to great lengths to manage its stormwater ansite can be said
to be responsible for effects ganerated by those who have not.

Maypole consider that those developments that are successful at achieving
stormwater neutrality should not be required to contribute to infrastructure for those
developments that do not. To bear the costs of managing stormwater and then also be
charged a levy, appears to be a duplication of costs contrary to s 200 LGA.

* Table 3



a7

58,

&0,

61.

Relief sought: That the text and tables are ameanded to direct Officers fo consider how
“tedrolggically neutral” an individual development is in terms of onsite management of
stormwater and whether the proposed levy in that case can be said to reprazant an
‘effect” of that panicular development - on a case-by-case basis prior to detarmining
whethar a levy for stormwater ba imposad,

Water use

Tha MNgarara develcpment sesks to provide low impact development options that
minimise water use through education and design, including the nstallation of
fainwaker collechion for all residential dwellings; greywater reuse for underground
garden irrigation; in-house water conservalion devices, water metering; landscape
planning; and the collection of slormwater run-off for reuse. The purpose of these
mechanismas is to signiicantly reduce outdoor water use while also reducing the need
for potable water throughout the home:

Environmental effects assessment prepared in support of the resource consent for the
Waimeha NDA found that the Mgarara development could be catered for by the
existing water supply infrastruciure, in part due to the water saving measures
implemented on site. Most recently as parl of the Waimeha Stage 1 subdivision
consent the Water and Wastewater Services Report® found that all three development
argas currenlly proposed within the Ngarara development (Waimeha, Ti Kouka and
Homestead) could be implemented on the current network whilst maintaining a
mimimum pressure of more than S0m o the development

Furthermore, the Council introduced water metering in July 2014 and has reported a
significant reduction on water usage as a result. This suggests water consumption is
currently well within the limits sllowed by the Council's resource consant of 23,000m?

per day

Glven the above, Maypole questions the requiremant for development contributions
towards a number of the infrastructure projects listed in Table 11 in relation to water
use, In paricular, Maypole iz concernad that it will be required to pay developmant
contrioutions towards projects that do not have any direct causal link with the Ngarara
development, including, for exampls, Waikanae and district-wide water meter
rerewals. Maypole will be instalfing new water mefres on all residential lots, 30 should

“Waler and Wasirwater Seraces Repor, Waimeha Nelichbourhood Davelopment Slapa 1, Sando, 16 Juna 2006
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not be raquired to coentribute towards water matering upgrades on which the
development has no effect. Again, this appears to provide for an appreach that will be
contrary to s 200 LGA. Maypole requests that the discussion of these measuras in the
Policy ba amanded lo ensure that there is a case by case consideration undertaken
as to the relevance of the proposad levies to the devalopment.

Relief sought: That the text and tables in respect of water use are amended to direct
Officers to consider whether or not these aspects are relevant to an individual
development is in ferms of onsite management of water saving measures (for
example, installing their own water meters) and whether the proposed levy in that case
can ba said to reprasent an “effect” of that particular development - on a case-by-case
hasis prigr to determining whether a levy for this item should be imposed.

Access, roading and transport

As part of developing the Waimeha NDA, Maypole has developad the key [ong-term
conmection 16 Te Moana Road, as well as the bridge over the Waimeha Stream, and
built the first section of the arterial connector identified in tha ODPF and FPDP. The
Waimeha NDF application describes the collector road as a route through MNgarara,
providing access to each meighbourhood, The road will feed info Ti Kouks and
Homestead and ramalning naighbourhoods to the north. There will be no private
driveways off the road and it will be designed in a way that will cater for future public
tranzpaort in the area. Council has an obligation under both the Local Governmeant Act
2002 to provida an efficient and functioning local reading network and under the NFS
on Urban Development Capacity, to provide the supporting infrastructure nequired in
regponse to new residential developments, Consequently, it is considered that this
road needs to be included in the development confributions for roading and transport
Districtwide roadwaorks and upgrades to meet growth reguirements.

Relief sought: That Council in its LTP and DCP schedules recognise and provide for
its responsibility to provide a functioning traffic network! reading infrastruciure that is
required to link and/or service the Mgarara development, paricularly in terms of long
terms community links, connector roads and thorough read to Ti Kouka and
Homestead and remaining neighbourhoods to the nerth, This needs fo be done ina
fimety and reasonable way, in conjunction with the developer.
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SmalliMedium Density Housing Uniis

The Ngarara development is providing smallimedium density affordabie housing units
and apartments. For example, in Waimeha, madium density residential lot sizes will
range from 200-400m* with a typical unit size being 140-180m* over two slorays. The
umits will provide an affordable option for first home buyers, Ngarara has also workad
Closely with the Mayor to ensure that some of it offer is in the "affordable home”

rategary

Maypole is concarned that the Draft DCP does not recognise that tha smallimedium
size units will genarate a lower demand for some types of infrastructure than larger
househald units, for example water use and stormwater. Maypole corsiders this
should be addressed through a reduced Housahold Unit Equivalant (HUE) value far
thase types of developmant. Maypale notes that units in retirement villages appear to
ba incenlivised by being recognised and assessed as a lower HUE equivalent than
other dwellings, Maypole notes that retirement homes are pet be the only form of
housing that has an community benefit altached fo It and considers that simiiar
incentives should be provided to those developers who choosa o davelop smaller
affordable homes.

Relief sought: That Council revise the HUE calculations to recegnise lower demand
generated by smaller dwellings and community benefits of these dwellings in terms of
development of cheaper affordable housing in the district,

Funding timeframes

The LGA also places a bar on what development confributions can be used for. The
LGA states that “they can only be tsed for, or towards, the capital expenditure of, in
this case, network or community infrastiucture for which the conirbution was
racuited.” It is unchear to us how this 15 baing addressead by the counal, and how i is
managing the ring fencing of funds that are, or have, been collectad for specific project
purpases, While the DCP does indicate that & has a 30 year timeframe, and it does
refiect the legislative pasition in terms of what happens to funds for projects that have
nod haan constructed, there doas not appear o be any way of determining from the
DCP, tha timing of the particular projects for which funding is sought (i & whatis in the
fundraising siage), what is currently being constructed and what has been completed.
Mar is there any indication in the Tables as o when Councll expects these projects to
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have been pald off (Le. whan funds for that item are no longer raquired and should nao
longer be collected). Many DCP palicies in other districts show the date by which the
funding goal is anficipated to have been reached and the infrastruciure paid off.
Maypole expects thal some project funding requirements will be completed within the
30 year window of the plan, Transparency as to Council's progress and funding goals
allows developers to appreciate whera the levies go and ensures that levies for items
are not being collected for progects where money is no longer reguired.

Relief sought: That the Tables! schedules are updated fo show the status of each
particular item i.e funding being sowght, under construction, completed, or funding has
been paid off, along with estimated date predictions for this to oocur.

Section 200 LGA - “double dipping”

Councl iz prevented from double dipping and cannot sesk a develapmant contribution
whera a similar item has already baan providad by the developer. The currantly drafted
DCF doas not provida for this,

Rellaf sought: Maypale consider that the full text of 5 200 LGA should be sat out in
fhe DCF,
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Diane Mattrass

From: Lisa Jones <Lisa@capitalfootball.org ne>
St Monday, 23 April 20138 748 pom

Ta: Mailbox - Kapiti2d32

Co Richard Reid

Subject: submission for the KCOC Long Term Flan

Dear Kapiti Coast District Council,

I would like to put a submission in to the Long Term Plan on behalf of Capital Foothall and the Football Clubs in
Kapiti.

Ry submission covers bwo areas, Mazengarh Park and Otaraua Park.

1. Mazengarh Park —we fully support the proposal for the upgrade of this park. Currently there are very few
training grounds in Kapiti with lights and the pressure on these fislds is considerable. Having twao extra fields
of quality will make a buge amount of difference to all our players. Currently we are seelng a decline in
children playing football on the Kapiti Coast, which is the opposite of what we are seeing in all other areas of
the Capatal region. We believe that this is partty due to the number of tralning sessions that are cancefled
each week due to the grounds being closed. We can't stress enough the urgent need for more guality
grounds in our region

2. Otaraua Park —we have been advised that it will be approximately four years before we see any changing
facilities built at Otaraua Park. We have a few football fields at this park, but currently can only use it for
limited games due to there not being any facilities there. It is simply unacceptable to expect people to use
portaloos with no running water for hand washing. When the park was first developed for Football, we
assumed that this was a temporary measure, but it has now been this way for at least three years and being
tald it will now be anather four is just unacceptable. On top of this when we schedule senior games, we
have grown men changing on the side of a field. As an organisation we feel that this is simply wrong on
many levels, particularly as this is a public field, which families walk through regularly to get to the Waikanae
river, We urge the Council to include this im the Long term Plan as a very high priority 5o that we can use this

park toit's full capability and that our players can play the sport they love in a safie and hygienic
environment,

| would welcome the chance to speak to my submission and | look forward to hearing from you in the near future.

Kind regards
Lisa

Lisa Jones . Dpembons Manager

54 o 585 SH14
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From: David Perks = David. Perksi@wellingtonnz.com

Sont: Tuesday, 24 April 2018 7:12 am.

To: Mailbox - Kapiti2038

Subject: WREDA submission to KCDC LTP
Attachments; WREDS, submission LTP 2018 - Kapitidoox

Please find attached the submission by the Wellington Regional Economie Development Agency to the
Kapiti Coast District Couneil LTP.

WREDA does not wich to provide an oral submission.

Thank vou

David Perks

Ceneral Masnger - Yenwes, Marketing and Destination Development
Wellington Begional Economic Development Agency

M 64 2T 530 4847
E Dawid. Parks@sllingtonhl 2 com
PO Box 30017, Welingion $143, Mew Zcaland

Wellington N7 com

The infarmation conilained in Bis email is confidential ard imended for the addmessee andy, If you arg nat the intenced reciplant, you are &5ad o
respact that confidantialioy by destroying this email and do ot discioss, copy of make e of B cortents, Four aesislance & appraciabed
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WELLINGTON REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Submission on

KAPITI COAST DISTRICT COUNCIL
Long Term Plan 2018 — 2038

23 April 2018



INTRODUCTION

WREDA i the regional economic development agency for the Wellington region. WREDA combines the
activation of the economic development responsibilities of Weliington City Council and Greater
Wellington Regional Council to advance the prosperity and lveability of the Wellington region,

WREDA's commitment is to advance the prosperity, vibrancy and liveahbility of the Wellington region
through a programme of work that is based on promoting and substantiating the unique character of
our city-region, supporting existing and new businesses to thrive, and driving projects which lead to
enhanced economic prowwth. Our vision is for Wellimgton 10 be the most prosperous, iveable and wibrans
regian in Australasia by 2025,

WREDA is also the region’s marketing and destination story telling engine promoting Wellington as the
maost liveable and vibrant region in Australasia and, establishing a platform for the regions busingsses to
Prosper.

To achieve this aim we work clossly with key partness including councils, government agencies,
individual businesses and business organisations, institutions and venue service providers,

SUBMISSION

WREDA would like to provide & submission on Kapiti's 20 year long term plan supporting your intention
to foster resilience in your environment, your economy and your community so that you are in good
shape to look after each other, mow and i the futtre,

Far all councils, striking a balance for the investrment priorities of rate payer’s money in your community
iz-a great challenge. Preparedness for the future through city planning and being connected, will as you

note be key to Kipiti's growth and reaching your long-term goals.
With this in mind, WREDA supaoris:

1. Roading projects; Maximising the opportunities provided by 5H1 Expressway and Transmission
Gully which will previde greater and improved cannectivity and accessibility 1o and fram the
region.

2. Establishing a commercial rate to:
o attract a more diverse range of businesses
o promote local businesses and attract people to Kipiti's village retail areas
o offer more skilled and sustainable employmient opportunities
o grow the number of visitors wha spend time and maney in Kapiti and add value to the
local business community

3. Housing; Economic growth in regions is limited when there §s a lack of avallable housing to buy
or rent preventing new businesses and residents from moving to the region. initiatives
developed to bulld more houses are supported by WREDA



4, Imvestigating the viability of & 'Kapiti Island gateway’ which could be an important attraction for
visitors and the local community, This work will support the visitor attraction programme and
tourisrm industry development and training.

We look forward to continuing our wark with you and supporting Kapiti Coast with your long-tenm plan
poals,

Wellington Reglonal Economic Development Agency
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Kerbside collection

Local Council prime respansibilities relate to the provision of essential services, eq., clean walter, 8
safe sewarage system and rafuse collection. These services are imperativa for the health of residants
and should be the major priority for KCDC. H is appalling at councll has ance mere abdicated its
responsibility for refuse collection. Praviously council bought inie the "Manira’ of the private sectar
being more affciant than the public sector which once again has proven ta ba false and has bacoms
another on cost the ratepayer. | am incensed &t the changes fo the current refuse collection system.
Owver 25% of residents [ive alone, as | do. My refuse is much lass than hall a shopging bag per waek
and | heve put out for collection one yellow bag avery 5 to & weeks. Whather | like it or not | am now
faced with aver 3 timas the cost per annum. As an oclogenarian travalling to the tip is not a viable
option and adds 1o our pollution. We are offered 4 different private companias from which 1o select,
soma of whom do not have small bins and anly collact waekly, In this age of climate change and
environmantal degradation perhaps council can identify how 4 differant companias collecting refuse
in the same streat s environmentally responsible. | would Bke councll Lo give sedous conslderation to
re-instating a rafuse collaction system.



SUBMISSION KAPITI COAST DISTRICT COUNCIL
LONG TERM PLAN 2018

Local Council prime responsibilities relate to the provision of essential
services, eg., clean water, a safe sewerage system & refuse collection.

These services are imperative for the health of residents & should be the
major priority for KCDC.

It is appalling that council has once more abdicated its responsibility for
refuse collection.

Previously council bought into the ‘Mantra’ of the private sector being
more efficient than the public sector which once again has proven to be
false & has become another on cost the ratepayer.

| am incensed at the changes to the current refuse collection system. Over
25% of residents live alone, as | do. My refuse is much less than }: a
shopping bag per week and | have put out for collection one yellow bag
every 5 to & weeks.

Whether | like it or not | am now faced with over 3 times the cost per
annum. As an octogenarian travelling to the tip is not a viable option &
adds to our pollution.

We are offered 4 different private companies from which to select, some
of whom do not have small bins & only collect weekly. In this age of
climate change & environmental degradation perhaps council can identify
how 4 different companies collecting refuse in the same street is
environmentally responsible.

| would like council to give serious consideration to re-instating a refuse
collection system.

Yours sincerely.
Mrs Margaret Robins.
858 Arawhata Road. 21/04/2018
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=y Coastiands Shoppingtown Limited
Enastianes RO Bax 99, Paraparsumi 5254, Mew Zealend 1! Phona (04) 900 9899 4 Fax (04) 902 9891 I roastisnds co.nz

20™ April 2018

The Chief Executive
Eapiti Coast Dhstriet Council
Private Bag 60601

Paraparaumu 5254

Dear Sir,

Re: Coastlands Shoppingtown Lid Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council 201 8-
2038 Long term plan

Coastlands Shoppingtown Ltd (Constlands) is the trading arm and part of a group of
companies owned of Alpha Corporation Lid, a publicly company with almaost 100, largely
Kapiti hased sharcholders. Coastlands was incorporated in | 968 and has been trading in
Kapiti for almost fifty years. Coastlands is the landlord for over 100 businesses and
community organisations and represents over 3300 million of tumover in the Kapiti district

Coastlands comments on the Long term plan (LTF} 2018-2038 Consultation Locument as
follows:

Agreed Growth Projections (Page 8)

The LTP is based on a projected average nerease in population of only 0.7% per year over
the next 30 vears. With the opening of Transmission Gully, Coastlands believes that the
annual growth is likely to exceed this by a substantial amount, This is of concern as if Kapit
Coast District Council (KCDC) have not planned for this aceurately then they will be left in a
situetion where they will either have to suppress development or make urgent upgrades to
infrastructure 10 cope with the demand. We understand that there were substantial
reservations about the fisture growth within the business and development community voiced
at a recent LTP workshop on Development Contributions by developers in the District, We
have reviewed the assumptions used by .id and note that they appeared to base the growth on
the conversion of existing residential zoned in an orderly manner 1o housing stock.
Coastlands is aware of developers and land owners looking at the re-zoning of large amounts
of otherwise uneconomic land to residential 1o meet the anticipated demand as a result of the
completion of Transmission Gully.

Coastlands urges KCDC to urgently review the growth forecasts in conjunction with the
development community to achieve an Agreed Growth Projection. Without this, there can
be very little faith that the LTP is based on sound assumptions. This will increase the nsk that
KCDC will need to come up with a challenging *emergency’ short term plan to ensure thal
the growth beyond that 0, 7% figure is not reacted w in an ad hoc manner which would go
against the aims of the LTP to provide integrated decision-making and coordination of the



resources. KDCD) is identified as a medium growth district under the NPS-UDC and whilst it
is encouraging that there is work undertaken to include capacity for 20% and 15% over the
shortlong term through the work across the other medium growth councils, it is clear that
Kapiti is in the position where the growth will fall more greatly percentage wise due to the
impact of greater accessibility, having more greenfield sites which are easier to develop and
having a higher level of amenity that people are seeking to locate in,

Affordability or fairness as a means of determining rates (Page 10, 14)

Coastlands are open to changing the status quo of the rating system, however, we have
concems with the approach thus far, We believe that there are issues which the approach that
KCDC have taken to the option to change the rating system in relation to affordability or
fairess. Coastlands believes that rates should be for the payment for services from KCDC
based on the anticipated use of those services. Whilst Coastlands understands that there are
some residents in the community whe have an inequitable percentage of their income on
rates, the assessment of the various options needs o be properly assessed particularly for
commercial ratepayers. Commercial property owners who have had tarpeted rates for the
first time do not get a vote in council elections, therefore, the introduction of any change
should take account of our views and the effect any change could have on our business. The
risk of doing otherwise, is that the effect of changing the rates on economic growth of the
district would not properly be accounted for.

The change to the use of CV for rating (Page 14)

The use of a charge relative to a property’s capital value (CV) for determining the roading
rate is not considered to be an equitable way to determine its rate payment. For example, it is
not considered fair that two adjoining propertics that are identically sized and tenanted but
have different aged and styles of buildings on them should pay different rates. Coastlands
disagrees that this will result in a fairer outcome as paying differing amounts for the same use
is not in our opinion, fair, This discourages re-investment in making improvements to
commercial property which has an adverse effect on the amenity of the area.

Coastlands disagrees with the use of C'V to determine the roading contribution and requests
that the original method of fixed charges continue to be used to determine roading
contribilions,

Targeted Commercial Raie (Page 15)

Coastlands has two issues with the targeted commercial rate. The first is identifying who
benefits from the spend on economic development. The business demographic in Kapiti is
strongly skewed to the self-employed. These businesses are highly likely to be operating from
private residential premises and not commercial premises which mean the burden of the rate
falls on the larger businesses that do operate from commercial premises. From information
provided by KCDC, the amount of commercial mtes for Coastlands is $50,000. This is 10%
of the total commercial rate yet Coastlands would not account for 10% of the commerce in



the district. It is requested that the background analysis to these caleulstions is reconsiderad
in light of this.

The second issue Coastlands has with a targeted commercial rate is the control of the
spending of the rate. Coastlands has recently been involved with the KOCDC controlled
redevelopment of the Kapiti Lights area as part of the town centres development. We were
disappointed that there was a fack of financial control and direction with this project. We,
therefore, have reservations as to whether KCDC would spend a targeted commereial rate in
a cost-effective manner,

Focus on Stormwater Management / Development Contributions (Page 18)

For many years KCDC has had a policy of hydraulic neutrality, meaning that any new
development must control and store stormwater on its own site and only release that water
it the stormwater system at a rate that is no greater than if the property was undeveloped.
This policy is expensive for developers to satisfy and has led to large amounts of still deep
water bodics in the form of retention ponds, Coastlands has recently obtained a resource
consent for a property that will require sophisticated water storage solutions that will cost
many millions of dollars.

We are concemned that this spending to control our own stormwater {2 linancial contribution)
with the addition of development contributions for the stormwater solutions of others for us
seems 1o us to be ‘double dipping’. The stormwater issues that are apparent are hecause of
past underfunding by existing developed sites. It is not considered to be fair that new
development should be required to pay for both. We believe that the focus on stormwater
should be funded from the general rates take.

Delay to the Town Centres works (Page 22)

In 2012, Coastlands demolished the then Palmers Garden Centre building because it had
carthquake strength issues, poor guality buildings and uneconomic site coverage, Work was
well advanced on the detailed design of a replacement building when we were approached by
ECDC and Beca with a vision for a pedestrian link from the train station through Kapiti
Lights over the vacant Palmers site and across Kapiti Road with the aim to link the transport
hub, the commercial centre and the civic centre, Afier due consideration, Coastlands
abandoned its previous design and sought a resource consent and building consent based on
the council's vision for and commitment to an integrated town centre with Rimu Foad as a
Mlaire Street

We spent more than 3 million dollars on a building with no tenants signed up because we
had been reassured of the council’s commitment to the vision. We have actively used the
council’s vision in our marketing of the property and the marketing of the Coastlands Square
development. As late as mid December 2017, we had the council assurance that the works to
complete the connection from the commercial hub to the civic hub would start in January



2018, We were eventual advised that the works were cancelled via an email with an agenda
of a quarterly meeting from the PA to the Mayor.

Coastland strongly believes that KCDC has a moral duty to finish the town centre work as
Coastlands has invested substantial amounts in based on KCDC promises. Coastlands asks
that the Town Centres work to link across Rimu Road is completed in the 2018/19 year as
opposed to the delays suggested in this LTP. The changes that have been made in regard to
Council’s priorities is of concem to Coastlands as we want to work together 1o IMPTOVE LT
public realm in Paraparaumu, however, these decisions appear to be made without any
consideration of the financial consequence on our business,

[hakara Street/ Kapiti Road Link (Page 22)

The Thakara Street Kapiti Road link is an integral part of making Rimu Road a main street
under KCDC’s Main Street Town Centre vision, Delays to this important piece of transport
infrastructure has not only the effect of delaying the main street, but it also has adverse
effects on the development of our Coastlands Square development. The resource consent
approved for Coastlands Square has requirements 1o not create major effects on traffic flows.
The ability to use the Kapiti Thakara link to avoeid the slow vehicle Main Street environment
was a crucial part of this mitigating the traffic effects. This will be lost if the link is not
developed and the development on Coastlands Square may be delayed because of this,

Development Contributions {Page 27)

It is understood that the current development contributions are increasing in Papaparaunu
from §10,302 to $12,642 (HUE). This has only been made subsequently clear by
modifications after the Development Contributions informative session held for develapers, |
believe that the impact of these increases has not been adequately assessed. Although
Coastlands believe that it is important to plan for the additional spending to make sure our
comumunilies are sustainable in the future, it is also important that vou take proper account of
the impact that these changes have in terms of the proportion of those costs on total
development costs. Any changes which have the potential to affect the viability of a
development is something that should go through a thorough cconomic impact assessment.
For example, whether there is the potential for house prices to increase in the district due to
any changes. Coastlands therefore request that KCDC report on the likely-sensitivity of
property developers to proposed increases in their development contributions charges.
Hamilton City Council, for example, has recently had a report externally commissioned on
the economic effect of their proposed development contributions.

Coastlands are highly concemed about the effect of the change in development contributions
will have on discouraging residential and non-residential development, Using an example of
a 40 unit residential subdivision, this would increase the development contributions from
$412,080 to $505,680. Coastlands is in particular concerned about the “double hit® effect on
non-residential development in the distriet, For example, using the Coastlands Square
example, the proposed changes for non-residential units will result in a very high increase in



development costs. Using the Coastlands Square example of 18,000m2, the proposed policy
change would result in development contributions of $505,680, This is an increase of 35%
from the current poliey which resulted in development contributions of $370,872 (with the
first 500m2 discount being taken off this amount). It does not appear that KCDC have
properly assessed the impact of a policy change such as this, and whether the effect would
actually be contrary to their policy goals 1o encourage growth within the town centre.
Commereial develapers will be discovraged from locating within Kapiti. The effect of
discouraging commercial development that would oceur under the current policy should be
assessed, as the result of losing demand from commercial development in the district will
have adverse effects including, losing the development contribution that they would have
been willing to pay under current policy, their commercial rates, and the benefits to the
commimity from the increased jobs and the intangible *buzz” that comes from a arowing
twn centre, 1t is a real concern that viability has not been properly assessed.

The lack of economic impact assessment of these proposed changes encapsulated within this
LTP are of concern. It has been confirmed that KCDC did not actively consider inceniives
through the development contributions policy process. This approach demonsirates a lack of
long term planning towards encouraging the type of development that KCDC want 1o see
oceurring in the district. For example, other councils such as Hutt City Council adopted
initiatives to stimulate housing and population growth, to attract new developers into the eity
and to change the mix of housing types better suited to the city’s future population. This
policy included changes such as remitting consent fees and Development and Financial
Contribution fees, as well as rates remissions for five years for developments in certain
location. The success of this policy shows that a bald approach 10 foster development can
work. It is therefore disappointing that KCDC have not considered the positive effects that
different options of development charges and rates remissions were not explored so that
accurate cost-henelit analysis could be carried out,

Coastlands requests an opportunity to speak to Council on the points raised in this
submission. Please contact me un my email address rmanselli@coastlands co,nz to arrange 3
time for this to take place.

I understand that all submissions will be made available at Council offices and public
libraries, however, can you please ensure that my personal information is not published.

Yours faithfully,

 Coastlands Shoppingtown 1td

Lh
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f M 11
Wayne Maowill L APR {1

Kapili Coast Disfrict Councl
Privale Bag G0601

Paraparaumiu 'ﬂ:' % SH} | Li ‘1- :

3264
Dear Wayne

Feedback for your Long Term Plan

A3 many territorial and reglonal councils throughout Mew Zealand @ne currently consulting on their
Long Term Plans, | wanted to take the opportunity o remind councils of thedr obligations undar the
Hazardous Substances and Mew Onganisms Act 1958,

Pleage consider these abligations whenevar you are réviewing your plans and priontising your
activites,

Collectively, and alongside regional councls, New Zealapd’s 67 terrtonal authorities are our biggest
field force of hazardous substances anforcement officers oulskde warkplaces — responsible far
hazardous substance compliance and enforcamant in every public and private location within their
boundares, In situations not centrolled by olher agencies

There are significant environmental and safety risks of not adequataly rasouncing these
responsibilitiss,

| appreciate the difficulty In quantifying the size and potenbial impact of the risks, and the challenge of
competing resources. Hazardous substances, however, span all of the outcomes that many counciks
already focus on— such as waler guality, alr quality, and sustainabde resource management, Rather
than address hazardous substance anforcement in Isolation, yvou could consider Improverments n
relation to the other environmental and economic oulcomes you are working towards, This might
include, for example, distributing public education material on hazardous substance safaty to your
ratepayers, andfor you might decide to fund an in-house hazardous substances expert o support your
enforcement staff,

Thank yaou for he rode you play in safeguarding the health and safely of New Zealand’'s people and
environmaent,

Yours sincerely
| ( [/
W
~

Allan Freeth

Chief Executive
. ] +ﬁ-ﬂ-ﬂ e [ 2425 Lhﬂ li]' . P el y'.ll.'.l- ll.r

FasbEd 4.5 04932 5 Lanibiees Cliy

eruiL infodfopa. gowt nx Fereata Bag G307, Waterion Ty

Wellngion B14A0, New Zpsland






Make Submission

Consultee

Email Address
Company { Organisation
Address

Submission by

Submission D
Response Date
Consultation Polnt

Status
Submission Type

Vearsion
First and last name

Title

Address

Phone
Email
Are you providing feedback

Cirganisation name

Hearings

18LTP-319

Anne and Andy Willlams (G2185)
anneandandywi@omail.com
Group Submissian

299 Mazengarh Road
Paraparaumu
5032

Lomg term plan 201 8-38 consultation

Group Subrission | Anne and Andy Wilkams -
BE1BE)

18LTP-319
24/04M18 3:57 PM

Tall us what you think about aur lang term plan
(View)

Submilted
Othar

(R

Anneand Andrew Williams

253 Mazengsrb Road Paraparaumu 5032

04 207 0246 or 027 746 6005

anneardandywi@omail com

on behalf of an organisation

Group of individuals (see names listed)

Do you wani ta speak to the Council aboul your submission?  Yes
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Tell us what you think
about our long term plan

We need to receive your feedback by Spm on Monday 23 April 2018

It's sasy to gree us your leadback online, at
kapiticoast.govt.nz/kapiti2038, or you can
use this form. ¥ou can post Lhis complened
farrm To:

Long term plan submissions
Kapiti Coast District Council
Private Bag 40601
Paraparaumu 5254

Or drop it off to your local likrary, service
centre or the Council buslding, 175 Rimu Road,

Paraparaumil.

Or you can scan and armail i1 e

kapiti2038@kapiticoast.govt.nz

Need more space 7 You can send us exira pages
if there s erraugh space on bhis form fo sap
everything you want foe fell us. Please make sure
yau put wour name and contact defails on each
Sheetyousend ys.

ro—
Lez f=++5|;:-1¥“u::q|t e

Y ks
.G""ﬂ Mz Slabe ol ,5|:|3-;.;.

e T 'I'Jv.:.l'r-wcd? ::E, -FLnﬁeruF-

Firzt nama tlll-'l,u-.n & Il{:"irw::ri-’ki ed

Last name Ilﬁ;.l\ll'l,-. [ T 1

Title (tick one) [7] Me [IMrs [IMe [ IMiss [ ] Dr
Address /9 (N azen (==, ko
J@fupw SLCTATED

Phone 30 707LG - 017 T4 Lboo]

Etm!llmmmmﬂmﬁjﬂ.a_ aracul o COM

Are you providing feedback? [tick ane/

|| as an indedual

|| on behall of an erganisation | Grgamsation name:

/ Mes, I'TB G -;@;fs;up_éciml.;_ﬁﬂuihfuf

Do you went to spaak to the Council about your

" submission? [fick ona/
lh'. "{.‘—l_,_gl Yae M pau de, we will eantact pod af the amail address

o plaae number provided above o arrangs 2 fime
Hearings will bake place during e week
of T4 May 2718

[ No

Privacy Statement: Flagoe note thiat adl suamicseons lincluding names and contact defails] will be made available a8 Councid
elices and gl libraries, A sutmmary ol subimissions Inciuding the nama ol the subimibtler may #lso bemade pablicly awailzble
pnd pasied nn the Kipitl Coast Disfrict Cowacl weobaite, Persenal inlermaton will be usad lor sdminictration relating iz tha subject
rmatler ol the subrrssiand, ineieding netifping submitiers of subsequend sheps god decisinns. All nfarmatian will he hedd by Kdpit
Coast hstrsct Cauncil, with sebrmithers haying tha right to sccess and corfedd persanal infarmatinm

I ot dio o weish your persenal informiation bo be publshed pleasse tick e box |:|
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Where we're heading . -

Considering cur challanges and constrants, do you think we're focusing on the right 10-year outcomes?

IL"{-*;-;_ Cl‘.'-"--tr"l{_,-i.ll-ﬁ Mlaym comnealn -'.sli-;.::-.__...lld Eﬂ,

’fﬁgfﬂ‘j%‘-’ﬂthft- "'ﬂ:n]t' P whm'\'
l:jt?m Qe 'ﬁ:'\e.fl-".' &::ﬁ,

Our financial and infrastructure strategies - -

The Council plans to pay down debl, reduce borrowings and target mfrastructure .
spanding for resilience and growth. What are your wiews on this approach? \Mes, I o 'H"“'\ L"-
i ineportoed 4o .;_:1:.-.% down Dbl |We must concentrale
o~ dnfastruckure cnly. We cve aganst berew
-.".A"':j POErE peameys We dS mat wicet lf_.:_;rmf__H e f{ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ
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i
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Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rales across the district?

Do vou agree with the Caurcil’s Flease tell us why:

Efsg?;tﬂgnmmmmﬁ- We [ec| #hat we all use the same
%ﬁ:u H‘H:.ﬁ; %43 m'r-j o oy | Eilf_‘chL

[ ] Mo = keep the status quo : - A ]
leave the rating systemasits =" bl L ey Pr‘:fh'-"rk"':s

D Yes - reduce the proportion hq‘u'f' = 'P c"j b ~3I|WEJ‘ T'El.ll'ﬂ'i )

of fixed-rate charges and
intreduce a commercially
targeted rate | &= ::,..-_Pmﬁ.-.\,i'ﬂ rome ;
(Cowncils preferred option)

\eose mabe - Ve hive i S

Key decision: What should we do next to address stormwater

IJ..lll 00d risks?

Do you agree with the Council's Please tell us why: We are exdremel qius.q{:pam}:a;"l

prefered eptionofa revised 45 hear thod Mozemocuh Dvcum i nok oo

i5-year programma’t Yo 'l.':-fdr n...-l-.frjrﬂ.,lg,_-i r oo rars, T —th

[ No-keepthe status quo | o i 1 TR et thve @ culverks wes)
programme 0 Hre T¥ PrEsIlon| itk are Qolbert
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Workonthego =

Ay Comimants: on:

» Coastal hazards and climate change

# Housing

Replacing the Pask3kariki seawall

Paraparaisrmu and Waikanae town cantres

Meclean Park

Kapit Island gateway

We are vers Dacisie mj:uns-,*' Gaginet) apm:i-.nﬂ ““3""-1
o B cenltes, s ey should e o g oing]
Sharsewdshed o Flused r1-:.|:=- A+ s 5{— e w’u Aok
rewe Fh-l'_'. 'Er'l-'ﬂl"".il: F..w(' "&'ﬁ#'ﬁ{,’_ Ly ‘_H.:.rn-:‘-ﬂ-n.lﬁ-'i ;2!";“"#'&5* E.lﬁql.,.,lnt

W oW oW
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Vs L%— % I pfwm"f-:-\«_-\bg.mda;d Ofcoarse we wont
Hrcsc -Phwjj'i Eaat e have euverd Pning we
et WE hove 42 covcentrale on Whak we

NEED.
Rates for 2018/19 . .

|F the draft leng term plan 5 adopted with all our recommended proposals, & rates increase of £.7% on
average will apply across the district far 201819, Do you sugport this?

[]ves [ Mo Husarse wWe do noh wWort ocur rates
\~efeased Ak aonout, ﬂ"-a. he b‘_‘j Pat E,Pﬁ-,cj.nﬁ
S~ oYher ?fﬂ Ee'={'5 e lners ""h‘\a-.ﬁ’ 'TﬂSfﬁSLII_JErHJrE-
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e weu)d RCLE?!’ - L Ff-'li"ﬁ'ﬁ; fﬂu: "'"'3

EDLui:::l o ’Iﬁé}qﬁirmt]ruﬁ: DNLJ-[

I:hang es to fees and charges

We've proposed changes to some fees and charges, including new
Food Act charges. |f you have any views about these, please comment:
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Pages 27-28

If youi have ary views about the proposed changes to our development contributions policy,
please tell us here;

If you have ary views about the proposed changes to our revenue and financing policy,
please tell us here

If wour have amy views about the proposed changes to our rates remission policy, please fell us here:

f wou have any other feedback about this plan, or the work of the Council E'.EEE.E commeant here
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Version e

Files
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Are you providing feedback
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Do you want to spask fo the Council about Your submession?

If you do, we will contact you at the email address
or phone number provided above o arrange a time.
Hearings will take place during the week of 14 May
2018,

Privacy statement

Plaasa note that aif submizeions (incliding mames and contact details) wil be made avalable af Counal

offices and puble Thrares. A summary af submizsions including the name of the submilfar may also be made
publicly avaiable and posted on the Kagili Coast Distriel Councll website, Parsonal information will be used
far adminisiration relating to the sulved matter of tha submissians, including nodifiing sobemterns of subsanuant



12 April 2018

Mayor K Gurinathan
Kaniti Coast District Council
Private Bag &0 601
PARAPARALIDALI 5254

Diear Sir

Proposed rates flly 20018/19

| was appalled to receive your letter [undated] regarding the proposed rates increasa for my property
af 57.71 per week.

| have a modest homa on a back section looking over the Waimanu lagoon, which | assume is why |
am being charged this exorbitant amount. It cannot be for semnvices to the lagoon, when | first bought
the property the lagoen was clean and flushed regularly. | think it was only flushed twice last year and
the north end s rapidly returning to swamp and desperately needs dredging. This summer there were
sick ducks everywhers due to botulism. There are signs up everywhere re the hygiene of the lagoon
(at what cost) which the Council will not service. | do wonder if my $7.71 per week will make any
differencell

I believe million dollar homes in the garden area of Waikanae only have an increase of $100.00 and
cannat urderstard why | am charged an extra 400,00,

| wiould appreciate it if you could look into this matter more seriously as it does not seem a fair option.
Everyone on the Kapiti Coast uses the roads not just the beach residents.

Yours sinceraly
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Long term plan 2018-38 consultation

bz Ragne Maxwell (59052)
18LTP-321

2304118 T:22 AM

Tell us what you think about our long term plan
(M)

Submited

Email
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18LTF-321 - Ragne Maxwel.mag

Ragne Maxwel

13 Miriona Grove Paekalariki

021 027 84181

Do you want 1o speak fo the Council abaut your submission? Mo
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Frosi: Ragns Maiowsl

T Bl - KapindGas

Sulyject: Kirtsite Recycing Sebmisson
Diate: Manday, 23 A 2008 171052 aum.
Ragna Maxwell

13 Miriona Grove

Paekakariki

021027 84191

Submission on the Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term
Plan 2018/38

| DO NOT wish to make an oral submission

Why Our Counecil Shauld Provide a Kerbside Recycling Programme
With a Waste Minimisation Incentive

We were delighted when KCDC introduced a kerbside recycling service locally and
saw this as a very positive step forward in our local rubbish services, We were
however very disappointed 1o realise that this was just the thin edge of the wedge
re privatising rubbish collection. The price of the bags steadily went up and has
led to increased dumping of rubbish locally, presumably by lower income families.
Council rates should cover such essential local services and do in other local
councils, The Kapiti Coast is an area of great beauty and Introducing such a short
sighted policy is a real mistake.

| am in full agreement with the submission letter below:

For those of us who have continued with the remnants of the KCDC provided
kerbside recycling scheme the recent announcemeant by Envirowaste that they are
withdrawing has been a bitter blow, but not unexpecied. it demonstrates the abject
failure of KCDC abandoning kerbside recycling to the private sector and the
absolute imparative of KCDC restoring a council-provided kerbside recycling
service, coupled with a wasie collection service which has a waste minimisation
incentive,

MNow this expenment has come o an end, we should return to a ratepayer funded
kerbside recycling service, coupled with a waste to landfill collection service with
incentivises waste minimisation.

Background

After Enviro\Wasie recenlly announced al short nofice they were discontinuing
their service, KCDC issued a Q&A shaat,

The KCDC Q&8A sheet does not tell the whole story. It says: "In 2012-13 after
community consultation, council made the decision to exit from kerbside collection
services — at the time there were three other contractors also providing the service



across the district. The reason for this change was that the alternative providers
could provide more cost-effective services, al a much lower rate than the council
could match. The difference in price was becausa the council had to cover the
costs of providing kerbside recycling to those ratepayers who use the recyeling
service weekly, but only use the rubbish bag infrequently.”

The scheme to privatise our waste was implemented well before 2012, so any
consuliation in 2012/13 planning process was well after the horse had bolted.

In fact, KCDC effectively exited kerbside recycling and. perhaps more imporiantly,
waste ministration, in the 2007-10 term after a privatisation proposal was sold to
councillors by senior KCDC management. During the 2007-2010 term, KCDC
adopted kerbside recyeling. Previously waste for the landfill was collected weekly
in bags and residents could use recycling centres at various locations.

When KCDC decided to adopt kerbside recycling. The free recycling facilities in
local communities were closed and KCDC began providing a bag collection (for
waste to landfill} and a kerbside recycling bin. The incentive to reduce waste was
the cost of the bags.

Then KCDC senior management proposed that the system be handed over to
private contractors. The theory (now completely disproved) was that the
competition between commercial contractors would keep the bag price (the only
cost) down.

There was no suggestion that residents would be required to put a minimum
number of bags out to sustain the contractor's need to make a profit. On the
contrary, there was a clear undertaking that a free kerbside recycling service
would remain, and the implication was that the status quo of residents being able
to reduce and minimise waste would continue.

Of course, the confidence KCDC management had in the market was ill-placed
and the roots of the fallure of the system occurred when KCDC exited providing
the service as a ratepayer semvice.

That is because we now do not have a service which promotes waste minimisation
and recycling. We have no service provided by our council and all the private
SErvices

require a commitment o an annual fee for a waste to landfill container (wheealie

bin} with recycling as the add-on.
In short, the current situation is:

wea have no participation or leadership from our council

we have a fully privatised failed system

we have no services which have waste minimisation incentives and zero
incentives to recycle

The promise made when the privatisation occurred — that a free kerbside



recycling service would remain — has been broken. This can fixed by restoring a
free (rate-payer funded) kerbside recycling service,

Others can do it. Why not us?

Ralepayer-funded kerbside recycling/rubbish collections have continued in our
neighbouring areas of Ponrua, Wellingten and Hutt City.

Kapiti is one of the councils participating in the Wellington Region Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan (201 7-2023), which states: "Councils have a
statutory role in managing waste and are required to promole effective and
efficient waste management and minimisation within their districts.”

KCDC is falling to adequalely or effectively promote waste minimisation in our
district because the job has been left to commercial contractors who have not
interest in this goal.

Kapiti prides itself on being and environmentally conscious district. How can this
possibly be If we have no leadership from our council on waste minimisation and
the whole issue has been handed over to private companies with not commitment
to our district or waste minimisation?

Cost

Of course, restoring a ratepayer-funded system would mean a cost to all
ratepayers, regardless of whether they use this service or not. There is also an
environmental cost to ignoring council’s responsibility to take leadership on waste
minimisation,

KCDC's previous actions in exiting kerbside recycling and rubbish collection has
left a gap which has been filled by a range of options that have no waste
minimisation incentive, such as large wheelie bins with the same cosl attached
regardless of the amount of waste from households). Some households may
choose to continue with the status quo. Our rates provide many such services
that are not used by everyone in the community, such as sports facilities and
libraries. This is certainly not a valid argument for not providing them. The purpose
of rates is to pay for the services communities

need, which are good for the community generally and reflect our goals, one of
which is waste minimisation.

Solution sought

It is time for KCDC to return to the provision of a kerbside recycling service with a
waste to landfill collection service which incentivises minimising that waste (as the

bags have done).

The Q&A shesl states: "under the curmrant systemn, instead of every housshold
having to pay a set portion of rates for a set of rubbish and recycling service, each
household can choosa the service they would like to use, based on what providers
are offering.”

However, every household does not have a service they would like to use as there
is no service which achieves the goals of encouraging waste minimisation and
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TO: KAPITI COAST DISTRICT COUNCIL ON THEIR LONG TERM PLAN
SUBMISSION BY REIKORANGI RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION INCORPORATED

EMAIL: Rrikdrangiresidents@gmail. com

DATE: Monday 23 April 2018

We would like to be given the oppartunity to speak to this submission.

1. The Reikarangi Resident’'s Assaciation Inc. [ “the Assaciation”} is making @ subrmsson on Council's
Long Term Plan [LTP).

The Assaciation was incorporated on 3 April 2017, The Association represents around 80 members,
all of wham are landowners in the Reikdrang Valley. The purpose of the Association is set aut in
the Rules.of the Assoeiation and is as follows:

Purposes of Society

31 The purposes of the Society are to:

& Represent the ntarests of the Beikdrang Community:

. Establish, Maintain; and Provide fadilities, grounds, svents for the use of the RetkGrangl Cammaurity;

. Presereetha higtory and environment of the Reibdrang ares for the use and aduration of futere gareratons;
d. Raise funds for corpmunity projgecis that benefit pecple living in the Reikirang anes,;

&, Do snything necessary or befaful to the shove pis potes,

3.0 Pecuniary pain i nod & purposs of the Souisty,

The Association represents landowners trom the beginning of the Reikdrangi Road {opposite the
Waikanae Quarry} through to the top of the Akatarawa Road, Mgatiawa, Terrace and Kent Roads,
Rangiurt Road and Mangaone South Road.  Within this area we understand there are
approximatetly 600 ind widual landholdings all of which are zoned rural.

The Reilkérangi Valley iz the headwaters for the Waikanae River and contains large tracts of crown
land [Department of Corservation estate and Kaitawa Reserve), regional council land
(Maungakotukutuky Forest Park) and Council land (Hemi Matenga reserve, esplanade reserves
adjoming the Waikanae River {including a resenie opposite the site of the Ngatiawa Bridge) and the
Megatiawa River, and Council cwned land adjoining the water treatment station; and the Beikdrangi
Community Reserve land). There are parcels of land that is Macon land in lang term leases and Maon
fraehold land

2, The Association’s submission is asking Councll ta suppart our cammunity™s long term viskon (through
short, medium and long-term actions} in this Long Term Plan 2018 — 2038 and in particular through
its three yvear actions. We attach a copy of our Commanity Vision Statement that has been through
a consultative process over the last eight months with cur wider community, This Statement, along
with this document, form our submission to Council on the Long Term Plan, The Vision Statement
and this document are seeking support from the Councd in this LTP for the following goals:

I A cohesive comminity that has access to resaurces that enables individuals and families to
meet together specifically through maintenance of the Reikdrangi Community Hall; and the
creation of a reserve management plan for the Reikirangl Community Reserve that would give
effect to the community's aspirations for this land,
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A healthy community through provision of cycleways, horse riding tracks and pedestrian paths;

A thriving natural ervirenment through prowvision of active pest plant and animal controls and
support for actions that lock to achieve this goal,

A safe community through safer roads, provision of suitable signage, remaval of dangerous
trees within road reserves or where trees pose a safety risk, maintenance and upgrading
culverts/bridges to protect infrastructure from heavy rain events;

Support for ReikGrangi as a tourist destination through support for Te Araroa Walkway [users
and infrastructure); enabling the use of the ReikErangi Community Reserve as a freedom
camping facility and for wse by Te Araroa walkers as a campground; and better walking access
between the end section of the Te Araroa walkway and Waikanae,

3. We consider that the benefitz of supporting such a long term vision [through short, medium and
long-term actions) extend across the wider Kapiti Coast community for the following reasons

Access to local parks, reserves (with walking tracks) and walkways/oycleways increases the
popularity as a "place to live” particularly by families;

Provision of new walking tracks particularly ones that link Te Araroa walkway and the
existing Walkanae River track promotes Kapiti 35 a tourist destination;

Rermaval of pest plant and animals would improve biodiversity which has intringic banefits;
Support for regeneration of native vegetation improves water guality;

v, Improving road safey reduces accidents and deaths from the many users of the roads in
our community (oyclists from the Wellington region oycle the Paekakariki, Haywards ard
Akatarawa Road loop),
Specific Submizsion Points

4. We would like to thank the Council staff in assisting us with investigating our specific submission
points for this submissian,

ROADING INFRASTRLUCTURE: Hoading infrastructure needs to be addressed on the short

firn

mediate attention), medium (2 = 5 yr programme of works], and hong tesm basis (5 yrs plus)

including addressing:

2.l

33

immediate attention; Installation of signage to encourage drivers in vehicles to drive
considerately when passing cyclists, pedestriars and horse riders (refer to Appendix 1 for a
details of the types of signage we are looking to have installed);

Medium term (2 = 5 vears]: Allocation of funding in the medium term {2 =5 years) to provide
for the removal of the large trees 3long Mangaons South Road, Mgatiswa Road, and Kent
Road (refer to Appendix 2 for a map showing the location of these trees); and

Immediate attention; Widening the road [within the road reserve] between the Waikanae
Cuarry and just before Devil’s Elbow to improve safey for pedestrians and cyclists on this
saction of the road {refer to Appendix 3 for the section of road), We are seeking a road safety
audit of the Beikdrangl Road as part of the speed limit review [please treat this submizssion
point as @ submission on the speed limit review as welll, and to provide evidence to the
statement made in the letter provided to the Association by Councll dated 11 April 2018 that
stated that, "the road iz at a sufficient width at this point...”. We also submit 1o either use
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open road signage (drive 1o conditions), or reduce the speed limit throughout the Reikorang
Malley area to Bdkm per haur as part of the speed limit review,

5.4 Long term (5 years plus): Providing a long term solution for cyclists, pedestrians and horse
riders [either on-road in 8 wider shoulder/berm, or within a designated cycleway/bridleway
thraugh the area)

6. ECOSYSTEM HEALTH: ‘We would like to congratulate the Council's native revegetation programme
within its land at Devil's Elbow [the swimming hale located to the south of the Walkanae Water
Treatment Plan), The programme is supported by a local care group who help with planting and
weed release cutting. We would hope that this planting programme continues at the same rate
over the next three years.

&1 Immediate sttention: We would like Council to make available rat traps and stoat traps and
the bait for stoat traps {funded by landowners) to all nural landowners and to provide a lizson
officer to support the programme Initiated by the Waikanae River and Bush Group. This
Eroup’s aims is ta eradicate stoats in the Waikanae River Catchment and introduce Whia the
native Mee duck to our river. The group's efforts have slowed because of a lack of 3 co-
crdinator who can work with landowners checking they have sufficient bait and providing
traps (refer to Appendix 4 for a map showing the Council owned land in the ReikGrangi Valley);

£.2, Medium term (2 -5 years): We would like Council’s pest plant and animal control programme
bo extend Lo its own land and in particular all the esplanade reserves and the native bush
reserves (where they are not identified as a Key Native Ecosystem) including the introduction
of rat and stoat traps along the riparian sections

7. CORMMUNITY: The Reikdrangi Community is fortunate to have its own community reserve and hall,
A1 the moment the hall and community reserve are underutliised, There are urgent repairs that
are needed ta the hall but the guestion is whether the hall in its current size and layout is fit for
purpose, There |5 noe disability ramp; the ball area s very small and limited in the number it can
accommocdate.

7.1 immediate Action: We acknowledge the statement provided ta us in the letter from Council
dated 11 April 2018, that a reserve management plan is proposed to be prepared for the
Reikdrangl Community Reserve |n the 2009/2020 financial year, We would like Coundll to bring
that work forward to the 2018/2019 financial pear, As part of that reserve management plan we
woukd like the Council to consider the following elements be introduced to the Community
Rezarve:

i.  Achildren's playground

il. Frovision for freedom camping site {for self-sufficient campers) as a form of fundraising
for maintaining the Community Reserve;

fii.  Access tothe hall for Te Ararca walkers and facility for tents

7.2 Immediate Attertion: upgrading the Community Hall which requires the following work:

I, Disability ramp installed; and
ii. Rotten window frames replaced.
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7.3 If necessary the community would support the Councl re-allacating the money allocated to
resurface the tennis court for this purpose

7.4, The community would be willing to fundraise for elements within the Community Reserve
such as a playground, 2 waharca {new entrance and steps from the carpark opposite the chiurch]
as identified in the Reikdrangi Community Vision Statement attached, and would ke the Reserve
Management Plan to consider these oppartunities.

B. TOURISM: The Te Ararca trail exits onto the Mangaone South Road carpark.  From spring through
to auturnn there are multiple pedestrians walking the roads out to Waikanae from the end of the

Te Araroa Trail,

2.1, Immediate Action: We would like Council toowerk with DOC to provide an ablution facility at
the Mangacne South carpark 1o service the Mangaone Bush walk and the Te Araroa Trail;

2.2 Medium Term {2 — 5 years): We would like Council to undertake a road safety audit 1o
determine safety for all wsers with a brief that extends beyand just considering reducing speed
limits but considers the width of the road, the width of the shoulders/berms, the numbers of types
of users of the read.

Thank you for your consideration of our submissian,

Reikdrangi Resident’s Association Inc
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ROAD SIGNAGE PROPOSAL

1. We would request that Council undertake its own assessment to determine the location
of signs to help identify hazards and slow traffic but the following NEW signs and locations
are proposed:

a)

bl

LRTRIT

Heading up Reikokangi Road opposite the water treatment plant "0 B0 Wl
ROAD AMEAD or a sign that indicates this {refer to the photo on the following page
showing the signage on tha Otaki Gorge Road with a narrowing road symbaol).

Heading into \Waikanae just before the water treatment plant replace old worn
damaged children sign to high visibility warning sign “SHARL THE ROAD AND A FICTURE
OF PFEDESTRIANS & CYCLISTS

Summer time brings groups of children and families walking to the popular Devils Elbow
swimming hale. The road side becomes the car park. The access gate to the Devils
Elhow is hidden and very close to the road. Sign needed heading into Waikanae before
the Devils Elbow carpark “CHILDREEN/PEDERTRIANS AHEAD", See map below for
proposed location

s Kapiti Coast Diatrict Council 'y
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d) Our rural community also needs to feel safe walking, horse riding, bike riding or

mowing their own berm on the side of the road. Probably suitable around the bluff
corner on the straight as cars usually pick up speed and before the church, “HLEAL



R 70N HE! M | i A similar sign has bean
constructed on the Otaki Gorge Road — see photo below of this sign:

e
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VEGETATION REMOWVAL PROPOSALS

1. Can Council please undertake a review of all signs in cur community to ensure they are
not obscured. See below for an example of where a sign is ohscured by vegetation {the sign
in the picture is located up the Akatarawa Road just south of the Community Hall before the
dip and bridze in the road);

2. Remove large dangerous old man pine trees overhanging roads such as the Mangaone

South Aoad, Mgatiawa Road and Kent Road. Thess trees are in Council road reserve,
Mangacne South Road Reserve . Margaons South Rosd Reserve




Photo laken kooking wast shosg Mgatiowa Road, Thea ping rass o th el of e raad will Becoms a prablam il el tes leng ol $hould be
recriivad 86 part of & programme by Councd 16 addmas wildficg pine rass aking fead reterdd o averbanging moad
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Road Widening Proposa

1, Lastwear John Carter and Breste Jardin made a presentation to the Wakanae Community Board asking that
they support a proposal ta widen the Reikorangi Road. This proposal was Followed wp by an email to Council's
roading engineer Gary Adams[?h The question te Gary Adams was could these works be considered as part of
Councl™s “Minar Roeding Sal'ullr' Upgrades far 200 7/2018. We have never received feedback from either the
Walkanas Communimy Board or Gary Adams responding o our proposal. We now include this proposal in the
submission by the Assaciation to Cowncil on the LTP.

The proposal i5 summarised below:

“Seecifically, | think Fwere 2 a section of the read wiich reeds o be widaned (s = whera the oad
adians the Waikanae Quarry), The road widening could lake place within Council mad resene and |
don’t think it would need a retaining well - as | think there is enough room to get in a self-supoorting
batter). Cumently the road is sbowt 5.5m wide and ks paticutaky dangerous far oyclists and
pedestriang. Al this fme of year ihere are kigs every day risking their lite walking up this section of the
road. A coupla of months back there was a car accidant where a car fraveling south {1 think) lost
contned and hit & powsr pole.

Suggest the read could be widensd and shifted over to the esst at thes paint - ghing more rooem for
pedestrian and cyclisls on the western side of the road just in berm (eepedally for hase heading up o
Dravil's Bl swimming hale)”

A full copy of John's submission to the Waikanze Community Board is attached fo this Appendix,




ndap Kokig soulb-west, Walianss Wated Treatmen! Plait an fgnl in photo, Section of roal 10 be asdesed i babwain

i Bank ard e power pofe ahaad Ik the phot



John Carter’s Submission to Waikanae Community Board
1/8/17

| understand thet the Walksnae Commupity Bosrd are intevested i the Redorang

Cammunity's wiews on rosd dalety. | spologise for not being here in persan but | would Il
wou to e aware of my Concems.

‘We cumently have a rosd that ks not reslly suitsbie for large trucks passing each ocher bt 1o
wdd to that, we have alot of pedestians and oyclists walking or cyling along the white Ene
with no safe place that ks separate from the traffic.

There are people wanting 10 go for a walk from Walkanae into the country or resédents from
Relborang) wanting to walk or oyche out to Walkanae., These people take thedr life into their
own hands trying 1o walk or cycle along the white line. in particular, If they are walking
along at might then there & no warning for on-coming traffic and really very little room for
them 1o be safe. This b partioularly a problem in summer when young people walk to
Desit's Elbow {a popular swimming hole) and when the majority of the Te Araroa walkers
are coming out of the valley from the trall

‘We do not kave 5 bus service in Relkarang ard s0 our anly opticn, if we don'l have car, & 1o
walk or cycle and this is just not 3 safe ogtion,

The lare width, particularly in the afea by the Walkanae Water treatment plant, I8 les
1.75m wide. If 3 temporary traffic management plan was se1 up for this stretch of road, the
requirement would be a 30km/hr road speed; and allpwance would also have to be made
for pedestrian traffic.  There is cusrently T0kmyhr speed limit with no aowance for
jpedestrians, | suggest that Council widens the road in this bocation particularly, and makes
aflpwanion for a pedestrian and opclewsy access on the south side of the road.

it fooks like Council has a 20m wide moad reserve along the length of the Relkorangl Road,
#nd 50 there shauld be sullicent reom 10 create this safe stcess, Dne way 10 achieve thia
could include cutting into the bank on the guarry side {north side) of the road and/for filling
an the Councll land on the sowth side of the raad,

Comments from bohn Carter o Walkanae Community Board
1 August 2017
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Reikorangi

Community Vision and Action Plan
2018

Share, Preserve, Enhance
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Introauction

In 2017 the Reikdrangi Community via the Reikdrangi Residents’ Association Inc, held
residents’ workshops to gather people's ideas on a Vision, and Values for our community
and to gather the residents’ input into the directions they want their community to develop.

We asked what are our visions and values?

- What is it that we can share or contribute to the wider community?
What is it that's important, and should be preserved?
What do we want to enhance, develop, or improve upon?

These discussions highlighted some clear themes and ideas in the group. The many ideas
people put forward for the future, both shert and long term, encompassed a wide range of
topics. However, running through the discussions and notes were some distinct messages or
streams:

A vision of sharing “the hidden gem” that is Reikarangi, it's history and ervironment
- Protecting and enhancing our heritage and community assets
- Building a resilient community

Reikdrangi is an active community, whose people are able to come together to strengthen
bonds and resilience, supporting one another, sharing commaon resources and living "'well’,
We hope this doecument will help the community and local government to work together
and guide decision making for the Reikdrangi area. We recognise communities change, and
we hope the ideas in this decument will be reviewed and updated regularly to remain a
current “living” document,

We seek the support of the Waikanae Community Board and the Kapiti Coast District
Council to take these ideas and use them while planning for our community's future, and as
an introduction for engagement with our community. Please note where the term
"Reserve” is used, it refers to the Reikorangi Community Reserve.

Dur Values:

Share, Preserive, Ehhance alr Comminity



What we have, value, and want to protect,
These are our community’'s strengths, from which we can harness inspiration
and opportunities:

Our Environment

- @unigue, pleasant and clean environment that provides opportunities for activities
that put people in touch with a healthy, natural outdoors, and with each other
o MNatural landscapes with streams, trails and open spaces (eg the River, walks,
the Reikorangi Community Resarve)
A temperate climate, with clean water and air
Mative treas
Abundant birdlife
Rural feel, a combination of farming, forestry and bush

o Q0

[}

Our Heritage

- Aspecal history, heritage and character, spaces and places that we want ta
acknowledge, recognize and preserve

o Historical and community focused assets such as the Bridge (now sadly gone)
Church and Hall

& The story of our local history and culture, the iwi, the mills, families that lwved
here, the school

i A mix of farming, forescry, and bush

o A relaxed and peaceful way of life where you can get around on foot, bike, or
horse

Our Community

A community with skills, resources and a strong desire to connect and be more
resilient and resourceful, together *adding up to more than the sum of our parts®.
o Ouremergency planning, civil defence readiness
o Community events and involvement
o Food resourcefulness, altarnative power sources, support systems
o Our infrastructure (roads, safety, communication services, facilities for us,
facilities for visitors)
o Opportunities to learn and grow, and for the community to continue to

evolve,



The process and our ideas:

The ideas below are from the information garnered from community meetings
held during the course of 2017/18 to discuss what we wanted to see in our
community, These messages emerged from the topics and ideas captured on
the vision boards we used.

Our Envirenment

Our natural environment deserves to be showcased:

o Reserves, including walkways, with provision of facilities and campsites, river
access, picnic areas and shelter trees,

a Hawe an arboretum, and native tree areas at the Reserve, have plantings to
encourage birds (2 bird reserve?|

o Co-ordinated pest plant and animal contral in waterways and in areas of
native vegetation

o Well planted areas, perennial cuttings and bulbs on safe sections of roadsides

o Food forest plantings, at the Reserve and elsewhere - edible landscapes,
permaculture, community gardens

o Recognition in the District Plan of the balance of farming, forestry and bush in
Our area

o Conserve our rural character

- "it's a destination for people”
o Walkways and paths to enable non-motorizsed transport ie by foot, bike and
horse
= “from Mountain o Sea”
s Extend the Waikanae River walkway up to Devil's Elbow, and from
there to the Reserve, make it a bridleway/cycleway as well.
= Connectwalkways to Te Horo corridor (for Civil Defence)
* (Create a pathway from the church corner through the gardens to the
hall
* There are great, outdoor activities — Tennis Court, Playground, BMX
Track/Pony X track, Dog Agility and other clubs can use the Reserve,
Obstacle/Challenge Course
¢ Heritage trails tied into and connected with pathways, with signage and
markers,
*  Historical marker and information at Ngatiawa Bridge site
* T Araroca Walkway - facilities for walkers, campsite at Reserve
* Bridleway/Walkway/Cycleway from Waikanae to Reikdrangi -
overnight agistment/camping at Reserve
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Our Community:

People connecting, the Community getting together. We have a lot of skills and
resources in our community, as well as vision and commitment. We want
opportunities to gather together so relationships based on trust and sharing, can
form. We aim to be more resilient, resourceful, economically profitable and
sustainable:

==

[

o

u ]

Online connectedness and communication = using social media
Start a "Chipping In' programme, group or page to share resources, skills,
time, enable people to give and contribute
Education and projects based on principles of permaculture design— bullding
in people, resources sustainability, and natural environment.
Food Resourcefulness - Community Food Forests & gardens, fruit trees and
gardens, Crop-Swapping/stall’ , Seed/Seedling Bank and stall, a Garden Club,
a "Family™ tree-planting at the Reserve — the start of an Arboretum
Resource sharing - Cheaper unlimited data through mobile rural netwark,
and alternative enargy sources (eg solar)
Weekend market, sell organic produce, seedlings, bartering and sharing
Supporting innovation and new technology to enable rural communities to
continue to be viable, economic and self-sufficient
Utilise the hall and Reserve [and ensure it's affordable) for:

* ‘Night School' and Education eg learn guitar, culture, faith, hame

crafts, cooking

®  (Civil Defence Readiness, planning, Community Development topics

* Entertainment eg games or movie nights, poetry, music, play readings

» Dances and large community events eg cricket matches, galas,

concerts
* Meet once a month for community drinks and nibbles, get-togethers

Qur Infrastructure and Facilities

o

Our Reserve and Hall
*  Enhance our Hall and Reserve area with plantings
»  Start a food forest here
*  Plant an Arboretum with each family donating a tree



»  Maintain and upgrade the hall - window frames have rot and need
repair, plan for extension of the hall to allow for bigger events

®»  Fridge for hall

» fix/replace basketball hoop

* alternative power source for the hall

» (Get rid of Barberry and other weeds

*  Remove magnolias and replace with Kowhai

* |ncrease the visibility and usability of the Reserve and access for the
community through signage, improved fencing

o Visitor and Community Amenities

* Picnic ground, BBQ's and playground eg BBQ area and shelter at the
Reserva, BMY/Pony X course, gardens and Arboretum

=  Tennis court maintained

* Water for visitors, tollets (eg Mangaone Rd end), shower at hall for
walkers

* Accommodation, freedom camping, affordable (eg 55 per night)
mator caravan park

= Horse agistment / facilities for overnight stays {pony club trek for
example): an all weather arena available for all ta use.

o Safety, Security and Accessibility:
= Better and safer roads and transport - widen the Reikdrangi Road to
allow for walkers, or utilise separate walkway on river,
s appropriate speed limits
* Road signage warning horses/walkers/cyclists
*  |ncrease road buffers
» accessibility for non-motorised transport
" Morep ublic transport
* Security / hidden Cameras —solar powered, signage
s  Fducation and community awareness
» Defibrillator at hall, needs of an ageing pepulation

o Keeping Reikérangi clean and rubbish free
»  Recycling stations
= Community-wide green waste and composting
* Pest and weed control, management of unwanted plants such as
blackberries, old mans beard, ragwort, thistle, barberry
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Qur action plan —a timeline of projects
The community has a vision for Reikdrangi's future development - a clear
desire to make Reikérangi accessible, welcoming and comfortable. We want to
be able to continue to develop and enhance our local and wider resources, our
assets and strengths so that our community is strong, connected, resilient,
resourceful and remains a great place to live.

This is how we would like to enhance and develop Reikdrangi:

Waikanae Community Board
an our Commurity Yision,
Submission to LTP, and DP {1}

Project timeline
5 Years 10 Years 15 Years
Submissions to KCDC, Arboretum developrment Arboretum Development

Reikdrangi Reserve” Signage at
Reserve

Recycling station and
greenwaste project

Incorporation into Heritage
| Trails

Fridge for Hall

River access by old bridge
including plenic area

Roads improved - Wider roads

Negatiawa Bridpe Marker

Shower and tallets at hall for
walkers

River waloway/bridleway/cycle
path development

="

designers for design of
Arboretum (family tree
planting)

from Waikanae o Reserve
development

Weed Confrol at Reserve = Dwernight campsite facilities at | Toilets for walkers at
rermave barbareyMlaurel Reserve — BBO and shelter | Mangaane South walkway
Path from church garden Development of BMX and | Community Events and
through ta hall Pory ¥ course (as part of education

arboretum?) |
Engapge with KCOC and Bridleway/walkway/ cycleway | Hall extension

Design of BMY/PoryX course
as part of Arboretum project

Roads improved |road
widening, vegetation on road
reserves remowved, and

Defibrillabor at Reserve

Permaculture community

and signage]

_ _ gardens development
Playground at Reserve Community events and
eduration
Road safety improved {speed Fundraising for hall

extensionSrepairs; and
construction of repairs to hall

Replace Basketball hoop on
tennis court

Plan for Hall extension —

applylng for grants,
fundraizing, allocation of
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Remove magnalias replace '
with Kowhais at Hall

Fruit tree/food plantings

Community Events and
Education

Hall & tennis court
Maintenance

{1}ldentify opportunities to fund initiatives through a combination of ;

o working with KCDC and the Waikanae Community Board on our Community Vision including
considering adopting a lease of the Resarve and Hall;

o Fundralsing Events;

o ldentifying grant opportunities with private grant schemes;

o Working with landowners on projects.

Review Procass

This document has been the work of the Reikdrangi Community over a series of months in
2017 and 2018.

The intention is that it will be an evolving document that will be reviewed annually by the
Residents with the help of the Resident’s Association.

It can never reflect all views but it’s purpose is to help identify key objectives and goals and
prioritise how they are funded.

Where changes are made the changes shall be set out in a document with explanations and
shall be adopted through a resalution of the Relkdrangl Resldent’s Assaciation.

EXAMPLE OF AMENDMENT TABLE
ITEM REASON FOR CHANGE | RESOLUTION PASSED
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Make Submission

Event Name
Submission by
Submizzion |0
Response Date
Consultation Point
Status
Submission Type
Version

Files

First and last name
Titla

Address

40 The Parade Paskakarki 5034

FPhone

Are you providing feedback

Hearings

18LTP-324

Long term plan 2018-38 consultation

Marion Edmord (81711}

18LTP-324

24/0418 4:41 PM

Tall uswhat you think about our [Bng arm plan (Viaw)
Submitted

CHher
0.5

1BLTP-324 - Maron Edmond. pdf

Marion Edmand

04 805 5185

as an individual

Do you wanl b speak o the Council abou! your submission? Mo



1

— | = =

I wasy (o dive us your feedback online, at
kapiticoast.govt.nz/kapitiz038_ or you can
use this torm, You can post this completed
form to:

Long term plan submissions
Kapiti Coast District Council
Private Bag 60401
Paraparaumu 5254

Or drop it off to your locat lbrary, service
centre or tha Council building, 175 Rimu Boad,
Paraparaurmu,

Bryou can scan and emeil ikt

kapiti203Bakapiticoast.govt.nz

Meed mone space? You can send us axlra pagos
if there isn 't enzugh space o this form to say
everything you want o =il us. Please make sure
yau put yoir name and contact details on each
sheet you servd US

[3 LTP- 334

Tell us what you think
about our long term plan

We need to receive your feedback by 5pm on Monday 23 April 2018

_Mauw1e _

First name

L Anapnd

Title (tick eriel [ Mr [ 1Mrs m‘i [ ] Miss ] Or
i j
address Ay " Tlo (o o8

& Es i
[ Al ey ..__'!"':4.'\. Vo

Last name

prone 4| A0S S IE S
vk

E-mail

Are you providing feedback? [fick ana)

@/a‘fh an indreidual

[ ] en behalf of an organisation | Grganisation name:

Do you want to spealk to the Cowncll about your

submission? [hick ore)

D Yes Jfyau do. we will confact you At He amadl aodress
ar phane aunber provided above I arangs a tme,
Hearimgs witl teke place during the week
o 14 Mg 2118

LA o

Privacy Statement: Flease nobe that & submissians fncledng names and condast details] sl be made swailable a2 Council
plfices and public Ubrarses, & summary of submissions iscluding (b nams ol the sauhmittar may atso ke made publscly-avallabia
and posted on the Hapiti Cosst District Councd websie. Fersonal infoemantcn w8l e used ko adminisiration relating to ke sabject
matter of the submissicns. ncluding patifying submilters of sutsequent steps and deciziora, Al informaten will ba hald by Kdpil
Cpast Districk Council, with aubmittsrs kg 1he right 1o scoess and cornect pesaoral informadion

IFyou do nol wish your perdonal infsrmation 19 be published ploase tick the boa D

Long term phan 2018-203E ceasultation gocument | 33



Where we're heading

Considering vur challenges and canstraints, do you think we're focusing on the right 10-year sutcomes?

S‘—L& ovthovdid Gls i, TR

i

Our financial and infrastructure strategies

The Council plans o pay down debt, reduce barrewings and target infrastructure

spanding for resilience and growth, What are your views an this approach?
w [ E""Ef- (".:f#‘:'r (Dﬂxﬁ“ﬁ +'¢7 s
3 L m

Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rates across the district? .

Do yoru agree with the Councils Flease tell us why:
preferred option to change the i )
rating system? tprnn K E«'ﬂ’ﬂ““m i .A,—.-efilmf
[] Mo - keep the status quo - : g '
leave the rating system as it is w E_:u’é £A C;;,-lq ﬁ,;»(‘ — L-"z_E\-._L
mﬂs = roaduce the propartion M . 1|,L E
Laaseh Akt !L«G‘[ (s Evse o

of fixed-rate charges and

intreduce a commercially . - h E f
targetad rate F\!' U—d'rl M= “;ﬂ
[Council’s preferred aption| wﬁ ot .! &AL

Key decision: What should we do next to address stormwater

flood risks?

Do you agree with the Councils Please tell us why:
preferred pption of a revised

45-year programme? b hﬂﬂ"‘-’t oo b c

[] Mo - keap the status quo

s ok 0%y clowelspas

[ ] Yes - do the revised 45-year
prograEmme -
ICouneits profarred aption] L~ M [ &J pnSm A
§ Pt A el

P N PR &"Af :
3 | Kapiti Cosst District Cauncil st e . Tead

ey
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Any comments on;

» Coastal hazards and cimate change
n |-|=uu5|n;
Paraparaumu and Waikanae fown centres
Maclean Park

Kapiti Island gateway

Cor oabmiked S i T s

———

Rates for 2018/19

IFthe draft lang term plan is adopted with all our recammended proposals, a rates increase of 4.7% on
average will apply across the district for 2018/1%. Do you support this?
* e € X

% & "LEF""‘“M—“”‘“E-?* \Jioape |
,..--'

t
m-"rwiﬂ? | b@ rﬁ*@wé

mm‘l" Chorging the Sgple o U

Changes to fees and charges

'We've proposed changes to some fees and charges, including new
Faod Act charges, If yau have any views about these, please comment:

}J{\w% b cates r:lr-wfy.g. v e A

ot Cpperf MW

Long term plan 2018 <2038 consultaticd. dacurment | 35




Key policies " -

If you have ary views atoul the proposed changes to our development contributions policy.
please tell us here;

Cl'hn.;',".l'filg'ﬁ-’f‘f'\“‘“ ﬁfj \MW £ %

If you hiawe any views about the proposed changes to our revenue and financing policy.
please tell us here:

I ! L | [T

Il you have any views about the preposed changes to our rates remission pelicy, please tell us here:

W LAEN

Anything else?

It you have any other feedback about this plan, or the work of the Council please comment here:

Vo Sec AL ¢

g‘w 4 j"‘u-“uﬂv"v:? S kﬂr‘eﬂ‘f A<

tr":'!ﬂ“'?l"& L’ﬂMLL’T\Lé&JEW

——
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Submission on the Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan 2018/38
Marion Edmond

40 The Parade

Paekakariki

Ph 905 5185

Kerbside recycling and waste collection should be provided by KCDC, with disposal
within KCDC's boundaries

The privatisation of our district’s kerbside recycling and waste collection has been a
predictably abject failure—an exercise in inefficiency, ever-diminishing service, and ever-
growing confusion and community frustration.

In addition, with four different companies currently operating, an endless array of different
plastic wheelie bins and crates litter our footpaths for long periods, often over days.
Residents also have to contend with frequent and numerous large trucks clogging the
streets {obscuring driver and pedestrian vision—a safety issue) and degrading our roads (an
additional cost to ratepayers and hence rents too). Contrary to the initial rationale for
contracting out the system to private enterprise, competition has not lowered the direct
costs for households and ratepavers either—indeed, why would it, when private companies
undertake the enterprise for profit and certainly can have no interest in waste minimisation.
In fact thair Interests lie in quite the opposite, since what they take to the landfill is where
they make their money, not in collecting recycling. Our experience with EnviroWaste clearly
demonstrates this, our current collection debacle resulting from conscientious recyclers not
putting out enough bags of nubbish|

Sustainability, our environment, and climate change

Grappling with waste minimisation is now a global, and hence local, imperative. The
community has the expectation that kerbside recycling and an effectively managed waste
collection (that is, waste minimisation) service is a basic local-body obligation, indeed that it
is intrinsic to public health and safety and should be a priority council service,

The Local Government Act 2002 (the Act) also regards waste collection and disposal as one
of five core services that local authorities must consider in particular as making a
contribution to their communities (section 11A). Regard should also be given to the
"purpose of local government”, as stated in Section 10 of the Act, and to section 14{1)ih) {in
particular, “the need to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment™}.

Further, KCOC has identified “Looking after our environment” as one of its four key
challenges, and states that it will be focusing on five outcomes, two of which are "improved
accessibility of Council services” and "an effective response to cimate change”. The current
plethora of privatised recycling and waste management services available to Kapiti residents
is making a negative contribution in these areas. With kerbside recycling now only
accessible if one signs up to the collection of waste, where is the incentive {0 minimise



waste? Previously residents could minimise waste by using mainly the recycling crate, with
at least the cost of the rubbish bag providing one incentive to reduce waste.

I note that KCDC has stated its commitment to sustainability and has signed up to the
Wellington Region waste manggement and minimisation plon (201 7=-2023). This plan states
that “Councils have a statutory role in managing waste and are reguired to promote
effective and efficient waste management and minimisation within their districts". It is time
our council, KCOC, walked the talk and demanstrated some leadership on this issue.

With the existing waste collection system providing no incentive for waste minimisation, our
district’s contribution to landfill sites will anly increase. Landfills are a major contributor to
carbon emissions—this sits in opposition to the Council’s stated outcome of "an effective
raspanse 1o climate change”.

Other, near, local authorities, such as Porirua, Wellington, and the Hutt, are able to offer
council-run kerbside recycling and waste collection services, as are numerous ather councils
throughout the length and breadth of New Zealand, including rural district bodies. Given
KCDC's exceptionally high rates, we should be able to expect the Council to make recycling
and waste managament a council-provided priority service and deliver on the waste
minimisation plan it has signed up to. It is a social good, a question of public health and
safety, and sound economics in terms of the future. There will be an envirenmental and
hence an economic cost to poorly managed waste—not somathing we should be leaving for
future genarations.

Costs and waste dumping

Green waste (and other household waste) dumping on roadsides, down banks, etc, is
already a significant problem in our district, resulting in the wilding of weeds and weed
trees, which in tum reduces biodiversity from the loss of habitat for native birds and
animals. With rates, and consequently rents, being high in Kapiti and now a 5150-5160 per
annum charge by private contractors for kerbside recycling and waste collection, we will see
more dumping of waste and a greater use of public rubbish bins for the disposal of
household waste. | frequently observe this occurring currently, On top of dumping, with the
system being contracted out to private enterprise, residents, and indeed the Council, have
no say in or control over costs, what is done with our waste, and where it goes. Older
peaple of our district (the percentage of older people being statistically high in Kapitl} often
do not have the physical means or the option of driving to the transfer station and will find
the 5150-5160 impost burdensome, as will all households on low or fixed incomes. We can
also be sure that the current propased charges will not stay at the current advertised rates
for long—who wouldn't be prepared to take a bet on that?

Disposal of our waste and the NMgatokuwaru Marae

With a privatised rubbish system, our Council has no control over how or where our waste s
disposed. For years now, at least same of it has been taken to the Hokio landfill, where
toxins leach into land owned by the neighbouring Ngatokuwaru Marae. This brings nothing
but shame on KCDC—it is an outrageously unacceptable situation and a complete
abrogation of Council’s responsibilities, KCDC must end this situation, | feel very strongly
that it is a community’s duty to deal with its own waste, within Its own borders, not dump it



in somehody else’s backyard. If that were our stated commitment and required duty, then
we would certainly see an all-out waste minimisation effort within our district.

Time to take kerbside recycling and waste collection back into the Council’'s house

KCDC should return to a council-provided kerbside recycling and waste collection service
that incentivises waste minimisation.

KCDC should also be providing occasional green waste and hard rubbish kerbside
collections.

Mone of the privatised waste collection services on offer in Kapiti provide a service that this
household (and many others | know of) wishes to use, because none of them encourage and
incentivise waste minimisation while maximising recycling.

KCDC—show some leadership and commitment to stated policies and plans signed up to.
Take back controf of our waste disposal (within our area) and provide a service that
contributes to combatting climate change and enhancing cur environment through a system
that minimises waste, disposes of it safely, and incentivises recycling.

Paekakariki seawall

The Paekakariki seawall replacement is urgent and cannot be deferred any longer— 2023

will be too late, Every week, every month, brings further erosion. The Paekakariki
community entered in to a lengthy and detailed consultation process with KCDC and its
consultants in good faith. No doubt this has already cost hundreds of thousands of
ratepayers’ money, and appears to have been a cynical exercise on the Council’s and the
consultants’ parts. [t became clear that the community's desired design arrived at during

the consultation process was never going to be implemented. This is a question of both trust
and necessity. KCDC must not delay the extended Paskakariki seawall any longer.,

Rating system

The current systemn of land-value based rates is unfair. | support a change to a capital-value
based system, and also support the introduction of a commercial rating system.

Calming traffic on The Parade, Packakariki

Traffic behaviour on The Parade, Packakariki, is a worrying concern. | live on The Parade and
note that very few vehicles obzerve the 50 km current speed limit, and many drive at
excessive speed (frequently speeds of up to 100 km can be observed). Being a long,
tempting, straight road, with parking allowed on both sides for much of its length, creates a
dangerous situation for vehicles, cyclists, children, and animails. 1| strongly support the
introduction of traffic calming measures, be they speed bumps, chicanes, and speed limit
reduction, or combinations of any of those.
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WITHHOLD DETAILS
Fromm: Toiy
Toe iailhioe. - Kapi 2038 —
Cez
Subject: Increase n Froperty Rates
Bate: Horelay, I Ageil 2016 B: 2000 aan,

Thank you for the opporiunity Yo comment on the propesed rates ncreases.
We are very concemed at the magnitude of the increass In proposed rates for our respective
propertes; Paraparaumu and| | Raumati Beach.

The Council has said thal the average overall increase 1s o be 4.7%, however Tor our properies
the increases are 3 429.85 or 10.5% ( i | and 3 28820 or 8.3% (|

| Thess are more than double the proposed average increase and are quite excessive and
unjustified in terms of general inflation and cosl increases. Converling this increase to & weekly
ameount doesn't really help

We note that the effect of the gereral revaluation is not supposed to increase the total rales
collectad bt can the Couwncl validate and confirm thes? This Increase showld be absorbed inlo the
general rate increase of 4.7% as this general rate already impacts more heavity on higher valued
properbes. Even 4.7% Is excessive, given the overall inflation trends.

The mos! disturbing component of the increase s in the proposal 1o change the shanng of rates for
roading infrastructurs; from a fixed charge per propery o a charge relative o properly value, Forl |

= the effect of this iz $3158.81; an increase of 2.9%, and for | 5
44.04 or 1.5%. This change seams o unfairly assume that a person's use of the roading
Infrastruciure and abllity to pay is related to the value of thedr properdy, bul there s no comelation
between property value and that property owner's use of the roads. Furiher more many people in
the district will be living in relabwvely higher valued former family homes but retired and on fixed and
loweer incomes, with & very imited capacity to meet increased costs of this magnitude. A charge per
propery s more equitable and reflecthve of use and benefil.

Adopling this change is a further impact on the owners of higher value properties, which have
already been impacted by the revaluation and consequent high valuations. This results in a very
biased or distoned distibution of the rates burden

We recommmend thal the Councll retain the fixed charge per property for roading infrastreciure, and
that the effect of the revaluabion on individugd properties be absorbed into the general rate increase
{ of 4.7%)
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Regional Public Health
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1m0 for Fhe greates Wailingzon regice

9 April 2018

Chief Executive

Kapiti Coast District Coundil
175 Rimu Road

Private Bag 60601
Paraparaumu 5254

Regarding: Draft Long Term Plan
Ténd kae

Thank you for the apportunity 1o provice & written submission on the Kapit Coast District Cowncil
Drraft Long Term Plan 2018 -2028.

Council and Regional Public Health have a comman agenda —working with communities where they
live, wark and play ta pratect and improve their guality of life. Regional Public Haalth [RPH) wants ta

support Council with public health knowledge and skills where appropriate. By working together we
can be more efficient, reduce the burden of engagement on our communities and be maore effective

in achieving our common goal, A collaborative approach will also facilitate smarter use of each
agencies finlte resources.

This submission provides & public health perspective and information for Council to eonsider in their
planning decisions. Kapiti Coast District Council's (KCDC) policy and planning are an integral part to
the health and wellbeing of our communities.

We are happy to provide further advice ar clarification on any of the points ralzed in our written
subrmission. We reguest 1o be heard in support of our written submission. The contact pomnt for this

submission is:

Kirl Waldegrave, Senior Public Health Advisor

kiri.waldegrave @hutivalleydhb.org.nz, 04 570 9130
Kind regards
A : L L
Dr Stephen Palmer Patar Gush
Medical Officer of Health Service Manager

Aegionad Public Heslbh, Provate Bep T2907 CoverHult 5040 | PROASTIB00F FOASM09211 Erph@hutbalie dhiang ni v .o na




Hew this document is structured:

An overview of Regional Public Health

General comments on the Long Term Plan (LTF)
The three waters

Responses to your specific questions

=Rl I

A. WHO WE ARE - Regional Public Health

Regicnal Public Health (RPH) serves the greater Wellington region, through its three district health
boards (DHBs): Capital & Coast, Hutt valley and Wairarapa and is based at the Hutt Valley District
Health Board, and are located at three bases = Porirua, Hutt Valley DHE and Masterton.

Our business is public health action — working to improve the health and wellbeing of our population
and to reduce health disparities. We work with others to promote and protect good health, prevent
disease, and improve quality of life across the population, with a particular focus on children, Mori
and working with primary care organisations. We are funded mainly by the Ministry of Health and
we also have contracts with the District Health Boards and other agencies to deliver specific services,
We hawve 130 staff with a diverse range of occupations, including medical officers, public health
advisors, health protection officers, public health nurses, analysts and evaluabors,

B. GENERAL COMMENTS ON YOUR LONG TERM PLAN

RPH respects and acknowledges that KCDC decisions have a significant impact on health. We see this
through appropriate management of infrastructure e.g. water and sewage) and creating
enmvironments that support wellbeing through reducing the exposure to tobacco, fadilitating access to
healthy food and promoting urban design that encourages physical activity, This is the basis for
making & submission on your Long Term Plan {LTP).

In light of the 2016 Kaikoura earthquake® and an increase in adverse weather events® RPFH
commends KCDC on their approach to assessing and investing in key infrastructure that will protect
the health and wellbeing of our communities in an adverse event,

Council and RPH have important roles to play readying and responding to adverse events in our
region. For RPH that means maintaining civil defence and public health emergency planning and
response capacity, and ensuring there are appropriate numbers of staff trained in emergency
management. For council that could mean readying similar response mechanisms as well as
protecting core infrastructure such as water supply and public transport from the effects of
emergency events, and making sure they are in a position to recover.

L The risk for a sgnificant earthguake affecting the Welllngton reglon has Increased following the 2016 Ka&ours
aarthquake. & cignificant earthpuake would affect infrastriscture and kay transport routes

¥ Many of New Zealand’s towns and cties are affected by looding fram rivers, lakes, overland flow, the sea and in some
cates, a combination of all of these, Regular flooding has a toll oo communities, It can move pecgle out of thelr homes and
make it difficuft te mowe arourd and get to wark.  This fmpacts on the econamy and an individual's social cornectedness,



It is important that we continue to work tegether in bullding resilient infrastructure and
communities. Through this collaborative emergency planning and response, the impact of
emergency events on vulnerable communities {particularly Maori) will be minimised. We will also be
able to grow each other's knowledge and skills.

Dur organisations are already working together on issues around disease survelllance, drinking
water, wastewater and stormwater. We look forward to continued and enhanced collaboration. We
also have staff who work with other agencies in emergency preparedness and management and are
willing to assist KCDC on reguest.

. THE THREE WATERS

The LTP process provides an apportunity to document the council’s pathway to addressing the
management of drinking water, wastawater and stormwater ['the three waters') infrastructure as a
critical factor In building long-term resifience and emergency management, RPH acknowledges that
there are significant challenges and drivers around actions to be taken in this area. These include:

¢ the development of infrastructure to keep pace and meet the need for new urban
development;

s the challenge of increasing frequency of severe weather events (e.g. leading to fliooding) and
other natural disasters |e.g. earthquakes) which determine how well the infrastructure can
perform:

# the mpacts of the DA three waters infrastructure review and government
recommendations from the Havelock Narth Drinking Water Campylobacter Outbreak Inguiry
Report;

= meeting the Mational Policy Statement for Freshwater Management targets;

& the current review of the Greater Wellington Proposed Natural Resouwrce Plan and associated
new requirerments for monitaring and managerment of stormwater and wastewater
discharges; and

* progressive implementation of the catchment specific whaitua committess to determineg
local water quality and quantity parameters,

The response to such large challenges requires a strong focus an collaboration between multiple
agencies with a willingness to share expertise and resource across traditional council boundaries, It
also requires consideration of models of shared resources and asset management to achisve
economies of scale and equitable access to the limited technical expertise at the regional and
national lewels.

One such collaborative approach that has resulted from the Havelock Morth Inguiry is the regicnal
drinking water joint working group. That is in the process of being established for the greater
Wellington region but requires the mandate and support from all councils to achieve the agreed aim
of “safeguarding the Wellington region’s drinking water”,

A zignificant challenge is the management of water demand while maintaining water guality. Water

demand is an issue for the whole region and not only inareas that have had to implement or explore
amore urgent rezponse,



Due to the complexity and inter-relatedness of managing all three waters infrastructure and the
impact that this infrastructure has on the built ervironment {e.g. location of urban prowth; how we
use the environment for recreation and activity] we recommend a spatial planning approach, Such
an approach would see the use of citizen panels, and other forms of face-to-face community
consultation, that captures the interactions and supports coordinated decision making for the built

enviranment.

The LTP consultation process also provides another opportunity to engage the community in
awareness of the challenges around the three waters management and being part of finding the best
way forward. Often this infrastructure is hidden and not well understood compared with other
infrastructure such as roads.

Raising the profile of this critical part of a safe and healthy urban environment will facilitate
community "buy-in" for the hard decisions that need to be made around how to distribute funding
for maintenance, improvement and capacity building.

Additionally there are actlons the community can take to support additional planning, performance
and resourcing. ILis important to have angoing initiatives, which increase the community's
understanding and engagement with the hidden infrastructure and the values they attach to the

impact on their environment.

A collaborative and coordinated regional approach would strengthen this awareness raising,
including linking 1o current actions that are associated with specific programmes (2.g. enviroschoals)
or legislative requirements (e.g. resource consent reguirements including public engagement for
managing specific discharges).

0. IN BRESPONSE TO YOUR SPECIFIC QUESTIOMNS
1 Where we're heading

We support KCDC s direction, in particular key capital spending projects in the 3 waters and road
wiarks to improve resilience.

2. Financial and infrastructure strategies?
We support a focus on resilience and growth,

RPH places significant importance on the need for the drinking water infrastructure upgrades., We
are currently working with the water supply management staff to support improvements in water
treatment and management that will improve compliance with the NZ Drinking Water Standards.

3. Should we change the way we share rates across the district?
Ma comment,

4 What should we do next to address flood risks?



We support stormwater flood mitigation and management, Flooding can result in evacuations, road
closures and loss of amenity. In addition, overfiow due to floods ar less severe rain events
contaminate water bodies creating health risks for recreation water users and affecting the
ervironment and kaimoana. Mew regulatory standards are likely to require a3 more vigilant focus on
ensuring the impacts of discharges (including stormwater) are minimised,

Further support for this area can be found in Sections B and C of this document.

We support work in this area.

We support KCDC reviewing the options the council has to influence housing Bsues, Your LTP
consultation document acknowledges some of the complex issues relating to housing. RPH
coordinates a healthy housing program and have public health advisors that have expertise in this
area. We would be interested in participating in any key stakeholder meetings on this gsue and
providing advice on request,

Mo comment,

Mo comment.

RPH supports investment in outdoor spaces and partnership with mana whenua. Providing safe and
interesting opporiunities for residents to be physically active promotes physical and mental
wellbeing, prevents diseasa and improves social connectedness and quality of life.

We commend Council for its active and inclusive relationship with mana whenua. We respectfully
suggest mana whenua are significant partners in any promotion about Kapiti Island or any activities
that could impact on Kapiti 1sland.

Mo comment.




We encourage KCOC to ensure community facilities remain affordable for low income families.

Mo comment.

We congratulate KCOC on the requirement for new builds to have water storage tanks. RPH
submitted on this issue in 2012, We would be interested in working with KCDC further to implement
the recommendations of this submission, in particular maintenance and safie use of the water,

RPH offers its support, skills and knowledge In the areas of housing quality, public and active
transport, community development and empowerment, and healthy food environments to ensure
the people of Kapiti are thriving.

We nobe that in your consultation document a lot of 2 ground work was undertaken to shape the
direction of the Long Term Plan. RPH is always keen to participate in these early direction setting
discussions, We understand that this is a significant time of influence, Please add us to your
database of community and agency consultation stakeholders.,
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Where we're heading =~

Considenng our challenges and constraints, do you think we're focusing on the right 10-year cutcomes?

Our financial and infrastructure strategies

The Gouncil plans to pay down debt, reduce bormowings and tanget infrastructure
spending for resilience and growth, What ane your vews on this approach?

Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rates across the district?

Do you agree with the Council's Please tell us why:
preferred option o change the
<5 ol o Leow

rating system¥

[] Me = keep |:|'I-:E' status quo 8 LW on hﬂ% N ﬁﬁ
leave thi rating systerm as il is

[[] ¥es - reduce the propertian (. Yease Bq%'tgﬂa c;._i'
s’ qad SeC ghed s
targeted rate N . omedier wales D LDGS
{Councils preferred oplion] -',E - 'ﬂ:}'""\’.ﬂi

Key decision: What should we do next to address stermwater

flood risks?

Do you agree with the Counci's Pleasa tell us why:
preferred option of a revised
45-year programme?
L-_l Mo - keep the stalus quo
program mae

[ Yes - da tha revised 45-year

pregeamma
[Cauncils preferred oplian]
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Workonthego .

Ay COMMEnEs an:

#» Coastal hazards and climate change

» Housing

» Replacing the Paekakariki seawall

& Paraparaumu and Waikanas town centres
» Machean Park
» Kapiti Island gateway

Rates for 2018/19 | !

f the draft tong term plan = adopted with all our recommended proposals, a rates increase of 4.7% on
average will spphyacross the district for 2018/19. Do you support this?
[] ¥es Mo

~Treas g Ag h%ﬁ. e AWILlEnsS T

Changes to fees and charges

We've proposed changes to some fees and charges. mcluding new
Faod Act charges. I you have any waws about these, please commeant:

Lo term plan 201530138 corsullator, document | 35




Key policies

IT st hove any views sbout the propesed changes to our development coniributions policy.
please tell us hers:

I you have any views about the proposed changes to sur revenue and financing policy,
please tell us hera:

T your have any views about the propased changes to our rates remission policy, please tell us here,

Anything else?

I yau hawve any other feedback about this plan, or the work of the Cauncil please comment here:
M cprunathan:

—T~is ?{G?Dﬁeﬂ (ode wcrease c&;r g

QI"B 2 1;5 e FHalh.as v{lu sead TS aengund
| ﬁj o Wi and eheuld enly W at the
wekion ate - Homsd\nddes. Ao inooe elined
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alde do wosid Wle We folhes colechocd gecw quuartsas

oty W kmﬁ}‘?ﬁv‘g af A Al ape

o el ey gy (ake Pavgee.
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23 Apnl, 2018

The Chiet Executive
Kapiti Coast District Council
Private Bag 60601

Paraparaumu 5254

Dear Sir,

Kapiti Economic Development Agency Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council
2018-2038 Long Term Plan

Kapiti Economic Development Agency (KEDA) was incorporated m 2018, We are the
feading edpe of a Kapiti-wide network of business and professional volunteers, community
groups and interested others. KEDA represents the determination of the Kapiti community 1o
actively address our economic 1ssucs and leverage our District’s assetls and opportunities, to
accelerate progress towards our shared vision for Kapiti,

KEDA comments on the Long Term Plan consultation decument as follows:
Page 7 — Contributing to a vibrant district economy

Economic development has been underfunded in Kapiti. The challenges outlined - limited
emplovment opportunities, lower incomes, and housing issues - are a direct consequence of
this.

Creating vibranoy:

Eapati 15 on the cusp of a new stage i its gresvth with the soon to open Transmission Gully, alongside
the completion of the Mackays 1o Peka Peka expressway and the sdded extension w0 Otaki. This is an
excellent time for Kapit to assess its “ldentity”, evaluate how “we™ are perceived in the region and
wider world and add to our dentity during these massive builds, “Welcome to Kapih™ signage at our
new baundaries, wayfinding sculptures through the district and unigue new spaces that reflect our
culture, people and locality.

kapiti Economic Development Agency Inc. PO Box 569 Paraparaumu 5254



With strong development from increased houwsing, commercial investment and reshuffled town centres
a5 a result of the expressway, the opportunity 1o add to Kapiti’s identity and vibrancy has never heen
betier,

Ensuring during this growth, that all of the Kapiti communitics achieve berefits that will enhance and
inspire their lives, is something Council can inspire through its planning and building consent
processes, Creating vibrancy and uniqueness into any construction, whether it be building, park, large
retaining wall, or bridge 15 a pard of quality urhan design. Quality urban design s defined n the Wew
Zealand Urbun Degign Protocols (MZLUDP) which have been in circulation since 2005, Numerons NZ
government departments and sgencics have since evolved their own urban design guidelines based on
these protocols,

hitpss ! iwwnmfe ot nefs tes ddefoult filles urban-desion-protoco ] -colour pdi

Omne of the key outcomes of the research done during the creation of these protocols was that adding
artistic and sculptural form to any build can be undenaken at minimal or zero cost. This 15 as long as
an arbistic “vibrant™ outcome 18 defingd in the design process from day one,

Raising the bar of how developments are constructed visually and environmentally iz a key
component of building a unigue denmtity. Kapit is prvileged to have a very ereative and innovative
community and by making any future developments engage with this community 2= per the NAUDE,
can oply enhance the vibrancy and unique dentity of the Kapit distncl

Creating spaces and buildings that are inspirational and visually stimulating has long been proven o
add sipmficanthy o a place’s identity and its communities” sense of place in that environment.

Litilising our creative and artistic community to engage at the stam of any proposed design process of
future buildings and spaces will lead to better outcomes in how Kapiti is perceived by all. Access to
this creative resowce can be facilitawd through council planning guidelines, assisting developers o
create Inspired simple lo-cost 3d relief in visible concrete works to visually stunning bumlding facades
adjoimed by inspired and engaging outdoor spaces.

Being seen as a vibrant, inspired community will add significantly to reasons that attract new
residents and businesses to the area, seeing Kapiti a2 a creative and exciting place to be, work and
play. This will only add to our region’s economic growth, & key part of KEDA's objectives,

Thus, as part of KCDC's Long Tenm Plan, we ask that planning guidelines are altered to reflect the
need tor all future civic and commercial property developments;

+ o provide for quality urban design as per the NZUDP

o (0 ulilise local creativesiartists at the carliest stages of project design to provide
“Tron day one™ inpul that creates anigque “Kapihi”™ visual and artisic ouicomses,

® {0 create inspired, creative spaces and buildings that enpage with the communities
argud thesm, add to recrecationalleisere opporturitics and attract vigitors to the
region.

Kapiti Economic Development Agency Inc. PO Box 569 Paraparaumu 5254






o consideration of the retum on investment (financial, environmental, social and
economic) for new projects

» an audit of Council assets to look for opportunities to release funds through sale of
surplus assets or to improve the returm on investment.

Page 9 - Infrastructure investment that supports resilience and agreed growth
projections

A sound mfrastructure that will suppott growth is essential for economic development. The
key issue will be how to fund it as outhned abowve.

The establishment of investment priorities needs to be done strategically. Strategic plans
provide a mechanism for the region, Councils and community groups to identify priorities
and to target resources toward solving problems. Analysis of economic specialisations,
opportunities, and the most pressing challenges faced by businesses can help infonm these
plans. An inventory of regional assets. including universities, sporting facilities, laboratories,
support services, and workforee trmiming can also help idenfify gaps and ivestment
opportunities. Given limited Ninancial resources, economic development incentives can b
targeted towards investments that will provide the grealest retum on investment. We propose
that KCDC work with WREDA to develop an inventory of regional assets and a strategic
plan for regional investment.

Page 9 - Improved accessibility of Council services

The term *Crpen for Business Council® 15 nothing more than a slogan. KEDA would like to
understand what this term really means, “Getting things done with Council™ is still a major
area of deficiency. Council needs to develop user-defined targets, measure their performance
against them, and communicate performance against the targets.

Page 9 — A positive response to our distinet district identity

This work should have been completed by now and is of utmost importance. It is fundamenizal
to our Economic Development Strategy. This initiative needs to be well funded.

Page 9 — An effective response to climate change in Kapiti

KEDA believes that climate change issues are bevond the resources of our local community,
Pressure should be brought to bear on central Government 1o provide financial assistance,
Money 15 being wasted on temporary solutions, We either need to deal with coastal erosion
properly (with cost-effective solutions that are part of a well-researched long term plan ) or
allow erosion 1o occur. Whatever remedial work is done should be pant of a district-wide plan
rather than ad hoe.

Protection of privately owned assets should not be a priority. We do, however, need to
consider the impact of the loss of our foreshore, Should we allow our beach community to be
destroved? This is pant of our unique identity,

Kapiti Economic Development Agency Inc. PO Box 369 Paraparaumu 5254



Page 10 — Living within our means — our financial strategy

KEDA 15 in agreement with the proposal to fully fund depreciation. As noted earlier, rather
than limiting capital expenditure we prefer to see ways of increasing the funds available so
that important projects with benefits for economic development still get done. The Mahara
Gallery, Kapiti Island Gateway and proposed Marine Education Centre (at the Raumati Poal)
are examples of such projects.

Page 12 - Building what we need - our infrastructure stratesy

Kapiti is having to confront some major infrastructure 1ssues — stormwater in particular.
KEDA would like reassurance that any proposals and costings for work have been peer
reviewed to ensure the most cost-effective solutions are being proposed.

Page 14 — Should we change the way we share rates across the district?

KEDA does not support the proposal to establish a commercial targeted rate. Kapiti has an
unusual business demographic. Most of our businesses are very small and it is estimated that
around 40% of business owners operate from their own home or in some cases a rented
home. A targeted rate applied to commercial premises will be nothing more than a tax on
landlords. Trying to identify businesses operating from home and collect targeted rates from
them would be costly and an administrative nightmare. Many of our businesses are small and
cannot withsland additional operating cosis.

It 15 not just businesses who benefit from economic development, it is the wider community
through more jobs and higher incomes. It is therefore appropriate that economic development
be funded by the whole community.

Should Council procecd with this proposal, there would be an even more compelling
argument for an independent cconomic development agency. If businesses are to pay for
economic development, they should have a say, through the independent agency, in how the
funds are spent.

Pages 21-23 - Work on the go

There has been insutficient progress on these projects, a lack of community engagement and
involvement at governance level, and lack of leadership. KEDA believes that projects such as
the Town Centres project, Maclean Park and Kapiti Island Gateway should be overseen by an
independent economic development agency made up of key stakeholders including Couneil,
This will solve the problems of lack of leadership, engagement and progress.

The Kapiti Island Gateway project should be renamed more correctly the Kapiti Gateway
project, There has been confusion between building a biosecurity area for visitors to Kapiti
Island (which 15 potentially quite a small but urgent project) and a Kapiti Gateway which
showcases all that Kapiti has to offer local visitors.

KEDA is providing support to the development of a Marine Education Centre on the Raumati
Pool site and proposes that this project be included in the Long Term Plan.,

Kapiti Economic Development Agency Inc. PO Box 369 Paraparaumu 5254



KEDA requests an opportunity to speak 10 Council on the paints raised in this submission.

Yours fa ith{'ull'_u,r_

728

Liz Keh M3ccSe, BCA, GradDipBusStuds, CA, CFP. AFA, ATCL. MinstD

Chair
Kapiti Economic Development Agency

Kapiti Economic Development Agency Inc. PO Box 569 Paraparaumu 5254
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Submission from Living Streets Aotearoa to Kapiti Coast District Council on
Kapirti Coast long term plan 2018

Contact person: Ellen Blake

Email: wellington@livingstreets.org.nz
Phone: 021106 7139

Date: 23 April 2018

Submission

Living Streets Aotearoa thanks the Council for this opportunity to submit on the long term plan.
We would like to make these proposals additional to the letter sent from Living Streets on 25
March 2018.

Good pedestrian infrastructure, slower speeds, encouraged by good urban design, make towns
and cities safer and more attractive and encourage visitors and residents alike to linger, enjoy
and spend. Walking is people’s favourite leisure activity so better connected suburbs and parks,
footpaths and reserves will be popular with residents.

Living Streets have successfully lobbied Government for a Funding Assistance Rate for footpath
maintenance, this will be included in the local roads maintenance class in the new GPS on
Transport. This should relieve pressure on Council budgets and allow increased spending on
pedestrian infrastructure with a matched contribution. There (s also avallable a Walk and cycle
activity class for new initiatives to support more walkable places. Appropriate standards and
design guides are available with the NZ Pedestrian Planning and Design Guide, RTS 14 for vision
impaired pedestrians, and NZ5 4212:2001 for accessible buildings.

Good data is the basis for good decisions and target setting. There is now an international
standard for measuring walking that can assist in identifying and monitoring progress on
walking initiatives http:/ f/www.measuring-walking.org/.

Walk to school

Living Streets is concerned by the nationwide drop in the numbers of children walking to school.
From 1989,/90 to 2010-14 the numbers of 5 to 12 year-olds walking to school plummeted from
42% to 29% (MoT data). This is something we can take action on and a target in the long term
plan to improve the walk to school mode share is important.

Page 1 ol'3



A school travel programme for every school in Kapiti Coast would be a step in the right direction
to get students more active, Improvements in physical and mental health and alertness of
students and congestion would all improve with more walking to school.

Safer speeds

Living Streets support the review of speeds in Kapiti and would like to see a reduction in speeds
outside schools to 30 km hour. We also support the reduction in speeds on all roads to an
appropriate safe design speed. Speed is a key factor in reducing road crashes, and the impact of
those crashes reduces with lower speeds.

More accessible streets

Living 5treets sees the new GPS on Transport as an opportunity for Kapiti Coast to improve
accessibility on footpaths, For instance ensuring all intersections have drop-down kerbs from the
footpath to allow easy access for buggies and wheelchair users, and all drop-down kerbs have
tactile markings for vision impaired people.

Accelerating footpath maintenance work should be considered in light of this new GPS on
Transport funding that will be available for footpath maintenance and walking programmes. This
will allow for improvements that will particularly benefit the health and safety of the ageing
population.

Maore public seating should be provided in all towns to enable those with mobility issues to walk
around being part of the community with appropriate rest stops.

Part of making streets more accessible is good wayfinding through signposting and provision of
maps at appropriate high use areas. For example, improved signposting for the Te Araroa
national walking track through Waikanae would be useful. More information on walking times
and a map at the railway stations would be helpful.

- Drap down kerbs

- Tactile markings

- Accelerate footpath maintenance
- Public seating

- Wayfinding

Waikanae and Paraparaumu town centre upgrades

Living Streets supports the upgrade of Paraparaumu and Waikanae town centres to make them
more liveable, pedestrian-oriented places as part of the revocation from state highway through-
route roads. Narrowing and slowing tratfic by improving design is an important part of this
transformation.

Supporting public transport use and the walk to work

Kapiti Coast has good train and bus services. Promoting use of these services reduces congestion
an roads and is the safest way to travel. A target rate for public transport use (target 10%) and to
increase the number who walk to work (target 5% ) would be useful.

Fage Zail 3



Living Streets would like to see audits around train stations and main bus stops to see what
improvements can be made e.p. more shelters and seating, wayfinding signs and maps for
vigitors, timetable information, and minimum footpath standards to access the stops.

Community street reviews are a useful cost effective tool to identify pedestrian improvements

(such as those mentioned above) undertaken by users.

Living Streets supports separated walk and cycle paths I
Living Streets does not support the ‘'shared path’' programme as these provide 4 poor level of
| service for pedestrians and can be a barrier to many, particularly older people. Dedicated
| pedestrian-only footpaths and cycle lanes should be the norm as this is best practise design.
| Crashes with serious injuries do occur on shared paths. The incidence of pedestrian-cyclist
:l erashes will increase with this approach.

We would like to be heard in support of our submission.

About Living Streets

Living Streets Aotearoa is New Zealand's national walking and pedestrian organisation, providing
a positive volce for people on foot and working to promote walking friendly planning and
development around the country. Cur vision is "More people choosing to walk more often and
enjoying public places”.

The objectives of Living Streets Aotearoa are:

« to promote walking as a healthy, environmentally-friendly and universal means of transport
and recreation

« o promote the social and economic benefits of pedestrian-friendly communities

« towork for improved access and conditions for walkers, pedestrians and runners including
walking surfaces, traffic flows, speed and safety

= toadvocate for greater representation of pedestrian concerns in national, regional and urban
land use and transport planning,

For more information, please see: www. IVINgsirects.orgng
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Otaki Community Board submission to 2018-38 Long Term Plan

The Otaki Community Board is pleased to present this submission to the Council’s Long Term Plan,

We do it in the realisation that Council has clearly stated that it is not spending on any new projects at present since it has decided that
keeping rates at the lowest level possible is its primary objective.

However, we believe it is important to signal to Council and the Otaki community that there are a number of significant things which
need to be addressed and that, in a 20-year plan, should be considered for inclusion,

We do not expect any of the projects to be actioned immediately but we consider it is important to get them into the “pipeline” so
they are seriously considered for the future. The projects proposed are ones that our community has signalled to the Board, in various
ways, as amenities they would like to see provided over time.

There are some on which we would like to see action in a shorter timeframe but the majority are place markers for the future
development of Otaki.

With the Pekapeka to Otaki expressway now well under way we see Otaki as the major growth suburb of Kapiti District. We are
already experiencing the rapid sale of properties going on the market as the area develops to accommodate an increase in population
as well as the development and set up of new businesses to service this growth.

We ask that Councillors consider our submissions with an open mind as well as a view to what is or will be happening through the
growth in the Otaki community over the next 20 years.

0eec-d1 181



Otaki Community Board Priorities - Long Term Plan 2018-38

Description of initiative

Expected benefits

Risks

Estimated cosi

Priority

Frevious

Describe the community need
including:
» The prisblemn to be solved or
appartunity ta be taken
® The level of public interest

& An ideo of the scope

What community benefits can realistically be
expected? Financial or ron-fingncial.
Consider how it aligns with Council's
strateqic prionties

Describe any risks
gssocioted with not
progressing the
initictive

Stote estimated cost if
known [through
previgus submission
process ¢fc)

submissionT

(Suppert for Otaki College proposal for
funding to complete urgent repairs on
their gym,

The college in many ways |5 a central hub for
pur community. It brings whanau together
and is interactive not just around sports but
education, community suppart and family
issues. It helps strengthen the community,
making it more resilient, it is also a resource
ir the event of a civil defence emergency.

Without this work
the community’s
resilience in the
event ofa CD
emergency will be
reduced,

Total reguirement
approx Sa00k

Years 1-3

From Otakd College

Railway station carpark

cycling through, staff and business owners
leaving work in the evening and train
commuters returning on the evening train.

owned by the Office
of Treaty Settiement,
Aczume S10% per 1
additional light

Free swim lessons at the Otaki pool for |Providing much needed swimming lessons to Asslime 5120 per Years 1-3
[Otaki children with community those who maore than likely would be unable child per term, Orif
servicoes card to achieve a basic to afford them, deliverad through
i I ; i feri f I
swimming requirement Children safer inand near water !:H.JE:I iC angd schaols programme,
private pools, Help reduce drownings. :
53 perchild per leszon
Lighting upgrade at and around Otaki |Safety for residents using the path walking or Part of this land is Years 1-3 [Highlighted in

resident opimon
SUrveEy

Hlf_l.taki Beach pavilion toilets need to be
upgraded

The Otaki Beach Pavilion toilets were
identifled in the Otaki Kite Festival survey as
one of the negative experiences of the
event, It was rated very poorly. In response
o a resident In Puklic Speaking at KCDC the
Council then committed to addressing the
state of the tollets, We support that
commitment as they are a poor reflection on
our Cormimunity.

The building Isan
earthquake prons
hertage listed
building. Intenar
remediation estimates
exciuding any
structural works arg
estimated at 577
L1000k

Years 1-3

2015 LTP submission
requasied an
upgrade to these
toilets, Highlighted in
resident apinion
survey and through
repont Kite Fastival.




Uipgrade toilats at Otaki Theatre — this
is an earthquake risk budding and
needs to be strengthened. Depending

n how strengthening works are
planned, improvements to the toilets
lcould be completed as part of this
ok,

This building is used on a regular basis for
shows in the Otaki area and brings people
from all aver 1o Otakl for shows. People
attending the Maoriland film festival noted
the theatre toilets as less than satisfactary.

Very hard o estimate
cost as the works
would trigger the
need for a Fire and
Accessibility report;
that may identify
ather alterations and
changes, Assurme
575K,

Years 1.3

submission from
Ortaki Theatre group,

In=tall additional toilet at Otaki library.
This will be dependent on the outcome
f the Couscil’s fire risk assescment of

m'm building.

The Library has 200-300 visitors per day. At
present they have one public toilet and one
staff toilet. Ifthere is an accident in the
public toilet and it & closed until the janitor
tan sort this out the only option for prople s
to go tothe other end of town to use the
public toilet there, Crispin Milne has Initiated
a fire and risk assessment on the building.
Depending on that it is proposed that the
janitor's cupboard next o the current tolet
is turned into a second public todet.

Approgimate cost is
around 525,000

2017 Annual Flan

Minor improvements to Otaki Beach
basketball court e.g general tidy up
and line painting. Note iwi have
expressed an interest in partnering this
|project.

Lince providing the basketball hoop at the
beach courts they have been well used by
youth, It is great to see youth active and
putside participating in sport and group
activities.

S2k-515k depending
on what is proposed
{top end Includes a
new hoap)

Years 1-3

|{Continue to suppart and fund Waitohu
school fireworks, This event s the
iggest firewrorks demonstration in the
istrict. People come from as far away
as Wellington, Lavin and beyond to
ithis annual event.

Showcases Otaki and brings people to our
fown, Also a great family event that brings
pur community together helping strengthen
that community fabric.

£3,500 per annum

Ongoing
from
year 1

2015 LTP submission
for funding (53,000}
for fireworks
Extravaganza for 3
years - wasn't
specific about
Waitohi Valley
Schiool, Submission
from Waitohu school
i 20017 Annial Plan




Riverbank Road cycleway/ pathway With the proposed shared pathway travelling Urnknown, depending |From AP H01E/1T
ith the new shared pathway thiz will |past Riverbank Road it would provide an on cycle faclity yvear3  [submission for
provide an essential east/west essential East/West connector. chosen eg cycle lanes improvement to
finection. might be 530-50,000 footpath in Riverbank
but a dedicated off Road {but not
road shared path installation of
might be inthe cyclewsy)
wicinity of $200,000
450,000 depending
on width and distance
tride n Ride - improvements to (With the proposed shared pathway more Unknown depending  |From
taki's cyde network through the East West connecting routes will be an seape and year 3
IrStril:IE n Ride programme similar to required. It also aligned with the new aspiratians but the
lwhat has been delivered in Gowernments NPS on Transport Solutions, NPS supports
Paraparaumu and Raumati area. initiatives associated
with safety, public
transport and cycling
to school so that
would likely inform
priorities far Otaki
eycling improvements
teway Sail [pending cutcome from  [We currently have no art installations in Combined estimate 2015 LTP and
teway abeering Group declsion) Ortaki since the arts budgets inception. The {from META) for both 2016517 Annual Plan
funding from public arts budget sall would complete the proposed Gateway the sail and the both requested
[possibility of further funding Features and be an iconic attraction to Otaki destination signage is public art sculpture
lextarnally) with both cultural and economic benefits. S500k far Otaki,
Destination signage to support Otaki's [Work has been done and is continuing See above Years 2-3

conomic development past
Enpresswalr opening.

around gateway signage inta Otaki, It is
important that we build on that messaging
to encourage peaple visiting around aur
community. The benefits would be largely
cconomic but also social as it would assist in
supporting employment in the area which

has a social impact,




hake districtwide Cycleway, Walkway
and Eridleway maps available in digital
form.

We balieve the CWEB has untapped potential
and iz a great asset for our district. However
many pecple are unaware of all the tracks
et available, With the popularity of smart
phanes etc we should be looking at getting
the tracks onto a digital platform to increase
awareness and use. This will have both a
health, social and economic banefit for the
district,

£3,000, curmntly
secking further advice

Year 3

iOtaki Beach development funding to  [The funding has remained at the same level All our cepex are Currently
increase at the rate of LGCI since it was included in Council’s budgets yet inflated based on the |budgeted
the cost of construction has risen. The OCB forecast for price level [in y1,2 +
has deferred this project for a2 number of change adjustors 4
reasons, One of them the reduced CAPEY retleased by BERL in
budget. By the time we come to spending September 2017,
the money it won't go as far as It would have
when it was first budgeted. The Beach
development will hawve many health, social
and econamic benefits for Otaki.

Funding Support pasition. A staff Marny volunteer or not for profit groups Approx 550k for part-

rrermiber to assist clubs, groups, spend countless hours simply apphing for tirme position plus

businesses, NGOD's etc with accessing  |and sourcing funding. Assistance with this overheads

rants; assisting with the application  |[would enable them to potentially source
rocess, presentations to Trusts ete.  [more funding and spend mare time focusing
imilar has been done in Palmerston  jon their cause rather than the funding.

North where aver 59m in external

unding has been sourced over & years
details to be confirmed) . We would
nvisage this being a part time position
and could involve an incentive based
tion based on funds “raised"”.

Flying fox at Haruatai Park Further enhancement of Haruatai Park as a A0k From
destination. A flying fox is enjoyed by many veard or
youth and a must have feature inany a5
communities park. Has both health, social funding
benefits for youth. allows




Slides down the hill between the pool
area and the lower grassed area by the

Further enhancement of Haruatal Park a5 a
destination. Integrates the pool at the top

5100k thaugh unsurs
if this 15 feasible or not

Fram
yeard or

pumg track, with the park down the bottom, Has both a5

health, social bernefits for youth. funding
allows

An additional piece of play equipment |Parks provide many social benefits for 510k-540k degending [From

at Tasman Rd Reserve families. The Tasman Road reserve has or what was year d ar
recently been upgraded but now has much propased as
Iess equlpment than prior to the upgrade, funding
Residents have been asking for the void to allows

he filled,

Support KCOC advocating for public
transport options by GWRC

Otaki is neglected when it comes ta public
transport. There is only one service for
cammutiens to get to Wellingtan for work
[Capital Connection). The return journey of
this train leaves Wellington at 5.17pm 5o if
vou happen to miss this or need to work late
there is no option as the last bus to Gtaki
leaves Waikanae Station as the Capital leaves
on its northbound journey. We would like
the Council to submit to the GWRC LTP for
an improved service to Otaki. With the
expressway completion there will be more
need for an improved public transport
service connecting Otaki with the GW Region
and the rest of Kapitl,

Access to Winstone Lake

The GCE is submitting to GWRLC LTP for a
safe sealed access to the Winstane Lake.
There is a plece of land already donated to
the GWRL from Mr Campbell Andrews for
the express purpose of a safe access, At
present the groups whao use the lake access
it through the quarry which is not a safe
option The lake when completed will be a
great asset not only for the Eapiti Coast but
the GW Region as a whole. The QCE would

like KCOC support in our sibmission to GW,




Iwieed Control

The OCE would like to see an improved
effort to control weeds in gutters and
around drains, Over the summer months the
weeds growing in the streets were not a
good look tor the community and posed a
flooding rizk.

We are better aligning
weed spraying rounds
in Road Maintenance
contract to limit weed
grawth. Allow an
additional 520k if
anather rowund is
reguired

[Beach Enforcement

The OCB supports the Council Staff's request
for enforcemeant of the by-laws in regard to
our beach (speeding cars, dumping of
rubbish}.

Upskilling staff and
roster changes ($30-
40k p.a. ) to improve
manitaring, but facus
should be on
rEdsures o prevant
illegal activities in first
place and on Police to
enfarce bylaw re
driving on beaches

2015 LTP called fat
increasad
enforcement to
discourage littering
an bheach
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Proposed Rating System is unfair

The proposad rating syslem change s nol supporting a progressive economically diverse
region.

The diagrams in the consultation document are a misrepresentation of the facts of the
proposal - they do not adequately indicate the quantum of change nor numbers of properties
affected. It does not adequately show the changes from growth in the region of the different

property types.

Thera are 24, 717 rateable propertias (growing to 26,590, 7.5%, by 27/28) on the Coast and
only 4% [or 963} of those properties are categorised as commercial (2,541 or 10% are nural
and 21,213 or 87% are residential). Currently commercial properties pay 7% of the rates,
pravida job prospacts for the community and focal points for the local communities.

Tha proposal is to transfer the sconomic development funding from general rates to targetad
commercial users. This iz a logical approach as long as adequate reporting is in place to
show “value-for-monay” is oblained from the activities using this fund. The major drawback
with this proposal is that currently businesses are identified by property categorisation and
many businesses are now operating from residential properies. Any commercial charge
should include those businesses. How is council proposing 1o identify these businesses and
how would it apportion the rates burden across these businesses?

Two other changes are proposed; shifting $7.6 million roading funding from a fixed per
property charge to being based on capital value, and using capital value as the base for
rating commercial properties.

The effect of these proposals is a disincentive to economic growth in that not only do the
commercial businesses gel an increasea in the rates burden thay will also be disincentivised
from improving their propertias as any improveament or nawly constructed property will
incraase the Capital Value of the property and attract a greater rates burden.

Given that the Long-Term Plan is proposing o delay the development of many of the town
centres, which also house many of the commercial businesses, there will be no appetite for
revitalisation of the community hubs and the small coastal community centres will fall into
disrapair and as a result it will pul people off visiting or living in these areas. The distribution
of rates based on capital value of, even, residential properies would seem unfair given
newer houses are valuad higher than older houses even if they have the same number and
type of occupants. Both sets of accupants would receive the same benefit from the roading
maintenance.

The rates review option proposed is based on addrassing what the Shand report called
regrassion; the ratio batween incomes and rates burden, This report is over 11 years old
now and is therefore out of date. There are existing policies for rates rebates and rates
remission that can address this issue for the relatively small proportion of properties affected
by this assessmeant, rather than changing the whole system.

It would appear that a substantial part of the plan is about addressing the social issues of
sociaty rather than dealing with the infrastructure and nuts and bolts of the councils
responsibilities, and in doing that this plan also falls woefully short.

1 Brett Percival
Waikanae
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Al this jJuncture changing the rating system would be a regressive step to economic
development and is premature given that the Government has indicated a review of the
current local body funding systems.

It would seam that the proposed rating system option i outdaled in that it is "a 1850's
solution to a 21st century problem®. The level of Dabt and invastmant on future
devalopmeants naeds 1o be reviewad to look al atternatives given the new projections of

population and housing growth based on the new census data. Current projections are
significantly low.

The Town Centre revitalisation needs to happen sooner
In 201472015 represantatives of the community participated In the consulting group for the
Town Centres and Connectors ProjecL

To reduce the budget and extend the program over a longer time framea will have a negative
impact on business in our town centras,
# This reduction in the program and budget is not the channel for supporting economic
development and revitalisation of our Town Centres
« 'Incremental’ improvermeant will cause a slow dealh of businesses and In turn the
local community.
« Town Centres is about people, they are a community hub as much as a commercial
hub.
= Establishing @ commercial targeted rate will cascade down from the property owner,
to business, to the end consumer,
»  For many businesses, this increasea will be untenable

The re pricritization on the Town Centres appears to have been made without consideration
of the impact it will have of business and the wellbeing of communities,

2 Brett Percival
Waikanae
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Tell us what you think
about our long term plan

We need to receive your feedback by Spm on Monday 23 April 2018

It's easy to:give us your leedback onling, 5t
kapiticoast.govi.nz/kapiti2038, or you can
dse s lorm, You con post ihis cimpleted
form o

Long term plan submissions
Kapiti Coast District Council
Private Bag 60501

Paraparaumu 5254
@r drop it off Lo your local Library, service
certre or the Councl building, 175 Rima Foad,
Paraparaumu.
O you can scan dnd emal it to:

hﬁﬂﬁﬁ!ﬁwiﬂmm

Meed more space? Yiu can send us exlra pages
if there isn't enough space on this form e say
everypthing you want fo lell us. Please make sure
you puf your name and contact defalls an each
sheal pou send us

First nama ig-t"."ll.f: ;’

astrame [ a1 ol o ||

Title ftick one! [y | Mr [ [Mrs [ |Ms [ ] Miss [ | Dr

Midress 22 de [Cuge Kol
I,.-'_';.:I::.r'.--. IF-;,--. 4 ga o gy
Phone 0 Z) Z04 (973
E-mail Efr*m e Cores € 4mall cam

|

Are you providing feedback? [iick cnel

=1 a5 an individual

— :
| en behalf of an organisation | Grganisation name:

Do pou wanl to speak 1o the Councll aboul your

eubmission? [bick arel

:Lf.‘_"rl'l"l?."_- I paw oo, we will confact w3l the email sodress
ar phede mamber provided above lo arange @ Hme

Hearings wat! fake place dirig the week
of 14 May 2078

DND

Pﬂ'l'.l:!l Statemam: Fiezse npte thal ail ssbmissions |Il"|‘.'|l..ﬂll'|l] narnes and contac! delailsl will be mane availabie at Council
olfices and publss hraeies, & suirpmaey OF gabrmssong e aging g adinmg o Che sebrmillar meay aiso Lee rruacin puhlszy availabde
and preled am s Kapih Coaal Dl Coasnel wabaite, Pamonal mlarrmalion will bewed e administration retating 1o tha mibjact
rrealies ol the submessions, including rolifing submitiers of subsequend staps ard decisions. All iInformation wal ba hedd by Kapiti
Caast Distrct Gouncil, wilh submestters having the righl % access and cormed) personal efermaltion.

Bl you do not wish pour persanad eformation ba be publshed plegss fick the box | |

Long berm pdan M8 -A0R cansultatenn dacument | 33




This submission is to urge the Council to expedite the spending programme for
the work on the KenaKena Catchment.

Flooding in this area affects at least 20-40 homes many of them occupied by
older residents who are being regularly flooded. Some serious.

The Council has allocated seven million dollars for this project and given it
priority in line with their prioritisation order that flooded homes be given first
priority. We welcome this principle but it is the time line that is worrying.

It would be preferably if the work was carries out in years 1,2,3,4, and we urge
this on Councillors. The LTP suggests that the planned work will be carried out
over years 1,2,3,5,6,7,8,11. This is far too long for a number of reasons
including the relative value of the project and the potential for deterioration of
assets.

The existing stormwater pipes are undersized for a one in ten-year flood which
they are supposed to support, Consequently, when residents who have pumps
use them in heavy rain the water flows onto the street but the stormwater
pipes cannot handle it and it just flows back into their properties.

The proposed lengthy time line will cause worry and stress affecting the health
of elderly residents whase homes tend ta be affected the hardest. The stress
level is more damaging on their health when the rain comes as they fear
another regular flood.

A comment from a resident at 11Te Kupe Rd “| have no objection te having our
names included in the submission and can vigorously add that it is most distressing and
annaying, continuously having to lay sandbags| sometimes in the middle of the night) ta
stop the flood water from Te Kupe road entering our driveway and flooding into our garage
and garden etc. not very good for your health when you are in your 70°s!1! Ta The Council,
tha saonar the Council carries out the work needed the better, more action less words!l|
Regards,

Sue and Pete Hubbard”

Another comment from Mahana Rd resident: “The naw expressway has made the
situation worse, although the standard council answer is climate change which is a cop out,
the climate does not change that much in 5 years. We have invested in a second much
larger pump to try and stop the flooding. Our insurance premiums have risen from 5120 per
month to 3265 per month in 5 years, when the value of our property is going down,
although our rates continue to rise quicker then anywhere else in New Zealand.”
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SUBMISSION TO THE KCDC CONSULTATION DOCUMENT FOR THE LONG TERM PLAN 2018-
2038

Prepared by : Manaaki Kapiti

Dvarvisn

Manaakl Kapitl represents a number of tourism and visitor attraction operations in the
Kapiti District. including all the major operators which all have a significant investment In
their operations as well as the emerging local economy.

Contributing to a Vibrant District Economy

Manaaki Kapiti members have a significant investment in their operations, supporting the
Wellington region’s 52.40 billion in tourlsm revenue generation.

Manaakl Kapiti and its direct membership and association with the visitor attraction market
in the region provides a significant input into the development of the district from external
SOLITCES.

The sector is a significant employer in the region along with employing additional casual
staff to support activities and also supporting local service providers and suppliers.

There is strong business growth in general and this will be increased with the connecting of
the pext stages of expressway/motorway development at both ends of the region and the
development of the Wellington Western Regional corridar.

This secter Is a significant contributer to the Kapiti economy.

Change in Rating System in Kapiti Region

Manaaki Kapiti understands that KCDC is ane of only a few councils left who do not have a
business rating process included in their overall rating strategy.

Manaaki Kapiti sees some benefits as well as some pitfalis in this proposed process, We
believe it will be very difficult to identify businesses and also administratively expensive, to
run & process that includes all the businesses operating in the area. This is principally due to
the majority of businesses not having a physical buliding presence in the traditional sense of
a business operation. This brings in to question the effectiveness and possibly unfair status
of applying such a rating process. This needs some new thinking as a definition of a business
operation has moved on significantly over the last 20 yvears.



Manaaki Kapiti supports the notion that if a business rating process is introduced, an
appropriate portion of this increased revenue should be used directly for business
development in the Kapiti District and not disappear into the general funding process.

Maclean Park & Kapiti Gateway

These are also two very important infrastructure projects which can bring a huge and
positive impact on the develepment of the district in the longer term

The district is light on iconic visitar attractions that have the capacity to draw domestic and
international visitors.

We also note the significant interest in both these projects by the community and
businesses operating in Kapiti.

Manaaki Kapiti should be involved in consultation with these projects, as not only do
members provide a direct contribution through the visitor attraction process to the area,
but also have a significant investment in the future development of visitor attraction and
benefits to the region,

We wish to speak to the items included at this submission In the subsequent KCDC Hearings
taking place during the week of 14 May 2018.

Cantact Details for further information :

lohn Barrett  Manaakl Kaplti (Chairman)

Email : johni@kapitiisland.com Phone : 06 364-8818
or

Keith Wood  Manaaki Kapiti (Deputy Chairman)

Emall: keith@keithwood.nz Phone : D4 297 0750
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Submission on the Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan 2018/38
Sarah Helm
42 The Parade
Paekakariki
Phone 021 756533

| would like to make an oral submission.

FPaekakarikl faces significant challenges over the next 10 years in
relationship to Transmission Gully, affordable housing, sea level rise and
other environmental factors. We need proactive council support and funding
towards initiatives that are encouraging our own resilience and community
strength as well as careful management and protection of our environment
and natural surrounds.

| write in support of other submissions on the need to actively support
social housing and use of property and surplus land for this priority,
Paekakariki's community orchard, and to better commit to our sea wall.

Howewver | would like to focus on the kerbeide rubbish collection and waste
management in Kapiti.

| have two children, Alex 7 years and Jarvis 5 years. In their lifetimes they
will be forced to deal with increased extreme weather events and the
pollution of our waterways caused by inaction of previous generations.
Every action that confributes to climate change and environmental
degradation today is simply handing to our children problems that we are
already struggling to deal with.

Therefore my children and | work hard to minimise our waste and contribute
positively to the changes needed to protect our environment and promote a
safe climate.

As a family we were disappointed when KCDC decided to shift to privatised
rubbish collection. The privatisation brought in the provision of big wheelie
bins that you pay a set fee for, which promotes increased landfill, because
its an ‘all you can throw away’ service, rather than a pay per volume of
disposal service. As you will be aware, landfill causes carbon emissions and
leaching into our waterways - contributing climate change and pollution.

But we at least could continue to do our bit and most/many Paekakariki
residents continued to use the yellow plastic bags and have large recycling



bins that encourage recycling.

However, as you know the rubbish bags are now gone. And we are all being
forced to pay for wheelie bins.

KCDC, | am sure you do not mean to harm our environment, nor wish our
children a future of extreme weather events. And so | ask you to take action
to rectify the situation.

The private providers are not focussed on our environmental wellbeing. And
so, with the will and wishes of your constituents and your moral duty to
uphold the wellbeing of our environment, | submit that its your duty to
intervena.

Kapiti should be at the forefront of waste minimisation and handling. Instead
we are laggards. It is an embarassment for a district of our nature.

Finally, to be clear:

The privatisation of our kerbside recycling and waste collection services
has failed

* | want a council provided kerbside recycling and waste collection system
= Other councils previde this, including our neighbours Porirua, Hutt City
and Wellington and numerous others all over New Zealand

* When KCDC first gave the role of collecting our waste to private providers
residents were told that the system of bag collection and recycling would
remain

= The current commercial system includes no incentive to reduce waste

= It is bad for the environment because there are up to four different
providers driving around our district, duplicating services

= Our council has a stated commitment to sustainability and has signed up
to the Wellington Region Waste Management and Minimisation Plan {2017-
2023), which states: "Councils have a statutery role in managing waste and
are required to promote effective and efficient waste management and
minimisation within their districts."”

| want a return to a council-provided rubbish and recycling collection,

Please take action for our children.

Thanks
Sarah Helm
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INDUSTRY
@ AOTEAROA

Submission to

Kapiti Coast District Council

on the

Draft Long Term Plan 2018-2038

Date: 23 April 2018

TOURISM INDUSTRY AOTEARCA
Level 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1697, ‘Wall ngon G144, New Zezland
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Tourism Industry Aotearoa (TIA) welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Long Term
Plan 2018-2038 of Kapltl Coast District Council.

This submission is filed without prejudice to TIAS future pesition. Our ability to prepare a
comprehensive submission responding to the consultation document relled on the provision
by the Council of Information relevant to the connection between the consultation
document and the benafits that would accrue. If any information is provided at a |later
date, TI& reserve the right to comment further.

INTRODUCTION

1.

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

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

economic growth framework was launched in New Zezland in 2014 and has set an
aspirational goal of reaching %41 billicn in annual tourism revenues by 2025, Spend
growth has been rapid since 2014 and we are well on target to reach that goal.

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

Any enguiries relating to this paper should in the first instance be referred to Nienke
van Dijken, TIA Policy Analyst at nienke vand (kendba.org nz or by phone on 04 494
1842,

TOURISM'S IMPACT AT A REGIONAL LEVEL

B.

8.

TOURISM INDUSTRY ADTEARDA
Leved 4, 9 Boulcoit STreet, POF Bow 1647, Wellngoon @i, Naw Zealano
PG4 4 499 0104 werw Haorg.ne E infofta.crg.nz

The visitor spend from bath international and domestic visitors for Kapitl Coast District
Council was $173m (YE Feb 2018).

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

On any day of the year, your community |5 hosting the wisitors, domestic and
international, who are helping support local jobs and businesses,




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

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

11.1n 2016, TIA developed a Local Government Manifesto, outlining eight priority actions
for councils to reap greater econemic and social rewards from tourism. A copy of this
manifesto was sent to all Local Councils, ahead of the Local Council Election. For more
detalls please refer to Appendix 1.

Challenges and opportunities of tourism growth

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

13, We understand that the growth in fourism in your region may bring with it specific
issues, The following section explores some of those likely issues, how the Industry Is
responding and what you, as a Council, could da.

14.Infrastructure
Recent tourism growth has placed pressure on some Infrastructure used by visitors, In
order to better understand and size this [ssue, TIA undertook a8 Malionagl Tolrign
infrastruckyre  Assescment in 2016717, The resulting report [dentified the main
infrastructure deficits in both the private and public sectors,

The priority infrastructure types identified were:
Visitor accommodation
Telecommunications

Airport facillties

Road transpart

Car parking

Public toilets

Water and sewerage systems

Much of the infrastructure identified as a prionty for investment 5 Iocal and mixed use
(used by both residents and visitors) and has often seen long-term under-investment.
To optimise the benefits of tourism for host commiunities, coordination between Central
and Local Government agencies and Industry partners |5 needed for projects to
procead,
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What the Industry is doing.

» TIA successfully advocated for the Tourism Infrastructure Fund resulting in a $100m
fund for local and mixed-use infrastructure.

* Toursm sectors able to scale-up quickly are doing so, 8.9, the rcad transport sacior
has been able to respond quickly with increased fleet size.

« (Operators are making significant private investment Into infrastructure e.g. Skyline
Queenstown s $100m redevelopment.

s TIA is undertaking work to identify and address the key barriers to Infrastructure
investment.

What you as a Local Council cowld do in regards to infrastructure:

« Apply to the Tourism Infrastructure Fund for projects like new carparks, toilets
and visitor facilities.

# Coordinate with Central Government and Industry partners on infrastructure
projects submitted to the Ragional Growth Fund.

s Ensure the Long-term Plan accurately reflects the infrastructure needs of tourism.

15.5ocial Licence to Operate
The fast growth of the visitor economy has caused unease in some host communities,
with locals worrded about the number of visitors and the Impact. This places pressure
on the social licence the industry has to aperate within these communities.

What bhe Industry is doing.

= TIA in conjunction with Tourism New Zealand undertakes sixk-monthly 'Mood of the
Mation' research to assess New Zealanders' views of tourism.

e TIA In conjunction with Tourism Mew Zealand Is developing 2 'Toudsm Marrative’
project, which includes helping local businesses tell their stories.

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

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

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

What you as a Local Council could do in regards fo sociaf lcence cancems:
# Ensure freedom camplng Is effectively managed in your region
# Promote the benefits of tourlsm in your region to the local commiunity

16.5ustainable tourism
With the rapid growth achieved in the past few years, the tourism industry is facing the
challenges of managing and sustaining growth, rather than generating growth, There
needs to be purposeful effort to actively manage the industry for its long term
sustainable success.,

What the Ingustry Is doing.:
= TIA has worked with industry and with Government agencies’ support to develop a
Tourism Susteinability Commitment (TSC). The Commitment establishes a set of
aspirational goals at both an industry and business level across the areas of
economic, environmental, host communities and visitor sustainability, Tourism
gperators are signing up to the TSC and working towards implementing the
sustainability commitments within their businesses.
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What you as a Local Council could do to support boursm sustainability:

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

= Sign up the Council or vour appropriate agency to the TSC and actively promaote
the TSC to vour local toursm operators.,

17. Protecting and restoring the environment

Tourism is a highly competitive global industry. New Zealand's environment is our unique
selling point, it underpins our 100% Pure New Zealand tourism position and supports many
of our lconic sdventure and outdoor activities, Data from the International Visitor Survey
conducted for the Ministry of Business Innovation and Employment (MBLE) shows that the
top factor for Influencing wisitors to choose Mew Zealand Is our natural landscape and
SCEnery.

Mew Zealand's natural envirgnmental assets are under threat, influding many of our native
species, our freshwater rivers and lakes, and cur unique landscapes.

What the Industry /s doing.

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

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

What yvou a5 a Local Council cowld do to support our valuable environment:
* Recognise the economic value of your environmental assets to tourism
» Ensure the Long-term Plan accurately reflects the environmental needs of tourism
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#  Action the requirements of the National Policy 5Statement for Freshwater
Management as guickly as possible

18.Regional Economic Development
TiA s pleased to see the increased focus on reglonal development by Central
Government.

Reglonal dispersal is cne of the big challenges for the tourism Industry, as currently
B5% of current visitor spend occurs in the four gateways of Auckland, Wellington,
Christchurch and Queenstown. By improving the spread of tourism around the country,
we can ensure that many more regions benefit from towurism activity, while relieving
pressure on those places with the highest visitor loads. We are strongly supportive of
regional development initiatives that encourage and incentivise tourism.

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

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

19, Tourlsm funding In this context relates to financial contributions provided through
Central and Local government. There are two components te tourism funding = the
source of funds and distribution of funds.

20.5ources of tourism funding
International visitors pay taxes and are more than paying their way. TIA believes these
taxes, including the border clearance levy and $1.5 billion a year in GST, need to be
taken into account when additional charges on visitors are contemplated.

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

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

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

21.Distribution of tourism funding

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

Any form of tourism tax, such as the existing border clearance levy, must be ring-
fenced for tourism-related investments, not siphoned off for other purposes.
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Regional expenditure on tourism marketing and destination management by local
authorities should be consistent with the tourism aspirations of the community and
cognisant of the impact that visitor spend has on the wider community including
employees and suppliers.

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

FOLLOW UP PROCESS

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

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

BACKGROUND

25, Tourism for New Zealand is big business as the country’s largest export sector. 1t is a
major contributor to the New Zealand economy that will always be here and won't
easily go offshore. Tourism takes the lead in promaoting Mew Zealand to the world. The
brand positioning built by a vibrant tourism industry has become an important source
of national confidence and identity and a front window for “Brand MNew Zealand”,
Indead, the clean and pure offer that is synanymous with MNew Zealand tourism has
been widely adopted and used to promote New Zealand exports in a range of other
industries as well.

26, The tourism industry delivers the following value to New Zealand's economy:

¢  Tourism In Mew Zealand s a 99 million per day and %36 billion a year industry.
Tourism delivers around $40 million in foreign exchange to the New Zealand
economy each day of the yvear. Domestic tourism contributes another $39 million
In economic activity every day.

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

s Towurism is New Zealand’s biggest export industry, earning $14.5 billlen or 20.7%
of New Zealand’s foreign exchange earnings (year ended March 2017},
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Appendix 1:; TIA Local Government Manifesto 2016

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

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

» Facilitate and enablke communities to meet the needs of growing numbers of visitors,
as well as residents.
Identify your unigue selling points as a destination and promaote them.
Work with neighbouring communities to attract visitors to the wider region.

Infrastructure Facilitation

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

» Define and plan for the priority infrastructure that meets the needs of visitors as
wiell as residents.

« Exarnine the regulatory environment applied to tounsm operators and other
businesses serving visitors, and assess where the compliance burden can be
reduced to support increased productivity

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

= Schedule everts [ meetings, conferences, sports events and festivals) gutside of the
peak season to foster off-peak travel activity.

= Attract high value business visitors through the availabllity of guality facilities, such
as convention centres where appropriate.

Measuring Visitor Satisfaction

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

» Track the satisfaction of international and domestic wvisitors, whether by direct
customer feedback or social media, and use this information to address areas of
dissatisfaction and dediver ever higher satisfaction levels,

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

» Council-owned or supported marketing agencies {e.g. RTOs, EDAs) bulld a stronger
focus on promaoting off-peak travel activity to high value visitors,
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Regional Development and Tourism
Every région wants to grow and tourism can and does support this goal. Tourism
complements your community’s other industries like wine, horticulture and farming,

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

Enabling Airport and Port Facility Development

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

¢ (Cpuncils work with local airports to establish and implement long-term and
sustainable development strategies.
¢  Counclls work with thelr port company o ensure crulse tourism is enabled.

Sustainable Tourism Positioning
Every region needs to demaonstrate its commitment to look after its economic futurs

and the resources it uses to operate.

= ldentify the reglonal pricrities reguired to develop a sustainable tourism Industry
across economic, social, cultural and environmental considerations.

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

TOURISM INDLUSTRY ADTEARDA
Leval 4, 79 Boulcott Street, PO Box 1897, ‘Wwelkngon @l4d, Mew fealano
P 4544 499 0104 www. tia.org.ne E info@tia.crg.nz






18LTP-336
WITHHOLD Paget

Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council long term plan

First name
Last name
Title,
Address

Phone

E-mail:

I'm providing feedback as an individual

| do want to speak to Council about my submission

| note my submission (including name and contact details) will be made available
publicly,

| do not wish my parsonal information to be made available,

| make the following submission to the Kapiti Coast District Council long term
community plan:

Housing affordability
| want to see the following Housing principles included in the Long term Plan.

Having bought a small house in Paekakariki 35+ years ago for 1 year's salary | am
appalled that house prices have gone way beyond the reach of ordinary people.
Something needs to be done to ensure people of most economic bands can afford to
buy a house.

KCDC can help the situation by

Making affordable houses a priority. Working with community groups (o improve the
situation, Being actively involved with obtaining surplus NZTA land that is suitable for
housing

Waste and recycling services:

The present KCDC situation regarding rubbish and recycling does nathing to support
the stated aims of the Long Term plan of Sustainability.
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As a two person house hold we use 1 bag a month — costing approximately 360 at
presant costs. There is no company offering a service of a once a month bin.

KCDC should have wase minimisation as a firm basis that Contractors need o oparate
under.

At present we appear o have a syslem that encourages rubbish creation.

| believe that KCOC needs to do better regarding rubbish — go back to a Council system
with vigorous emphasis on waste reduction.

People nead to be incentivised to reduce thair waste, When KCDC handed aver waste
collection to private providers residents were told that the system of bag collection and
recycling would remain, but private providers were the best option, because competition
would keep the price down.

WE are also shipping our rubbish into somecne elses area and | think if we had to deal
with it in our District we would not have a policy of out of sight out of mind. Further with
a number of contractors operating there are numerous trucks running around which
seems 1o again go against the stated aims of a Long Term plan based on sustainability .
With the present system we are already sesing more cases of "fly lipping”

Please bring the Green back into KCDCs actions and vision
Rates:

For KCDC to have sustalinability as a flagship principle there needs to be a change in
rating

KCDC states that rates are held at no more than 5% of a household income.

For people of retirement age with superannuation as their only source of income

(approx. 16000 p.a.. rates of $3000+ ARE NOT TENABLE . For rates to be 5% a
household would need o be having an incoma of $60000,

High rates are pushing lots of people out of Kapiti.

In Paexkakariki it is even worse as we have to have bigger sections, Minimum 700 sq
metres for septic tank absorption.

Also if we have sepfic tank problem we have to spend a lol of money 320000+ lo get a
new system

Thus on the present rates system where one has a small house on a bigger section
land value skews the amount we have to pay. Again there is no advantage for people
wha chose to live sustainably in small houses.
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Plzase apply the principles of sustainability in rating — acknowledge and encourage
those that are trying to live in a more sustainable and usea any means possibla whareby
rating becomes a much fairer

Seawall

The Paekakariki Seawall finish date needs to be set in concrete — ie. Will be finished by
Also there needs 10 be assistance in shelping private seawall owners get designs elc s0
people aren't lumped with high consenting fees as seawalls public or private generally
support us all Cther designs would need permitting.

Climate change

In terms of Where are we heading “| want to see much stronger statements in the
LTCP about miligating Climate change.

Just as water tanks have become a normal thing to have | would like to see solar panels
being included in new builds.

More effort needs to be put into encouraging usage of bikes both push bikes and
electric. With the presenl rate of sales of E Bikes by the end of the 10 year period of the
LTP ebikes will be very common as a means of local transpaort. There fore our plan
needs to have something in it about increasing the retro fitling of arterial roads with safe
acycling facilities, If our present LTCP had this aspeact in it we wouldn't have the
situaticn where in the speed limit review the speed on Peka Peka Rd isn't being
reduced and an off road track will be put in later. Instead we would have a more

Biodiversity and flood mitigation

| fully support the submission made by Friends of Q E Park

| want to see KCDC taking a lead in increasing biodiversity in the area.
Some of the ways that this can be done are by KCDC doing the following:

Encouraging planting of the Escarpments of the district — these generally being noted as
outstanding landscapes.

Acquiring what is known as the Tilley triangle land presently owned by NZTA and using
this as a ponding area to mitigate Mlooding affects of the north end of Tiley Rd. Le. pul
this into a proper wetland.

Supporting the Grow Paekakarnki document.
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Ensuring that the gullies on the Perkins land are appropriately planted to reduce the
likely hood of another 2003 flood event that caused such bad flooding in Paskakariki

Working with the community on planning and securing the future of what is known as
Perkins Farm to ensure maximum benefit is oblained by the whole community.

KCOC needs to take an active part in ensuring work is done in the district to ensure
there is adequate fish passages.

Support for wind farms

Economic development for Paskakariki to mitigate Impact of Transmission Gully

| note KCDOC are supporting Waikanae and Paraparaumu iown centre redevelopment
plans and that Otaki has been grantad money to help develop an economic plan once
the bypass goes in.

Paekakariki is going to have a real change once Transmission Gully goes in and the
LTCP needs to give some assistance o Paekakarki, The form that this takes needs lo
be developed with community liaison.

Town centre development

In addition o funding for economic development there needs 1o be a complete plan
made o addrass the following in Paskakarki.

Traffic calming especially on The Parade and Wellington Rd
Parking issues nead to be addressed

The speed limit in the shopping area of Paskakariki needs to be reduced to 30Kmph
and through the rest of the village reduced to 40kmph

Thank you
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Submission to Kapiti Coast District Council long term plan

First name .

Last name.

Title,

Address

E-mail

I'm providing feedback as an individual

| do not wanl to speak to Council about my submission

| do not wish my parsonal information 1o be made available

| make the following submission to the Kapiti Coast District Council long term
community plan:

Waste and recycling services:

The present KCDC situation regarding rubbish and recycling does nothing to support
the stated aims of the Long Term plan of Sustainability.

As a two person house hold we use 1 bag a month - costing approximately $60 at
present costs. There is no company offering a service of a once a month bin.

KCDC should have waste minimisation as a firm basis that Contractors need to
oparate under,

At present we appear to have a system that encourages rubbish creation,

| believe that KCDC needs to do better regarding rubbish — go back to a Council
systermn with vigorous emphasis on waste reduclion.

People need to be incentivised to reduce their waste, When KCDC handed over
wasle collection to private providers residents were fold that the system of bag
coliection and recycling would remain, but private providers were the best option,
because competition would keep the price down.

WE are also shipping our rubbish into someone else's area and | think if we had to
deal with it in our District we would not have a policy of out of sight cut of mind,
Further with a number of contractors operating there are numerous trucks running
arocund which seems to again go against the stated aims of a Long Termn plan basad



on sustainability. With the present system we are already seeing more casaes of "fly
tipping”

Please bring the Green back inlo KCDCs actions and vision

Thank you
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walkanaebeachresidentzsEgmail.com

Submission to the KCDC 2018-38 Long Term Plan by the
Waikanae Beach Residents Society Incorporated (WBRSI)

Submission by Gerald Rys (Chairperson)
Email: waikanaebeachresidentsi@gmail.com
47 Rutherford Drive, Waikanae Beach
Phone: 042932595 Cell 0211398348

The Society would like to speak to this submission.

The Waikanae Beach Residents Society Incorporated wishes to make a submission to the KCDC
2018-38 Long-Term Plan, The topics we wish to address includa:

A. Implementation of the Waikanae Beach Future Directions Document

B. Increased Rates at Waikanae Beach

C. Paying for Roading

D. Waikanas Beach Community Hall

E. Education: Schooling for Waikanae

F. Emergency Management and Evacuation Route Waikanae Beach North
G. Refresh of Public Spaces/Parks at Waikanae Beach

H. Flooding and Stormwater

Introduction: The Purposes of the Society are to:

a) Tolake such steps as are necessary to presenve and protect the special character enjoyed
by the Waikanae Beach Community and ensure that the Waikanae Beach Community
continues to be a wonderful place to live, where the residents thrive in a relaxed beach
community with its high amenity values; especially within the ambit of the Old Waikanae
Beach Preservation Society.

b) To make rapresentations to Councils and any other relevant bodies concerning Waikanae
Beach

¢} To undertake scientific, leqal and other research relating to the coastline and Walkanae
Beach.

d) To make representalions, gather evidence and make submissions concerning any Hearing,
Regional/District Plans or Draft Regional/District Plans.

e) To take any appropriate legal or other action required to further the objectives of the Society

fi Do anything necessary or helpful to the above purposes.
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We therefore would like careful consideration by KCDC its Long-Term Plan of
the following issues:

A. Implementation of the Waikanae Beach Future

Directions Document

The Kapiti Coast District Council initiated and has completed a Waikanae Beach Future Directions
process to establish community views on the future vision for, and development of Waikanae
Beach. The Future Directions document identified 19 areas that were supported by the
community.

Recommendation: The WBRSI recommends KCDC fully support the implementation of the
areas identified in the Our Future Waikanae Beach, March 2017 document in implementing
its Long-Term Plan.

Rezoning of Waikanae Beach to Beach Residential

There has been a proposal to change the zoning designation of Wailkanae Beach to Beach
Residential for over 5 years. This is to match the Beach Residential zonings at Paekakariki,
Raumati and Peka Peka.

The Society consults its members on joining as to their main interests which highlighted that
preservation of the special character of Waikanae Beach was their main concern, This was further
confirmed by a later general survey of Waikanae Beach residents, The Society also wish to nole
these concemns within the context of the completion of the new State Expressway One through
Waikanae and the off ramp at Waikanae beach, and the consequences of this development on the
future beach character.

Further, the Kapiti Coast District Council initiated and has compleied a Waikanae Beach Fulture
Directions process to establish community views on the future vision for and development of
Waikanae Beach, The Future Directions document supported maintaining the character of
Waikanae Beach and the zoning of the beach as Beach Residential (Our Future Waikanae Beach,
March 2017 enclosed).

The Kapiti Coasl District Coundcil in 2017 supported a further character assessment of the
Waikanae Beach area, which reaffirmed and presented in more detail the character features
{(Waikanae Beach Character sludy by Urban Perspectives Ltd October 2017 enclosed). This
document is supported by the Waikanae Beach Residents Society Incorporated and has been
noted by the Waikanae Community Board on before being passed onto the Kapiti Coast District
Council. The Society has become a 274 party to the Appeal to the Environment Court by S.
Cunningham and Others v KCDC Courl number ENV-2018-WLG-000011 promoting Beach
Fesidential designation.

Recommendation: The WBRSI recommends that KCDC fully supports the plan change to
Beach Residential in a timely manner.

11| ipe
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B. Increased Rates at Waikanae Beach

Waikanae Beach residential properties now have bath tha highest average Capital Value and highest Land
Walue of all 11 districts in Kapiti Coast. The Capital Value increased 43.6%, which is significantly greater
than the District average of 37.4% and the land value increased 55.5% - again significantly higher than the
District average of 42%.

Residantial property capital value (CV) and land value [LV) changes Octobar 2017
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Ratepayers at Waikanae Beach are very concemed at the latest rate increases and the year on
year rates increases well above the rate of inflation. They have also noted that some core
services, e.g. rubbish and water payments, are funded through separate levies or charges. They
note that there is also increased rates intake through a greater number of ratepayers.

Due to the greater increase in valuations at Waikanae Beach compared o other areas, largely we
believe due to the new Expressway, there has been a proportionately larger rates increase in rates
at Waikanae beach, Some increases in rates has been as high as 20 percent with most well over
two times the district average rate increase proposed by the council of 4.7 percent. Residenls at
the beach, many of whom are on fixed incomes, believe that such an increase beyond their control
is inherently unfair and raises equily issues amongst ratepayers.

We note that included among the powers and duties of Local Authonties is the power to impose
rates. However, in the exercise of those powers and duties there is an obligalion to act fairly and in
accordance with best practice regulation principles. Principle 1 of the New Zealand Best Practice
Requlation Principles” states,

1. Proportionality: the burden of riles and their enforcement should be proportionate fo the
benefits that are expected fo resull. Another way to describe this principle is o place the emphasis
on a risk-based, cost-benefit regulatory framework and risk-based decision-making by regulators.
This would include that a regime is effeclive and that any change has benefits that outweighs the
costs of disruption.

3|{Page
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While we nole that the council has stressed the equity in it rates policy and income, this needs to
be balanced on how this funding is expended and the services provided to the communities from
which the rates came, in accordance with the propartionality principle above. We do not consider
this to be the case in terms of Waikanae Beach. We have not seen the risk-based costbenefit
analysis for the significantly higher rates for the Waikanae Beach area. We have been hit by
proportionately higher rates through valuation changes, rates review process which has also
extended to Greater Wellington Regional Council rates increases.

Recommendation: The WEBRSI therefore calls on KCDC to:

a) Put in place provisions for any household with greater than twice the average district
rate increase to have their rates increase staggered over the next three years, and not all
implemented in one year, as has been suggested for Greater Wellingtons Regional Council
flood protection policy.

b) Residents at Waikanae Beach call on the council to provide a proportionately larger
sarvicing of its needs of the beach to reflect the greater share of the rates paid. This also
reflects our greater needs due to increased growth e.g. Ngarara Estate, and greater tourist
numbers at the beach with the new expressway.

C. Paying for Roading

Tha WBRSI does not support roading charges being based on land or capital values of properties.
Having road charges based on land or capital value is unjustifiable, as we all use roads largely to
the same extent, independent of land or capital value.

Recommendation: The WEBRSI does not support roading charges based on land or capital
value.
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D. Waikanae Beach Community Hall
This section is Commercial in Confidence - not for public distribulion

Proposal:

Waikanae Beach is one of the fastest growing parts of the Kapiti Coast and as such needs to have
more facilities to support growing community needs.

Given of this growth, we believe the existing Community Hall in Rauparaha Street which is old is
no loenger fit for purpose, It is not compliant with the New Building Standards (NBS) having an
earthguake rating of less than 34%. It is clearly now a health and safety risk.

It is our opinion that Council should not spend more money on maintenance or expensive
renovation pending expleration by Council officers of an alternative means of secunng appropriate
and newer facilities for the expanding community of Walkanae Beach,

WEBRSI believes there may be scope, through a land swap or a sale/purchase arrangement, to
secure a more modern, NBS and earthauake comoliant buildine. and beiter located facilitv for the
Community Hall in the form of th

The Sociely asks the KCDC (together with the Waikanae Community Board as appropriate) lo
instruct senior staff to look into the feasibility of such a sale, swap or purchasa arrangement along
with the procedural steps (2.g. any zoning changes) necessary to achieve such an cutcome and
an estimate of the costs involved and any offsetting savings ansing. Pending a report back by
officials a notional provision should be retained in the LTP equivalent to currently projecied
expenditura for renovation and maintenance.

Recommendation:

To this end the Society (WBRSI) requests the KCDC, in association with the Waikanae
Community Board as a priority for our Beach Community, task senior KCDC Council staff
to explore the feasibility of securing via a land swap or sale and purchase arrangement
under which the site might be acquired for Community Hall purposes and to report
back within three months on the options.

This report should include an outline of any necessary procedural steps relating to
redesignation and /or disposal along with an estimate of the overall costs involved
{including any offsetting savings arising from not carrying out maintenance or other
expenditure required on the existing hall).

Pending the report back from officials the current provisions for maintenance and

renovation of the current Waikanae Community Hall should be retained in the LTP and
budget.
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E. Education: Schooling for Waikanae

The Waikanae Beach community enjoys the feel of an old-fashioned and peaceful seaside village
with its unspoilt natural beauty and relaxed holiday atmosphere. Some of us live here permanentiy
and other families spend weekends and holidays here. The number of permanent residents has
increased significantly since the opening of the Expressway.

We have chosen this area because it is a safe, family-friendly and a special residential area. This
special area is atiractive and special for children. We have noted that our relaxed community has
grown extensively during the lasl year as the Expressway has opened up with affordable home
ownership and rented properties with now faster easier access o Wellington and Porirua.
Waikanae Beach is now and in the future will undergo substantial change, The Ngarara
subdivision is only one of the ways the area of Waikanae is developing. Bach houses ara baing
renovated, rented cut and are increasingly becoming permanent homes.

Primary School for Waikanae Beach

A primary school is an urgent need. Most of Waikanae Beach is zoned for the primary school
Waikanae School in Seddon Street, Buses pick up the children from this area and bring them
back. It is too far for biking and certainly too far for walking. Other children do go fo the Kapanui in
the north east of Waikanas, bul like the Waikanae School in Seddon Street, this school is full

The Ministry of Education has land in Walkanae North close to the Ryman Village, and while there
is growth in that area, it is far more a retirement area than a place with school children. We would
like KCDC staff to start a conversation with the Ministry of Education for a swap with land in
Waikanae Beach. The WERSI have ideniified three possible sites for a school which would require
research and further development.

Secondary School for Waikanae

With the growth in Waikanae as a whole, due in part to the Expressway and the number of
subdivisions in this region, there will be added pressure for a Secondary School in Waikanae.
The site of this school could be in Ngarara Road close to the sporting facilities, parks and
swimming pool. A partnership would need to be set up between KCDC and the Ministry of
Education with some shared facilities keeping the cost of a new school to & minimum. This school
would cater for children from Te Horo, Pekapeka and Waikanae.

Conclusion

The rapid growth in the number of children living in Walkanae Beach has made it important for
KCDC to work with the Ministry of Education on planning and building a primary school n the
Waikanae Beach area. Such a school would also suppor children who live in the Pekapeka Beach
area. This need is urgent not only because of the distance needed to be travelled by childrén to
Waikanae School in Seddon Street, but also becauss both the Waikanae Primary School and
Kapanui Schogl have full rolls. A longer tarm plan for a Secondary school should alse be
considered.

Recommendation: The WBRSI would be happy to work with the Ministry of Education and

with KCDC to identify possible sites for a Walkanae Beach school and in the longer term a
Waikanae Secondary School.
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F. Emergency Management Waikanae Beach

The complex variety of waterways and access ways in Waikanae Beach, along with the mobility
challengas a lot of our residents have, provide for the need to plan, and create solutions to
evacuate the residents and visitors of Watkanae Beach when we experience flooding and adverse
weather, as well as Tsunami risk, fire, volcanic and earthquake and other Emergency situations.

Recommendation: The WBRSI ask for documented commitment from KCDC supporting the
residents of Waikanae Beach to ensure a high level of emergency preparedness by creating
logical, safe and accessible emergency evacuation routes for all members of our
community.

Emergency Evacuation Route - Waikanae Beach North

The Waikanae Beach North area between Waimeha Bridge and Pekapeka could become isolated
if an emergency event struck Waikanae and the Kapiti Coast. This event could be flood,
earthguake, fire, tsunami or an accident taking out the Waimeha Bridge.

Thene have already been two events in the last twelve months when logs and spring tides have
threatened the bridge, but with climate change the need o be prepared lor a major event is
paramount. It is possible that the bridge on the stream could be compromised, destroyed or
become dangerous. During the tail of cyclone Gita there was some flooding on Huiawa Road
which closed one lane of the road, This event was only the tail of a cyclone,

If a full extreme cyclone or tornado hit and damaged the bridge then any escape down Fieldway,
Huiawa Road, or Te Moana Road could be problematic and north of Wakanae Beach isolated.
Alsa if a tsunami warming called for evacuations the rule is not to travel toward the sea. This would
mean a large number of Waikanae North residents would be isolated,

WEBRSI have had tenfative discussions with the Waikanae Golf Club and a walkway could be
formed across the 11th fairway and initially if evacuation is expected to temporary to higher ground
at the Golf Club’s 13th tee. Hopefully in the longer term there should be the creation of a track out
towards Ngarara or to the Club House in Te Moana Road.

The design and financing of this project would not be expensive. A new gate off Hodgkins Road
and the corner of Atua Road would need replacing and paddocks, signage and possibly the
removal of ona or two trees, Also formal negoliations would be needed with both the Waikanae
Golf Club and Maypole (MNgarara) davelopmant.

A wider track to Ngarara or Te Moana Road could also be considered that would enable fire,
ambulance or emergency services access to Walkanae North, This may involve one of the golf
club bridges over Waimeha Stream to be widened. Also there may be circumstances when the
Waikanae Golf Club, Club rooms need to be made into a sub-hub for emergency purposes. The
official Waikanae Beach Hub is the Baptist Church on Te Moana Road which is 40 minutes on foot
from Fieldway. Waikanae North has absolutely no hubs, no churches and community spaces
available to the north of the Waimeha stream.
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Submission Waikanae Beach Residents Society Inc

These issues could be part of a feasibility study commissionad by KCDC, KCDC staff would need
to work with the Waikanae Community Board and WBRSI to facilitate this process.

Recommendation: As part of the Long-Term Plan KCDC work with WBRSI to create an exit
route from Waikanae Beach North to be used as an emergency escape route in any major
emergency.

G. Refresh of Public Spaces/Parks at Waikanae Beach

Waikanae Beach has a range of parks and raeserves that are summarnsed in the table following.
We consider there is a need for a refresh and full management plan for these parks, as recently
carmried out at McLean Park, to address the issues identified below noting the increased use due to
mora tourist traffic at the beach, and the health and safety concems noted.

Commeants on Parks and Resarvas.
MNumbered ifems below relate fo issues identified in the tabie

1. The Macrocarpa Trees are old and there has been branches fall off these in recent years.
Whal plans are there to progressively replace these fo maintain the character and shade
provided?

2. There are a number of ping and gum trees in the domain which are not suiled for such an
environment and are dangerous because of falling limbs. Can these be progressively replaced
with suitable native trees?

3. Theare is seating along the Waikanae River trails but for those with limited mobility, they are a

lang way apart

Thera are a number of trees along the path which should be culled and replaced.

5. General — the survey needs to be completed in more depth to assess if they still meet
community needs and are fit for purpose &g access for those with disabilities and other factors.

o

Recommendation: The WBRSI considers that there needs to be a thorough and
comprahensive study and management plan undertaken of the parks and reserves in the
Waikanae Beach area, along the lines of the review conducted of McLean Park. The study
should address whether these reserves and associated facilities are fit for purpose In
meeting the changing needs of the community, enfercement of Council policy en freedom
camping, provision of information boards reflecting Maori and European history in the
area, the safety and succession planting of trees, disability access and health and safety
concerns. A comprehensive implementation plan should follow.

Examples of specific matters needing early attention are the macrocarpa and gum trees in
the Tutere St Domain which are not suited for such an environment and which are
constantly shedding branches, These should be progressively replaced with suitable native
trees. Elsewhere, along the popular Waikanae River trails the seats are a long way apart for
those with limited mobility and there are also some mature trees which may be hazardous.






Submizsion Waikanae Beach Residents Society Inc

H.Flooding and Stormwater

Recent years have seen an increase in floods, high waler tables, and storm events at greater

frequency and severity. Recently council has surveyed individual properties for storm water
provisions. It is unsure whether this survey has also included the storm water provisions of storm
water from council land onto private properties.

We wish to advance flooding and stormwater projects for the Walkanae Beach Area to reflect the
greater urgency due to severity of flooding in recent years.

Recommendation: We would like to know what provisions KCDC is putting in place to
address storm water capacity from council land and roads onto private properties at
Waikanae Beach?

We also wish to understand the criteria used and priorities for flood protection at Waikanae
Beach, and what priority has been given to Waikanae Beach flooding contrel projects and
why. We wish to see greater priority given to storm water and flooding projects at the
Waikanae Beach.
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SUBMISSION TO KCDC 2018-38 LONG-TERM PLAN
23" April 2018

COMMUNITY HALL IN WAIKANAE BEACH

This submission by:

Gordon Shroff, Glen Wiggs, Penny Eames,

Contact details:

Gordon Shroff, 9 Olliver Grove, Waikanae Beach 5036

Email: shroffilicloud.com
Phone: cell 027 4758004

Glen Wiggs, 28 Ngapaki St Waikanae Beach Kapiti Coast 5036
Email: glen@wiggsy.com
Phone: 04 9058238

Penny Eames, 13 Titoki Road, Waikanae Beach,

Email: pseeames@gamail.com
Phones: landline 04 9023138 cell 021 321048

This submission by a group of Waikanae Beach residents, it is
supported by the Waikanae Beach residents Society Inc

This submission contains commercially sensitive information,

we therefore ask that it be treated as confidential until any
negotiations have been completed.

We would like to speak to the Council about our submission.



Individual subsmission by Waikanae Beach Residents: re Waikanae Beach Commiumnity Hall

Summary:

Waikanae Beach is one of the fastest growing parts of the Kapiti
Coast and as such needs to have more facilities to support the
growing community needs.

Given this growth we believe the existing Community Hall in
Rauparaha Street is old is no longer fit for purpose. It is not
compliant with the New Building Standards (NBS) having an
earthquake rating of 34%.

It is our opinion that Council should not spend any more money on
maintenance or expensive renovation pending exploration by
Council officers of an alternative means of securing appropriate and
newer facilities for the expanding community of Waikanae Beach.

We believe there may be scope, through a land swap or a
sale/purchase arrangement, to secure a more modern, NBS,

earthquake compliant and better located facility for the Communit
Hall in the form of the #
L ——

It is zoned Open

Space Private Recreation.

We therefore ask the Kapiti Coast Council to include in the long term
plan provision for a new community hall,

We would ask that this objective be supported by the Waikanae
Community Board as appropriate. We also ask KCDC to instruct
senior staff to look into the feasibility of a sale, swap or purchase
arrangement, (along with the procedural steps e.g. reserve
designation) necessary to achieve such an outcome and an estimate
of the costs involved and any offsetting savings arising.

Pending a report back by officials a notional provision should be
retained in the LTP equivalent to currently projected expenditure for
renovation and maintenance.
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Individual submission by Waikanae Beach Residents: re Waikanae Beach Commiunity Hall

Proposal and Comment:

The existing Waikanae Community Hall in Rauparaha Street is an old
building on an unusually narrow and restrictive site, It lacks
insulation and heating and several other features desirable in a
community facility, including adequate acoustics, bike racks and an
outside BBQ area. As such it is not up to the NBS with an
earthquake rating of 34%. It is not fit for its purpose to meet the
needs of the changing community evident in the Beach area
following completion of the Expressway a year ago. We also note
that the existing community hall has no off street parking and as it
is now used extensively, local residents are seriously inconvenienced
by parking the full length of the street most weekends and during
the weekday evenings.

The Hall is currently valued at $235,000 of which land value is
$143,000 and is classified as reserve land. This designation would
have to be lifted, at a cost of around $15,000 if the site were to be
developed for a different use. We believe this proposal could be
cost neutral for KCDC.

It is understood estimated revenue generated by various user
groups provides in excess of $12,000 a year. This sum could be
used for basic maintenance/development of the current Hall until
any sale or swap to a new building could be achieved. We note
that any substantial investment in renovation which would be
required to bring it up to standard should be ceased until looking at
other options to meet the Waikanae Beach community needs. The
KCDC budget has put aside $10,000 in 2018, $10,000 in 2019 and
in 2021 $20,000 for the maintenance and renovation of the
Rauparaha Community Hall. This provision continues to be set
aside pending the outcome of investigations into an alternative
Facility.

The Society understands there may be scope to quit the existing hall
in favour of acauirina the
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Individual submission by Waikanae Beach Residents: re Waikanae Beach Commiunity Hall

is a I, 5. /iding which

meets NBS standards and has a layout and facilities suitable for a
community hall, as well as space for off-road parking and a BBQ
drea - This site is zoned Open Space
and any change to this to permit residential or commercial
development is unlikely to be approved and would certainly
encounter opposition. At less than 2800 sam it does not meet the
KCDC's minimum size for a supermarket.

It is better located than the current Waikanae Community Hall, with
no near neighbours in terms of neise and is immediately adjacent to

t is also well placed to serve as a Sub-Hub for the
designated centre further up Te Moana Rd in the event of a Civil
Emergency.

Cadastral information obtained from KCDC records is attached on
both the Rauparaha and sites. Against this background the
WBRSI believes there would be merit in the Council and WCB
putting a hold on the expenditure of any further rate payer funds on
the existing Community Hall (other than for essential safety related
maintenance) while other options for providing the Waikanae Beach
community with a fit for purpose facility are explored.

Capital expenditure is heavily under review for KCDC, however if
there is an opportunity for the sale of one asset to assist in the
financing of another, then that would be a good starting point for
KCDC and Waikanae Beach residents, Also it might be possible to
draw on strategic land purchase funds in the interim as the sale or
swap in negotiated. We would hope that WBRSI would be involved
in this process. We believe this to be a priority for them for the
KCDC long term plan.

We believe the swap and re-gigging is consistent with needs of a
fast growing, changing and development area of Kapiti District,
The speed of growth is evident in the development of the Ngarara
subdivision, but also the way in which bach houses are turning into
residences. Any upgrade of the new hall could be eligible for a
grant contribution from the Lottery grants community facilities
schemes.
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Individual submission by Waikanae Beach Residents: re Waikanae Beach Commiunity Hall

Conclusion:

To this end the submitters : Gordon Shroff, Glen Wiggs and
Penny Eames requests the Council, as a priority for our Beach
Community, task senior KCDC Council staff to explore the
feasibility of securing, via a land swap or sale and purchase
arrangement under which the -site might be acquired
for Community Hall purposes and to report back within three

months on the options.

This report should include an outline of any necessary
procedural steps relating to re-designation and /or disposal
along with an estimate of the overall costs involved
(including any offsetting savings arising from not carrying
out maintenance or other expenditure required on the
existing hall).

Pending the report back from officials the current provisions

for maintenance and renovation of the current Waikanae
Community Hall should be retained in the LTP and budget.

Appendix I: Maps from Kapiti District Council showing sites

of the Waikanae Community Hall and _
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Individual submission by Walkanae Beach Residents: re Waikanae Beach Community Hall

Walkanase Baach Community Hall
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PAEKAKARIKI COMMUNITY BOARD LONG TERM PLAN SUBMISSION
APRIL 2018

Chair Philip Edwards Members Steve Eckett, Holly Jane Ewens, Paul Hughes.

1/Paekakariki Seawall Replacement

Benefits.

Safety of council assets eg road services houses. A wall with a 50 year life span.
Risks if not built

Loss of above, access to beach, village identity.

Cost 517 million This we see as not new money but money that has been
deferred to meet KCDC budgetary plans.

Years 2019-2021.

Comment. This has been on the council agenda for several years and heaps of
planning has been done for this to happen. We need to keep moving.

The reason for it to be built in the year 2019 onwards , is because that is when
funds are available.

2/Complete Te Ararca Trail track from Village to start of trail at the Southern
Bridge.

This track was passed in the 2017/2018 annual plan.

Obstacles seem to have been found to complete something that should not have
been this difficult.

BENEFITS. Help alleviate Ames 5t parking. Access easier from train etc. Regional
benefit.
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Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan Submission

23 April 2018
Dear sir / madam

| would lke to make a submission on the following points.

Paekakariki Seawall

A high guality process to develop a design for the structure of this seawall was run by the Paekakariki
Community and KCOL between 2013 and 2016. This resulted in resource consent being obtained in 2016.for
a design that is supported by the community. It is essential that the Long Term Flan provide funding and
support for the construction of a seawall, as consented. The LTP must:

1. Provide ongoing support of a collaborative process with the Paskakariki community over 2018 - 2009 to
complete final detailed design that delivers a seawall replacement supported by the community. As
outlined in previous community consultation and discussions with council, this final design process must
cantinue to address:

*# Foot /[ walking access is facilitated across the seawall and along the beach at a range of tides
+ The beach envirenment for recreation and guiet enjoyment is retained and enhanced

¢ \egetation and natural values are maintained and enhanced

+ Protection of roadway assets

¢ Culturalimpartance of the beach and community connection to it

2, Examine opportunities to integrate road narrowing and traffic calming along The Parade with the seawall
project. This approach cam support the practical construction of the seawall, improve safety, and make
the Parade a more pedestrian and cycle focused space that will benefit the whole community.

3. Ensure letting of contracts for seawall construction in 2019, as agreed with the Paskakariki community to
allow construction to be completed between 2019 and 2021,

4. Ensure that an open and collaborative process between KCDC and the Paskakariki community is
supported during the construction process, This includes working with the community on decisions on
timing of operations, communication and othear practical matters of concern to the community during
construction,

Surplus NZTA Land at Paekakariki

KCDC to support a Community driven process for long term planning of best use of surplus NZTA land
including Perkins Farmn.

| submit that the Long Term Plan should include support for and resourcing of a community driven planming
process for surplus MZTA land that will be available following completion of construction of the Transmission

Gully Highway. This includes the area known as Perkins Farm.

Land that will become surplus frem the highway construction has many values and opportunities far the
community of Paekakarikl as well as the wider Kapiti District. Working with the community on planning and
securing the future of this land is required to ensure maximum benefit is obtained by the whole community.

| would like to speak in support of my submission.

Yours sinceraly

Peter Handford, 32 The Parade, Packakariki
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WITHHOLD DETAILS
[Pt
o S e
Sulvject: Aatg wCTeases and oanges
Dabe: Manday, 23 Ageil 2018 12:31:27 pom.
Dear Sirs

I have read your leaflet "Building a stronger Kapiti together with great interest”.
However we disagree with your proposal to change the districtwide roading
contributions from a fixed charge to a charge relative to our property's capital
value. It will mean for a us a whopping increase of 8.44% (9.57% including
greater Wellington reglonal rates). We do not see just because the value of our
property is going through the roof we shouwld have to pay more as a result. In
the end the value of our property is not a liguid fund. Also we use the roads in a
similar fashion to anybody else. May we also point out that over the years we
are now paying more for general services like water and refuse collection. From
2015 to 2017 our rate increases have been as follows; 12.50%, 4.81% and
6.52% respectively. Sad to say our income has not increased accordingly.

Reaards
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Kapit Coast Districl countil
R, Submission o 10 year Long Term Plan

This paper is being submitied as parl of the council Ten Yesar Plan dizcuasions on behalf of Surf Life Saving
Mew Iealand for the provision of Regional Lifeguard Services at Otski and Paskskariki Baaches during the
paak summar holiday period, We are gratehd for ihe on-going funding for the Lifeguard service st both
beaches over the summear holiday period. Withaul this funding this senvice would not hagpen.

Surd Life Saving Mew Zealand beleves that these sernvices are catered For in the Kapili Coast Communiy
with  Community Outcomes in the following key areas:

» Vibrant Kaplti Coast- We provide a safier beachas for people o recmale and participate in
sport

= Secure and Healthy Hapiti Coast - We provide an essenlial safely service on the Kapit Coast

=  Sustainable Kapitli Coast ='We enhance people’s ability o use the natura! environment

» Connected Kapiti Coast - Dur members are well connecied nationally and intermationally and we
create a safer place far visitors,

Tha budgels within the altached documants show the mein cosis associated with the Reglonal Lifegusard
Sandics al Otakl and Paskaadki for the Z318-19 summer. Please nofe thase are subject to change but are
provided (o give a likely astimate 1o assist in long term budgat planning.

= 2018-2018: $ 85,821
2019-2020: $ 58,060
2020-2021; 89201

Surf Life Saving New Zealand undarstands that councll are obliged 1o apply snnual Inflation to these annual
budgets a5 per the CPl adjustimeni ermd appreciales This consideration a&s our cosls conbinualy ko
incramantally ncreaza.

We would Ike to take the opportunity to pressnt cur submizsion and anawar any guestians he saundillors
may have regarding the Provision of a RBegional Lifeguard Semvles at Paskarikl and Oiaki beaches

SLSMZ acknowiedpes and values the on-going support of the Kagitl Coas! District Councll - and is proud of

the coltaborative relationship shared both with the council and the Lifeguard Sendoes which provides pasitive
impact bo thosa who live and choose to recreate at Beaches and within the wider commdnify,

Yours Sincaraly,

Charlig Cordwed
Ragional Manager — Cantral Hag-::rn
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Surf Life Saving New Zealand

Provision of a Regional Lifeguard Service
Kapiti Coast
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1.

Executive Summary

1.1 Introduction

Surf Lifesaving Mew Zealand's purpose i3 based around "Protecting our Communily in the Water®; this is a
massna undertaking and reamains a constant challenge. As an organisation we raly on builkding strong
partnerships on a national and local scale, Swif Lifesaving- Cenfral Region consists of 20 clubs stretching from
Wallinglon and the Capital Coasl o Hawkes bay and Taranaki. We are aligned nationally with threa othar
Regions (Northem/Eastern/Southern) and together we provide Regional Lifeguard Services across most
beachas throughoo! Mew Zealand. Thes abiows us o Eake a consistent approach o Coundcl Funding
Submissions and Service Delivery.

Qur current focuses are

To be Mew Zeatand’s leading agualc essential serice

To be recognised as the #1 authority in drowning and pravantion

Hawe effective parlnerships in the agquatic seclar

Ba flexibla and responsive o commumity needs in water safely

Have Chibs and the national Association functioning effectively and will be vibrant and well resourced
Have a “one organization’ view o drowning prevention and our sport

Hawe members who do better In life than non-members

Ensure all stakeholders reflact positivaly on their ralationship with SLS

We have a range of activities, services and programmes thal enable us towards achieving our purpose
mcluding:

Lifesaving — all levels of support o the 73 active voluntary feguard services throughowt the country
which last year alone provided 199,000 hours of patroling on cur beaches, managing and
administaring the Regional Lifeguard patrois — Monday to Friday throughout ihe main school holiday
period.

Education = Beach Education, City Mippers and Surl to Schools programmes to over 40,000 children
nationwide. Education pathways for membership from junior through to masters level.

Sport — from junmior surf fo high performance and evenithing in between: full events, coach
developmaent, athlete and membership opportunities.

Voluntear support — full or haavily subsided first sid, radio operators, Inflatable Rescue Boats,
Instructor, Mational Lifeguard School. Coaching and other courses available for our 16,000+ membess,
Fullime, paid professional support with the provision of Club Development Officers throughout the
country [ suppaort the sustainable development of our volunteer feguard services and their members

Community — all of our programmes and services focug on enhancing the communily wedlbeing of our
membars and thossa that benefit from the servicas we provide — both on and off the beach
{workplaces, events, pools, research and education forums, rescueg emergency serices collaboration
atc, )

Event Safely — provision of highly qualified ewent safety services to community events,



1.2 Kapiti Coast

Im Kapiti there has baen a service confract for Regional Lifeguard Services af Paskakar®i and Ofaki Beaches.
The Regional Lifeguard Service s only @ part of the overall supervizion of the public while on beaches. There
are a great deal more valuntesr howrs pud in by the SLS mambership in Kapiti that provide the same senvice,
these wolunizer hours are not part of the Regional Lifeguard Service,

One of the key safely interventions as defined by the Coastal Public Safety Assessment (CP3A), surl
lifeguards on beaches; has been subject to additional risk modelling, The recommandations provided are
based on analysis of the following data:

«  Beach morphology and physical hazand rating.

«  Wisitabion profile.

«  Usar demographic.

»  Activity profile,

»  Projected population growth/Trends (Census Data, Statistic New Zealand).

The risk modelling has yviekled the following with regards o surf Ffeguarding servicing within the Kapiti Coast
Area (assessed sites only)

Exlend exisling sur Weguarding sendce [or satellite):
« Paskakarnki
»  Ofaki

The prafessional lifeguarding senvice shaukd continue ko run from mid-late Decarmber to tha end of Januwary (lo
cover the summer school holidays) at Faskakariki and Ciaki Beach extending by 1.5 hours each day,

A minimum of thres lifeguards shoukd be stationed at all sites due to the nature of the beach and wave
condifions. This is the minimum number reguired to safely ulilise an inflatable rescue boat (IRB) m the
lifeguarding cperafion, and thus 3 lifeguards are necessary as an IRE should be ulilised at all sites, Further
lifeguards are required over peak periods due o greater beach use,

Refer appendix A) for more detal on the Coastel Public Safely Assessmant.



2. Community Needs ldentified

2.1 Objectives

The main objectve of the service is fo prevent death and injury at Kapili Coast Beacheas. Funding will provide
the means to have patrolled beach areas during the busiest weeks

A regional lifeguard service provides a safe swimming area for beach users during the summer holiday period.
Cualified IWeguards assess the safely of the conditions, and establish a patrolled area I conditions are
guitable. Swimmers whao follow the directions of lifeguards and swim between the flags can enjoy the beach
safely. Lifeguards also monitor areas oulsida the flags and parform praventative acbons 1o reduce the risk of
drcowming and injury.

A key ablective Is to reduce the number of rescues reguired by performing preventative actions. This may
mclude advising against swimming i a designated area because of;

¢« Sea conditions such as rips, holes, strong underiows, the size of the surfl and force of waves which
may be considered dangarous,

« Presence of stingers in the water such as jellyfish and stingrays,
»  Presence of dangerousihigh risk sea We such as sharks,
=  Polluton problems,

 [nappropriate or incormect use of surfboards, boogie boards o other floatation devices used In the
wiater, or

«  Warning swimmers who are venturing past safe limits in relation 1o their swimming abiliies.

Proaciive preventative actions aim 1o prevent beach users from gelling inte danger while at the beach and
educate them in ways to enjoy the sea environmeni safely through interaction with the surf lifeguards. i
conditions are deemed unsafe for swimming, the lifeguards remain on duty to advise the public against
swimming, and perform any preventative aclions or rescuss as required throughoul the day.

Should peopls become andangered, the safe return of pesople o the beach, without drowning or injury, is a
surf [fequard's main objective,

thmmai Guards also provide the following services to the public and emengency services should the need
aresa.

Administer first aid,

e Carry oul searches (shore or sea based),

¢ Call smemency senices should the senousness of an incidant require it

= Work with the Coastguard and Police as required,

»  Provide important information to the publbc,

»  Deliver public education messages proaciively and directly to beach users.



2.2 Who Will Benefit
=  People of 3l ages, gendar and cullury backgrounds
# Local recidants
= Beach going public
e Wisltors o the Region
« Wil proviede employmen) for locad youth

¢ Local businesses

Patrol Statistics 2017 F 2018

Mo of People

Freveniative

Location Fescues Firzst Aic= Searchez 3 invalved in
Actions -
Preventatives
Faskakariki Q 1 1 | S 4087
Crtaki g 2 1 1361 2412
Totals 9 3 2 1855 | 6499

2.3 Link to Council Priorities

There are & number of key areas this service will Ink into Councll strategies and prioriies these are the
fallowing:

#= There are healthy natural systems which people can enjoy
s  Local characier & relained within a cohesive District
¢ The Disirict is a place that works for young people

= The Disirict has a strong, healthy, safe and iInvolved communitly

3. Service Provision

3.1 Currant Service Provided

e = L P Lo S Days per Hours Per
Location Total Mumber Days Mo of Lifeguards Week Day
| Faekakariki | 30 | 3 | b . ra
| Otk | 30 I 3 | 5 | 75

3.2 Recommended Service

The coastal public safaty assessment has yieldad tha following with ragands to surf lifeguarding servicas within
the Kapitl Disirnct (assessed stes only):

Extend existing sur lifeguarding senvice (or saleiite);
« Otaki Beach and Paekakariki Beach



- Total Number Days Mo of Days per Hours Per
Location ¥y& p
201213 201314 2014-15  Lifeguards Week Day
Paekakariki (Dec-Jan) a0 30 an a 5 7.5
Otski (Dec-Jan) a0 30 a0 i 3 5 75

4. Funding and Resources

4.1 Current Funding Provided

%55 566 ex GET

=  Kapiti Coast Diatrict Council

4.1 Funding Reqguested from Kapiti Coast District Council
201819 F56921.50 + GST
v 209200 55806034 + G3T

o 2020-21 § 5922154 +GST

4.3 Total Cost to Deliver Recommended Service

Expe i fure 2098J Z019 2012 2020 2020 ¢ 2021
| Uniforms $1800 $1836 $1872.72
| Fusi $1000 §1020 $1040.40
:-Tr::in-ing F3000 23080 P 5;2_1 E_EI_
| Club supgort 34000 $4080 54161,60
Equipment ! Repairs $3000 3060 F3121.20
SLENZ insurance Fi80 S183.60 3187.27
| ace 5778 £705 56 $E0Q.43
| Wages $36133,10 $39895 66 $30673.57
Supervision 51030.80 $1051.41 §1072.44
. Managemert $4000 54080 54161.60
| TOTAL EXPENDITURE §56021.90 $58060.34 $59221.54

Allows for 2% inflation






Appendix A - Service Provision

Long Temm Drowning & Injury Prevention Planning: Kapiti Coast District

Thiz paper serves to provide an overview af the resources and services recommendad for the Kapiti Coast
over the next 10 vears to help prevent drowning and injury on the coast. The recommendalions are derived
from risk assessments conductad at siles along the Kapili Coast.

Crowning is 1he third highest casse of unintentional death in New Zeakand. Since 2002, 17 people have
drowned on the grester Wellington coastine. On the Kapti Coast 204 people have been saved by surf
fifeguarnds, 186 injurad have bean reated, 30 searches have bean conducted and 38463 paople hawve besn
removed from danger prior to getling inte difficulty. In response fo these alarming figures Surf Life Saving New
Zealand [SLEMNZ) developad a Coastal Public Safety Sirategy to provide a framework for evidence-based
drowming and injury prevention, Essential o this stralegy was the instigation of a risk assessment programme
{referred to as Coastal Public Safety Assessments) to enable the water safety secior to meke informed
decizicns, based on quality evidence, o ensure high risk coastal locations are identified and resourced
apcordingly.

1. Coastal Public Safety Assessment (CPSA)

Each CP3A involves a thorough analysis of the coastal environment [beach and surmounding dunes, surf
zone, and offshore environment) and the interaction of people with this environment. The process includes
identifying, logging and analysing numerows conlributory factors, including:

= Hazards (i.e. shifting sand bars, deep holes, rip currents, largse waves, submerged rocks etc. ).

s  Beach structures, faciities or existing infrastnscture,

«  Tourist aftractions and other visitation drivers.

¢ Access points,

«  Site usage trends.

« Demographic profiles,

s Activity profiles,

¢ Existing rescusfincident profile (Io identify rouble spots),

= [Exisling emergancy response o the site.

This data was collected using & range of critical sources inchuding local community members, local coastal
users [e.g. surfers), existing surf lifesaving services, police, ambulance, fire service, coastguard, iwi, and
termitonal authorifiss.

Az each site and surrounding communaty s unique, 8 thorough risk assessment i reqguired o ensure the
factors confributing o ncidents al particular sies are fully understood, ensurng the formulation of a
comprehensive risk mitigation plan, which is effective and sustainable,

Surf Life Saving Mew Zealand will collate the data, consider the input from all data sources, and develop a ten
yvaar implemaniation plan to enhance public safely al the sile. For example, this may include, but iz not limited
o, the installation of water safety signage, Instigation of beach educstion programmes, or exiension of
ifeguarding services. Surf Life Saving Mew Zealand will work with the communify and other key siakehoiders
to ensure that the initiatives required for the site are implemented and the safety of the public is enhanced to
anable people o enjoy the marine anvironment safely,



2. Kapiti Coast Coastal Public Safety Assessments

Zoastal Public Safety Assessments were conducted &t two sites on the Kapitl Coast (Figure 1). The sites
assessed ncluded, Otaki Baach and Paskakanki Baach. Thesa sites wara salectad basad on thair panceived
level of risk and the presence of existing sur lifesaving services,

w.Google

Figure 1: Sitas subject to Coastal Public Safety Assassments on the Kapiti Coast.

3. Summary of findings

There is a high level of risk of drowning and injury st Otaki Beach and Paskakariki Beach. Drowning
prevention measures have been implemanted in varying forms and capacities at the assessed sites.
However, addifional measures are still reguired io midigate the level of risk further,

Diaki Beach and Paskakariki Beach have no water safety signage,

There is an absence of sasily accessible emergency communications devices at both sites, This has a
significant adwerse impact on the Emely response of emergency services in the event of an incident

The Kapiti Coast is well used by local residents and tourist alike for a range of recreational purposaes,
particilarly during the summer season

Car parking and bagc facilities (2.9, public toilets) are provided at popular beaches on the Kapiti Coast.

YVolunteer and professional surf lifesaving services are effective al reducing drowning and ingury over the
peak summear period. On average approximataly 189 people have been saved, 24 injured have been
treated, fowr searches have been conducted and 3,958 people have been removed from dangerous
situations by surfl Iifeguards every vaar [over the past five vears),



Surf Hlesaving clubs on the Kapitl Coast provide a call-oul service, rasponding to nearshore water
emergencies, Avaiability and the fime of response of this service may vary from club to club,

Beach safety programmes (Beach Education) are run at Paskakarikl and Otaki Surf Life Saving Clubs,
teaching children how to stay safe in the suf.

4, Bummary of recommendations

Water safety signage which meets the reguirements of the combined Australian/™Mew Zealand Standand
[(ASINZS 2416:2010) should be installed a2t all coastal sccass locations at Maki Basch and Paskakariki
Beach, Highest risk sites should be prigritised. SLENZ can provide the specific signage requirements, as
detailed in the Coastal Public Safely Rapors.

The provision of lifeguarding sarvices should be extended beyond their currenl capacily (as detailed in
section 4.1)

Anintegrated approach to coastal callouis andior emergencies should be established betweesn all relevant
slakehoiders at this site. A priorifized first step should be 8 meeling betwsan surf lifesaving, coasiguard,
fire service, and police,

A network of permanent emergency response beacons (ERB) should be installed ai all assessed sites on
the Kapiti Coast o enable prompl, direct, twvo-way communication with emargency serdcas. As 8 result,
an effective, fimely response can be execuled in an effort to minimise the consequences when an incident
AGCUTS.

Coastal safely material should be provided at all fronlline campgrounds and accommodation locations
relevant to the siles assessed. This will expose domestic and International visitors fo some water safely
aducaton pror io entering tha coastal envircnmant.

Beach safety information specific to the coastal sites should be incorporated on the websites of teritorial

authorities and applicable fourism companies, These websites should Fink to Surf Life Saving Mew
Zaaland s www findabeach.co.nz wabsita.

Daily information signage should be displaved al main enlry points throughout the vear with local
community members trained, by SLEMZ, regarding how to display this information

A holistic approach regarding coastal public safety should be incorporated into all future planning &t
coaslal siles on the Kapiti Coasl. This will likely sea the infroduction of other droswning pravention
inifiatives, SLEMNZ should be consuited regarding any future development of beach access andfor
nfrastructure in an efior 1o ansure public safely B appropriately considared.

4.1 Surf Lifeguard Service Extension

One of the key safely interventions as defined by the CPSA, surf lifeguards on beachas, has been subject to
addiional risk modelling. The recommendations provided are based on analysis of the following data:

L]

Beach morphoiogy and physical hazard rating.

Wisitation profile,

Usar demographic

Activity profile.

Projected population growth/trends (Census Data, Stalistics New Zealand].

The rek modelling has yvielded the following with regards o surf lfeguarding servicing within the Kapiti Coast
(assassed sites only):



Maintain exizting sur Weguarding senice:
n'a

Extend exisbing st IWeguarding senvice jor salalita):
« Ofaki Beach and Paskakariki Beach.

fnveshigate potentlal sur Weguarding sendce extension andior saleilfite patrol;
nia

The professional lfequarding service should continue to run from late December to the end of January {to
cover the summer school holideys) 8l Otaki and Paekakariki. Further extanzion mto Febroary should be
investigated for both sites. This service could cperate during weekday afternoons {e.g. 4:00 pm — 7:30 pm})
during this month.

Cue 1o the beach and wave conditions on this coasting an inflatable rescue boal (IRB) should be utilised at
boih sites. This requires a minimum of three lifeguards at each site (the actual number of lifeguards will be
gredter than the minirmum reguiremants inmany casas).

The success of a professional Ifeguarding service should be evaluated annually. Any evaluation should take
inte account the quality of weather experenced during any given summer, as well as other factors which may
imfluanca the use of this sarvica by mambaears of the public.

5. Future research: Coastal Public Safety Assessments

Az anly two sites have been assessed an the Kapiti Coast it is essential (o conduct additional Coastal Public
Saflety Assessments o idenlly the need for lifeguarding services in olber popular, yvel unpatrolled kocalions.

Recommendalions:

« An additional twa sibas should be assessed n the naxt two years. A methodological approach should ba
faken in selecting the site, with comprehensive reasoning 1o support the perceived highest risk site to
undergo a risk assessmeant.

«  The safely interventions recommended for the site following a Coastal Public Safety Assessment be
mplemented,

6. Conclusion

« A range of safely mterventions (including waber safely signage, lifeguard semrvice exbansson, amergaency
response beacons, and education programmes) are required 1o reducs the risk of drowning and infury on
the Kapiti Coast.

« The provision of these safety interventions should be built into future plans for the coastal environmant by
the Kapiti Coast District Council and ather water safely stakeholders.






18LTP-344

From: Paul Hughes

Tae Elbos - Kapiti 2038

Sulject: ELCTC Long Term Plan Congdiation Decumant Subnssion April 2018
Datbe: Manday, Z3 Apeil 2018 1:15:32 p.m,

figtachmenks; EapiitoasCommniliestiasng Tashfuroleopitranil a0 Lol
Dear KCDC

This is the submission of the Kapiti Coast Communities Housing Taskforce on the
Long Term Plan Consultation Document April 2018

This amends our earlier KCDC LTP submission report dated 16 July 2017,

Firstly, we submit our amended report attached.

Secondly, we support the following provisions that Council has made in its
Consultation Document:

] ' 1 - We support
the Council p!an to l:alh l::r the ::I:Jrnrnunm:',.r anu:l partn-em about the future
management and wider use of this important social housing stock., We appreciate
it will entail a significant effort to undertake this plan.

Housing - Influencing housing issues - We support the Coundil plan to do more
work to investigate the options Council has to influence housing issues. We ask
that some urgency be accorded this work as it takes time for any Council
influence to have effect. We suggest Council partner with MSD, MBIE, Community
Housing Actearoa and interested Community Housing Providers.

Rating system review - Fixed charge roading rate change - We support the
Council plan to recover districtwide roading costs an a capital value basis. We see
it a benefitting smaller home owners (and indirectly Community Housing
Providers) as it will lower rates for them. We see it as benefitting the available
stock of habitable units, as it will remove the significant cost that was previously
incurred by owners, so that they will more likely to rent them and at a more
affordable price in a market that is short of this size category of home.

We wish to speak in support of our submissions

Kind regards

Faul Hughes
Kapiti Coast Communities Housing Taskforce
Chairperson
0274925399






Versioning

Date By Changes Version
' 22/04/18 P Hughes Recommendations renumbered 1
Additional Council housing stock lease agencies
added

Fees and levies etc. - changed to include social
clustering, papakainga, development contributions
scaling, rules discretion, and required iterns scaling
Accessible housing - included NZ Standard
4121:2001

23/04118 P Hughes Added reference to the Healthy Homes Guarantee 2
Act 2017 and removed the recommendation on rental
_WGF as it no !Dnger req uirrg.-_s Council action
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Executive Summary

The Kapiti Coast Communities Housing Taskforce is an independent body advocating for
the needs of the housing sector on the Kapiti Coast, representing a wide range of
organisations. It was established after a series of meetings of many of the various
stakeholders in the housing sector, who defined the issues and role, and supported its
establishment. See Appendix 4. The taskforce has consufted housing providers,
developers and others involved in the sector on the Kapiti Coast.

The Taskforce concludes that our communities face unprecedented housing pressure,
largely caused by recent excessive net migration, showing up the gaps in our housing
infrastructure mix and capacity that has been pushed to the limit and beyond.

This report lists current Kapiti Coast housing providers,

The Kapiti Coast Communities Houging Taskforce then provides recommendations on:
providing housing needs assessments;

halping community housing providers;

helping increase supply;

helping decrease demand;

helping change central govemment policy, and

helping improve the adequacy of Kapiti Coast homes.

KCDC social housing stock

The best core model identified by the taskforce as a future path for KCDC social housing Is
found In Christchurch, where all community housing stock and land has been leased to the
local Otautahi Community Housing Trust — See hitps:/focht org.nz/

We have developed a refined model based that has the following benefils:

« Managemant by an entity whose core business is community housing provision.
Management by iwi if they wish,
Comrmunity Housing Provider access to grealer central govemnment resources in
the form of Income Related Rent (IRR) and Income Related Rent Subsidies (IRRS)
o provide Social Landiord Tenancy Management and assist people to sustain a
lanancy.

= Access to community charity, goodwill, and volunteering.
Council's assets and future managemeant options are retainad.

« Jump start capability for a local Registered Community Housing Provider and iwi
housing, which will build a foundation and lead to greater community housing
provision in the future, either at scale or incrementally.






Kapiti Coast Communities Housing Taskforce

Who ane wa?

The Kapiti Coast Communities Housing Taskforce was formed as an independent body to
advocate for the needs of the Housing seclor in the Kapiti Coast community, It has been
formed recently after the Mayor initiated a series of meatings of many of the varous
stakeholders in the housing sector, who defined the issues and role, and supported its
establishment.

Adequate housing is a basic hurnan rlght

Accessible housing is also a nght for disabled parsons - See hitps:/fwww hrc. co. nziyour-
le-disabilities/our-work/crpd/

Thea Taskforce that prepared this report comprised the following Kapiti Coast community
people:

Chair - Paul Hughes — Paekakariki Housing Collective

Secretary — Mary Skerichly

Sue Emirali — Disabled Persons Assambly NZ

John Hayes — Older Persons Counail

David Scott — Kapiti Coast District Councillor

Therasa Hynes - resident

Trevor Daniel — Kapiti Grey Power

Kevin Burrows — Kapiti Grey Power

Shona Macneaill - Te Ara Korowai

Angie Cairncross — Community Housing Actearoa

Rev Brian Hooper — Kia Kaha Charitable Trust

Joleen McEvoy

Iide McCloy - Abbeyfield

Dermot Whelan — Age Concemn

Cindy Foote - Jade Rentals

The views expressed in this repor! are those of the individuals involved and do not
necessarly represent the views of the organisations to which they belona.






What is the Housing continuum?

A housing continuum can be used to identify whera there are housing challenges and
barriers. This should then lead on to what opfions, resources and agencies are needed fo
address themn that get the best social and economic results.

The availability of all forms of housing is crucial for people to have both housing options
and pathways available to them along the housing continuum throughout their lives.

See Appendix 1 for Housing continuum definitions.

Figure One: The Housing Continuum

HOUSIMG AFFORDABILITY CONTIMULIM
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Source: Community Housing Actearca



Kapiti Coast Housing providers

Providers can be grouped in several ways.

Community led housing providers within Kapiti Coast are:

Salvation Army (12 units) - hitp:fwww. salvationarmy.org.nzicentres/nz/lower-north-
island/paraparaumu

Pact Group - hitp:/'www pactgroup.co nzisupported-accommodation/

LinkPeople - hitps://www.linkpeople.co.nz/

Paekakariki Housing Trust (1 unit)- hitpsJ/iwww paskakankihousingtrust org!

Govemnment led housing providers within Kapiti Coast are:
Kapiti Coast District Council (118 units with a waiting list of ~30) -
http:/www. kapiticoast. govt.nz/sernvices/A---Z-Council-Services-and-

Eacllities/Housinal
Housing NZ Corporation (210 units) - hitp:/iwww hnze oo nzf

Community led providers of supported accommaodation within Kapiti Coast are:
MASH Trust - http/fwww.mashirust.org.nz! - working through Kapiti Welcome Trust
Womens Refuge
Kia Kaha Charitable Trust

Hohepa Wellington - hitp:/fwww. hobepawellington.com/

Some Community Housing providers are registered with central govemment to qualify for
participation in assistance programs. Registered providers are able to access income
related rent subsidy when they take people from the MSD Social Housing Register which
has a waiting list of 151 (this includes multiple registrations by the same person for more
than one location)

Current Registered Community Housing Providers within Kapiti Coast are;

Dwell Housing Trust - hitp./dwell.org.nz/
Salvation Army - hitp.fwww salvationarmy.org.nz/centres/nz/lower-north-

island/paraparaumu
Abbeyfield NZ Inc. - hitp:/'www abbeyfield co nz/
LIHHPEﬂPIE hitps://www linkpeople.co.nz/Pact Group -

M) r mnz.'u Q =5 mod n'




Recommendations

1. Providing housing needs assessments

Housing Needs Assessment

The standard method to assess the housing needs of a communily is to undertake a
Housing Meeds Assessment. These were first provided for in the Affordable Housing:
Enabling Territarial Authorities Act 2008, to ensure the adequale supply of affordable and
social housing. They assess the housing needs of an area using the Housing Continuum
as a framework.

Other Councils that have completed these include:

Palmerston North City Couneil 2011 - hitp:iwww.pnese. co. nz/docs/housing-needs-
assessment.pdf

Dunedin City Council -

hitp:www. dunedin.govl.nzl  data/assets/pdl file/0018/251541/Social-Housing-
Wellington City Council - DTZ New Zealand and Stimpson & Co. Wellington City
Housing Needs Assessmeant. Wellington City Council; Housing New Zealand, 2006
Wairarapa Housing Needs Assessment, Dr, Chrissy Severinsen & Rachel Hansen,
2016

While the legisiation that initiated them has been repealed, the need for such assessments
has not diminished, but increased.

The new National Policy Statement (NPS) for Urban Development Capacity requires that a
Housing Development Capacity Assassment be prepared, but this assessment does not
necessanly provide for all affordable and social housing needs, so a Housing Needs
Assessment is still required.,

Recommendation 14
That Kapiti Coast District Council completes a Housing Needs Assessment before 31
December 2018 in conjunction with its NP5 Housing Development Capacity Assessment.

Housing development capacity assessment

The new National Policy Staterment (NPS) for Urban Development Capacity requires thal a
housing developmeant capacity assessment is completed by Council before 31 December
Z018. Some of the matters neading io be assessed are similar (o those reguired of a
Housing Meeds Assessment.

Recommendation 18
That Kapiti Coast District Council completes an NPS Housing Development Capacity
Assessment by 31 December 2018 in conjunction with a Housing Meeds Assessment.



Maori Housing Needs assessment

Tha governmant has launched a Maon Housing Strategy 2014-2025 raecantly that defines
6 strateqgic pou:

1. Ensure the most vulnerable Maori have secure tenure and access to safe, quality

housing with integrated support services.

2. Improve the quality of housing for Maor communities.

3. Suppaort Maori and their whanau to transition to preferred housing.

4. Increase the amount of social housing provided by Maori organisations.

5. Increase housing on Maori-owned land.

6. Increase large-scale housing developments involving Maori erganisations.

Council immediately engage and work with local i authorities to provide for their housing
needs.

10



2. Helping Community Housing providers

The Kapiti Coast Community Housing sector will thrive better with help and support from
Council. They can leverage other community resources to increase the quantity and
quality of community housing. Investment in these providers can potentially have large
benefits for the community, in ways that Council itself cannot attain. Many other Councils
have various forums to build their relationship with the sector, and Kapiti Coast will only
benefit from such a forum.

Recommendation 24

That Kapiti Coast District Council immediately establishes and supports a Community
Housing subcommittee of Council, in conjunction with MSD and MBIE and Community
Housing Aotearoa, to ensure ongoing help and support to the Community Housing sector,
and a forum for the ongoing relationship to nurture each other's housing work.

1



3. Helping increase Supply

Council social housing stock and land

There has been much talk about there being better models for the best community use of
Councils social housing stock and land. The Coundils provisions in the current Long Term
Plan are considered insufficient — See Appendix 2.

In 2012 a comprehensive review of Council's role was undertaken - See Appendix 5.
Transfer 1o a Council Controlled Organisation (CCO} was recommended but Council have
not done so.

It is time to act.

We need management entities with the following attributes:
= Registered Community Housing Provider — to qualify for governmeant resourcas.
« [Established governance, administration, and delivery functions.
» Local experence and presence.
= |wi management for some stock and land if they wish.

KCDC has rejected CCO management. 11 is now time 10 look at other sclutions, The best
core model we can find is Chrstchurch, where all community social housing stock and
land has been leased to the local Otautahi Community Housing Trust - See
hitps.fochi.org.nz!

Wae also favour supporing iwi to provide for their own social housing needs if they wish.

The benefits of our refined model are:

Management by an entity whose core business is community housing prowision.
Management by iwi if they wish.

Access to greater central government resources.

Access to community charity, goodwill, and volunteering.

Council's assets and future management options are retained.

Jump start capability for local Community Housing providers and iwi social housing,
which will build a foundation and lead to greater community housing provision to a
range of pecple in our communities in the futura.

& & & & @

The most suitable local registered Community Housing Providers that we are aware of are
Dwell Housing Trust - hifp//dwell.org.nzf and LinkPeople - hitps:iwww.linkpeople.co.nz/
because they are local registered community housing providers with expenence in
delivering a range of community housing needs. Paekakariki Housing Trust and iwi are
esiablished and may become Community Housing Providers in the fulure.

That Council lease its social housing stock and land to the local Registered Community
Housing Providers - Dwell Housing Trust or LinkPeople, or Paekakariki Housing Trust, and
iwi if they wish, by Decamber 2018.
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Habitable Units

Many properties have unused habitable units present that are not being used for various
reasons, including Council palicies that discourage owners from using them as rental
homes, These are existing stock that is unutilised but readily available to increase supply.

Council immediately investigate why landowners do not want to rent unused habitable
units that they own, and use the resulis to free up these potential homes.

Progressing Medium Density zoned housing development

The District Plan has many areas zoned for Medium Density development, but lithe has

Anecdotal reporis are thal il is loo expensive for landowners 1o undertake the
redevelopment, or it is too risky to purchase the number of adjoining propertias required to
make it worthwhile, Council Development Levies and fees are too high, or the land is too
expensive to develop as it is peatland or fiood prone.

Council and govemment have the powers to progress land purchase and development for
Medium Dansity housing.

Wellington Cily is considering a high rating differential 1o encourage owners of Medium
Density zoned to develop the land for more homes, or sell.

Recommendation 3C
Council immediately investigate why Madium Density zoned landowners do not want to

develop properties that they own for more homes, and use the results to increase the
likelihood of more homes.

Recommendation 30
Council work with government to use its powars to ensure that Medium Density zoned land

is developed for more homes within 5 years, particularly areas without owner occuplers
that do not wish to sell,

13



Residential development quotas

Some Councils use planning rules to insist that affordable houses are provided for in
housing subdivisions according to a quota. This has been successful in Hobsonville and
Queenstown. It is not always appropriate to provide that affordable housing within the
subdivision, so allowance needs lo be made for transfermng a contribution towards
affordable housing development elsewhere locally under the supervision of Council.

mendafti

Council implement planning rules that require housing subdivisions to provide a quota of
affordable sectionsmomes, or a contribution o Council for affordable housing development
nearby.

Council assistance for social and affordable housing

Council rules, fees and levies all add cost to developments that can benefit social and
affordable and papakainga housing. Council needs to use its discretion to reduce costs
where they do not disadvantage Council or the outcome intended. This can entail reducing
Development Contributions in proportion to the demand placed on infrastructure,
particularly for smaller units. This can entail reducing requirements for the provision of
required items such as rainwater tanks in proportion 0o the demand of the home. This can
antail discretionary application of rules for social cluster developments that are lacking in
our housing stock diversity.

Eecommendation 3F — Key Priority action

That Council waive or reduce its fees and levies as appropriate when a residential
development includes provision for affordable or social or papakainga housing, particularly
where it is to be purchased or run by a recognised Community Housing provider. That
Council use discretion and scaling in the application of its rules, Development
Contributions and required items, particularly where the homes being developed are
smaller or are socially clustered. These changes will reduce affordable and social housing
or papakainga costs and to encourage social clustering.

14



Kapiti Expressway housing removal remedies

During the construction of the Kapiti Expressway about 100 homes were removed o make
way for construction, impacting significantly on the supply of houses within Kapiti Coast.
There is now some land surplus from Kapiti Expressway construction that is zoned
Residential, has infrastructure available and is not exposed o excessive Iraffic noise. This
land should be reinstated as affordable houses to remedy the adverse effects on the
supply of affordable houses created by NZTA, and provide for social housing needs where
the site is appropriate. There are also houses that were purchasad but not removed, that
can now be sold back into the market.

Recommendation 3G — Key Priority action
That Council immediately request Government to urgently fund and develop affordable

and social housing on suitable NZTA owned Residential zoned land surplus from the
construction of the Kapiti Expressway, to remedy the earier loss of housing.

Recommendation 3H

That Council immediately request Government to urgently sell the houses on residential
land surplus from the construction of the Kapiti Expressway, to remedy the earlier loss of
housing.

Council residential land assessment

Council has extensive land holdings. some of which may not be required for community
purposes.

Recommendation 3

That Council look at its land holdings to assess if any land may be surplus to community
requirements and is zoned as suitable for affordable or social housing provision.
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4. Helping decrease Demand

There are many government policies that are considered by some commentators to
inappropriately raise demand and price for normal, affordable, and social housing. These
policies directly affect people wanting to buy or rent 3 home to live in, and Community
Housing providers. Any resultant improvemant in the affordable housing market supply is
expected to also banefit the social housing market by reducing demand there. It is
considered that current relevant demand encouraging policies and trends are likely to be:

Net migration

Met migration has steadily risen over the past few years, having previcusly been neutral,
Met migration includes kiwis, overseas students, immigrants, and overseas workers. Any
net migration that exceeds our ability to build homes to accommodate them will only
increase competition for home purchase and rental, driving up prices as we see around
the muntry. and pushmg pemple uuhvards due to er::E mmp-emmn

Government ightened up on the rules late last year but volumes remain high. See

http.fwww interest.co.nz/news/84033/government-rejigs-immigration-rules-require-higher-
skills-gain-residency-reduces-number

Owverseas pecple increasingly see NZ as a refuge from the troubles of the world and are
|n|:reaslngl'_n.r seeking to mtgral,e here.

Current frend: Net migration increasing. Increased demand for NZ residency as the rest of
world becomes a lass desirable place to live. Increasing pressure on home purchasa
prices and rental prices driving people outwards due to price competition.
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Money Laundering

Money Laundering through property is estimated by the NZ Police to amount to $1.8 billion
per annum.

See hitps:/www.pressreader.cominew-zealand/weekend-
herald/20160210/281599534949998

Government is introducing Anti Money Laundering (AML) rules shortly which will reduce
this competition slgmﬁcantly

See htpylwi
it-moves-drag-re stata nts-la

Homes owned by money launderers are homes denied to NZ homeowners and
Community Housing Providers.

Current trend; Reduced money laundering through property within 2 years. Increased
home supply on the market.

Owerzeas Investors

There are over 7 billion potential overseas investor people or corporates that can buy NS
residential property under the current legislation, in competition with NZ homeowners and
Community Housing providers.

Most residential land in NZ has no reslrictions on purchase by overseas investors, and
most purchases do not require Overseas Investment Office (O10) approval or character
checks.

It appears that overseas investors consider that NZ property investment has tax benefits
and is a tax haven.

See hitp/lwww.nzps comwhy-invest-in-new-zealand. php and

It appears thal many overseas inveslors commonly leave homes emply once they have
purchased them.

See hito:/'www.nzherald.co.nz/business/news/article cfm?c_id=3&cbjectid=11676319

Current trend: Increased overseas investor purchases of homes_ Increased number of
emply houses. Increasing pressure on home purchase prices and rental prices driving
people outwards due to price competition.

Taxation advantages for NZ Property Investors

Taxation provides some advantages to a NZ property investor over a home buyer or a
Eummunity Housing providar, although the International Monetary Fund {IMF) is
pressu nng for c:ha ng-a

Current trend: Taxation advantages to NZ property investors will continue. Confinuing
pressure on home purchase prices and rental pricas driving people outwards due to prce
competition.
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Unlimited Credit

The seemingly limitless growth in bank created housing credit has fuelled the fire of
competition betwean all potential house purchasers in tha market. Housing morigage
credit has ballooned from $50 billion in 1998 to $217 billion in 2017. See
hitps:/fwww.globalpropertyguide.comiPacific/New-Zealand/Price-History

and hitp:fwww nzherald.co.nz/perzonal-finance/news/article.cfm?
¢_id=12&objectid=11651660

In an attempt to rein in the seemingly unlimited bank created housing credit resourcing
provided to N2 property investors, the Reserve Bank has introduced stricter Loan To Value
(LVR) rules, requiring property investors to provide greater equity, and providing the
banking systm'i greater resilience agasnst a n:!n-wnlum in property prices.

Current trend; Increasing housing debt with the resultant deterioration in the standard of
living of many people. Short term retreat of NZ property investors from the market as they
sell down stock when refinancing is unavailable, and as they have reduced ability to
purchasafinance additional stock. Long term continuing unlimited bank creatad cradit.
Increasing pressure on home purchase prices and rental prices driving pecple outwards
due to price competition.

Recommendalion 4
That Council determines what it considers are the likely causes of housing demand and

rising prices that work against NZ homeowners and Community Housing Providers, and
requests Government remove these causes with policy changes,
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6. Helping improve the adequacy of Kapiti Coast homes

Safe, dry, and healthy homes

People need safe, dry, and healthy homes to liva in. We all pay the cost if these basic
requirements are nol mel, through our accident and health systems. A rental Warrant Of
FHII‘IEEE has been developed -.

That Coundil continuously promote good practice around safe, dry, and healthy homes,
and continue to provide Sustainable Home Advice to assist people in all homas.

Earthquake resilience

We are likely 1o experience a significant earthgquake in the future. It is one thing to survive
an earthquake, it is another to readily gel back to normal living as soon as one can
afterwards. This is difficult if your home has not survived an earthquake well. This problem
has been recognised by the Wellington Resilience Strategy -

hitp:'wellington.govt. nz/about-wellington/'wellington-resilience-strategy

securing substandard chimneys, joists, and verandas can protect the structural integrity of
a house and avoid loss of life and injury. Secunng furniture can ensure a minimum of
disruption and injury within a home. Installing emergency water tanks can ensure that
there is sufficient water for each home to get through, long enough for some sort of
normality to resume.

Recommendation 68
That Coundl continuously promote good practice around securing houses and fumniture to

minimize tha effects of an earthquake, and continue to provide advice and loans to assist
people to provide emergency water tanks in all homes
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Accessible houses

All houses need lo be accessed by people with accessibility limitations at some time. This
iz becoming mora of a problem as the population ages. It is not just the residents that may
nead accessibility, but also family, carers, friends and visitors, Ses
hitp.www.branz.co.nzlcms_show_download.php?
id=f67d42b2b445fc3bZe2404c382539d90b7 6971

Universal Design principles maximisa use of a home to all people aver the lifetime of the
home, and incorporate accessibility in the range of uses considered. This increases
accessibility through improved housing design, and reduces future costs related to house
modification.

There is a Lifemark quality standard for NZ Universal Design accessibility and other

healthy design needs — See hitp://iwww.lifemark.co.nz/

There is a NZ Siandard "Design for access and mobility: Buildings and associated
facilities" - NZS 4121:2001 - See

Recommendation 6C

That Coundcil require standards and continuously promote good practice around
accessibility to and within houses, and provide advice and loans to assist people to
improve accessibility in all houses.
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Appendices

1. Definitions

From Christchurch City Council - Housing poficy 2016 - htipsYece.govt.nz/ithe-
counciliplans-sirafegies-policies-and-bylawsdpolicies/communify-policiesthousing-policy

Housing adequacy framework
Adequacy - Housing that takes account of security of tenure, affordability, habitability,
availabdity and location of services, accessibility, and cultural considerations.

Accessibility - Housing that takes account the specific needs of disadvantaged and
marginalized groups.

Availability of services — Housing thal provides access lo essential services essential for
health and security.

Habitability - Housing that has adequate space, protection from cold, damp, heat, rain,
wind or other threats to health.

Location — Housing that provides for physical safety, is away from locations that threaten
the health of its occupants, and allows access to services.

Security of tenure - Freedom from, and protection againsi, forced evictions, harassment
and other threats.,

H 5 i
Social housing - Not-for-profit housing prograrmmes that are supported and/or delivered
by central or local government, or community housing providers, to help low income
housaholds and other disadvantaged groups o access appropriate, secure and affordable
housing (on the Housing Continuum, includes Emergency Housing and Supported Rental),

Affordable housing - Low- to middle-income households (i.e. those households earning
up ta 120% of median household income) spending no more than 30% of their gross
income on rent or mortgage costs {on the Housing Continuum, includes Assisted Rental,
Assisted Affordable Ownership, and some Market Affordable).

Market Housing - Private housing bought and sold under prevailing open market
conditions (on the Housing Continuum, includes some Market Affordable, Private Rental
and Private Ownership).
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Accomm tion

Emergency housing - Temporary accommodation for individuals and families who have
an urgent need for accommaodation because they have nowhere else to stay, or are unable
to remain in their usual place of residence {common forms include emergency shelter,
night shelter, and transitional housing).

Supported rental - Subsidized rental accommaodation, combined with wrap-around
supportive services appropriate to the household needs. Rents usually partially funded by
the Income Related Rent Subsidy (common forms include rental housing and community
group housing).

Assisted rental - Subsidized rental accommaodation only. Rents usually partially funded by
the Income Related Rent Subsidy or the Accommodation Supplement, or from a capital
subsidy that allows the setting of rents at below market rates.

Assisted ownership - Household income-related pathways to home ownership including
rent-to-buy, affordable equity, and shared equity programmes. Models can include below
market price point mechanisms to ensure longer term 'Retained Affordable Housing'.

Market affordable - Full ownership for housing usually at below the median house price,
typically for smaller units or houses within a development (also known as ‘Relalive
Affordable Housing').

Private rental - Households in private rental accommodation which is not directly
subsidised (although some households may receive the Accommodation Supplement).

Private ownership - Housing that is privately owned without any form of direct external
assistance (although a small number of households may receive the Accommodation
Supplement).
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2. Current Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan housing
provisions

Social housing

Council will continue to provide some affordable
rental housing for older K&piti residents on low
incomes with a housing need. We will ensure that
occupation of the housing for older persans units is
raximised and that rents are fair and reasonable.
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Supporting infi_;trmatiun

Affordability

One of the drivers of our historically high population growth was the affordability of housing
in the Kapiti distnct, when compared to the city centres. This, along with the mild climate
and plentiful recreation spaces such as beaches and reserves, saw high levels of
migration into the district. People nearing retirament were the main demographic group,
but there have also been numbers of young families seeking a better environment for
children.

While the growth has slowed, our population now has a different mix when compared o
the rest of the region. Households with fixed incomes and many low-wage jobs locally,
translate to an increased sensitivity to the impacts of rates. Coundil reviews rates impacis
on vulnerable households as part of the long-term plan, and provides a number of policies
to relieve impacts on those most affected.

We also include affordabllity as a consideration in setling our budgets in this long term
plan,

Rates remission policy - iwi

The council will give a remission or postponement of up ta 100% of all rates for the year
for which it is applied for based on the extent to which the remission or postponement of
rates will:

= recognise and take account of the importance of the land in providing economic
and infrastructure suppor for Marae and associated papakainga housing (whether
an the land or elsewhere);

Rates remission policy — financial hardship

Rate remission for significant costs causing financial hardship. The council will make
available up to $300 per rateable property for those ratepayers/applicants who have
incurred hardship due 1o repair of waler leaks, a serious heallh issue (including on-going
sarious health issues) or for essential housing maintenance. Applications may ba made
throughout the year and will be considered until the $25,000 fund is fully subscribed.
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3. Further reading

Wellington Resilience Strategy March 2017 - homelessness, aging population, structure
resilience, safe and dry homes, and hospital continuity -
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5. 2012 KCDC's Role in Housing — Recommendations

Source - KCDC's Role in Housing = An analysis of models and options for altermatives to the
current use of the Council’s housing stock and land, Sustainability Ltd, March 2012,

"Recommuondations

The social housing environment i changing in response to new govermnmment housing policy and
Kapiti Coast has an opporiunity to capitalise on these changes.

In.the short term it is recommended that Council considers ways in which it can increasa its
enabler role to encourage the growth of affordable housing responses in the district. It is unlikely
that local groups will benefit directly from the changes in government funding policy although
apportunities for indiractly benafitting through partnerships and consortium arrangaments with wall
aestablizshed groups can be supported. The Council can also congider ways in which it can create a
more conducive local environment for housing groups to grow. This might initially be simply
providing a regular forum for such groups to share informalion and monitor trends or it could take a
more active role in encouraging groups with development potential by waiving development fees,
offering revenue and capital grants or land or intfroducing inclusionary zoning and stakeholder
agreements through the LTCCP process. As part of this process the Council can explora oplions
for formal partnerships with organisations such as Wellington Housing Trust (now Dwall Housing
Trust ed.), Abbevfield or Habitat with a view to increasing and supporting these groups' local
prasence and increasing the opportunity to oblain governmant housing grants for the district via
these organisations.

The development of an affordable housing strategy would greathy assist this role.

In the medivm term it is recommended that the Council undertakes a special consultative
procedure to seek the community's agreement 1o transfer the peansioner units to an organisation
whose core business is community housing provision. This organisation will have the capacity to
increase the stock of local affordable housing and undertake a rolling modemization programme of
the existing stock. This may involve reconfiguration of individual units or of estates/schemas or
demaolition and increasing the site density, The option of transfering pensioner stock to a regional
ar national organisation remains to be tested but is likely to be unacceptable locally in the shor 1o
medium term. Transfer to an existing local organisation may be more acceplable but is higher risk
and will not qualify for government funding. In these circumstances the option of transferto a
Council Controlled Crganisation is likely to be the most attractive, The relative merits of a profit
focussed Council Controfled Trading Organisation model or a community focussed Council
confrolied frust are discussed in the report. A trading organisation will allow profits to be ploughed
back Into the pensioner stock and will generate a capital recaipt for the Council. Howaver gifting
the stock to a CCO Trust will have a minimal impact on the Council's debt equity gearing and will
provide a strong balance shest for the naw trust to achieve wide ranging community outcomes. It
will alzo craate an organisation that is mora likely to eventually qualify for government grants
towards increasing its affordable housing portfolic, when SHF funding criteria are reviewed.”
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Submission on the long term plan WITHHOLD DETAILS

Emall:
Cell:|
| oo ot wish o speak 1o Councll about my submission

| do not wish my personal information to be made avallable.

| am providing feedback as an individual

| make the following submission to the Kapiti Coast District Council long term plan:
Housing

& Nake affordable housing a priority in Kapiti Coast. Commit the KCDC to the principle
that affordable housing is critical to the health and well-being of our community and
change the stance of the council to one of finding ways to work together with
community housing providers to enable affordable housing.

= Nake priority given to affordable housing a central principle in decisions the council
takes on planning and consenting issues and on the allocation of land and other
resources held by the council.

= Work with NZTA and other central government agencies to use land for affardable
housing. The council can work to ensure that lands made surplus after the construction
of the Kapiti Expressway and Transmission Gully are disposad of in ways that create
assets for the community, protecting the environment and enabling land to be
developed for affordable housing.

& |n particular, ensure a comprehensive community-based precinct plan is developed for
the Perkins Farm property and adjacent lands currently held by NZTA. This plan should
provide for enviranmental protection and affordable housing and be completed before
MNITA disposes of these lands. Land that will become surplus from the highway
construction has many values and opportunities for the community of Paekakariki as
well as the wider Kipiti District. Working with the community on planning and securing



Waste

the future of this land is required to ensure maximum benefit is obtained by the whole
COMmmunity.

Use council-held rights of first refusal for NZTA lands that are appropriate for affordable
housing as a means to enable commaunity-led development of that land. This would
include such sites as the south end of the "Tilley triangle” and the former BF station an
SH1.

Enable affordable housing by reducing or waiving Council fees and levies wheare
appropriate when a residential development includes provision for affordable or social
housing, particularly where it is to be purchased by a recognised Community Housing
provider,

Lease Council social housing and land to local registered community housing providers
such as Paekakariki Housing Trust, Dwell Housing Trust, and iwi providers.

Manage social housing locally to strengthen community connections and cohesion.
Empower the Paekakariki Community Board to decide on the allocation of social
housing in the village. OF the Kapiti Coast communities Paekakariki has the lowest
percentage of elderly residents because there is not enough appropriate housing and
they are forced to leave the village. This reduces the diversity of the community and
cuts people off from connections of long standing.

and recycling services

When KCDC handed over waste collection to private providers residents were told that
the system of bag collection and recycling would remain, but private providers were the
best option, because competition would keep the price down.

This experiment has failed.

Mow our council must return to providing kerbside recycling and waste collection
services like other councils, including our neighbours Porirua, Hutt City and Wellington
and numerous others all over New Zealand,

This is important because it provides an incentive for househalds to reduce their waste
The current commercial system has no incentive to reduce waste.



This is bad for the environment because waste is a major cause of carbon emissions and
there are now up to four different providers, whose trucks are driving around our
district, duplicating services.

KCDC has a stated commitment to sustainability and waste minimisation. | want my
council to walk the walk, not just talk the talk.

Rating model be changed to Capital Value,

That differential rating be implemented,

A scaled differential rating would increase the rate-take from businesses over a
threshold, maybe based on staff numbers. i.e. small business exemptions.

That there be no implementation of differential rating for roading.

Commercial targeted rate

The targeted rate of 50.5m will be cancelled out by the 55% reduction in rate take
from commercial ratepayers.

This appears to be a smokescreen. The commercisl businesses need to be paying a
more equitable ffor the community] amount of the rate burden. Thereby removing the
increasing burden from home owners.

KCDC has already greatly increased its rates revenue with the recent revaluation of
property. The burden of these rate increases falls predominantly, and unfairly, on the
homeowners, Some of these home owners have lived many decades in one house in
areas once seen as undesirable [i.e. beachfront] only to find in their retirement that
these areas are now desirable, and the rates are now untenable, This is forcing some
elderly out of their long-term homes,

KCDC states that rates are hald at no more than 5% of a household income, thisis
patently untrue,



Paekdkariki Rates

Because Paekakariki has larger sections {to allow for septic tanks) and often has older
homes, Paekakariki pays disproportionately high rates due to the use of land value
rather than capital value as the basis for rating.

Given the councils acknowledgment that they want a fairer rating system, one which
uses the capital value of a property as a proxy for ability to pay, it is inconsistent to
continue to use a land-value based approach rather than a capital value systam. In your
rating system review background information, in support of improving fairness and
appropriateness and ability to pay, you quote the Shand report indicating that there is a
strong link between property values and household incomes - the council should
therefore mowve to using property (capital] values rather than land values.

It is also unfair in that according to the consultation documant many of the increasing
costs relate to the construction of new services to account for population growth. New
subdivisions tend to have much lower land values compared to capital values partially as
a result of them tending to be smaller sections, and partially because the houses are
new and un-depreciated. This means that existing properties pay disproportionately
more when they should be paying less on a user pays basis.

Seawall - PaekEkariki

Paekdkariki seawall has recently been put on hold, although funding had been secured.
Assurance needs to be given that the seawall replacement will not be further delayed,
and that the funding be well and truly locked in at $17.7m with the proposed
completion date of 2023 also locked in,

Ir light of climate change, and the increasingly frequent and ferocious storms, every
possible effort should be made 1o bring this date forward, Rather than “Work is
expected to be completed in 2023 [KCDC] it must be ensured that work is completed
by 2023 if not sooner.

That final designs be prepared, and tenders let, well in advance of the next local body
election, thus helping ensure compliance with the above.



s That central government be approached for funding/subsidies as the road and
infrastructune are at risk.

* Money is currently being wasted on endless repairs.
The beachfront and seawall are amenities for the whale community, not just beachfront
OWMNETs,






18LTP-346

From: Mick Finn <mickosfinn@gmail.com:
Sent: Monday, 23 April 2018 231 p.m,
Ta: Mailbox - Kapiti2038

Subject: Kerbside recyding submission
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag 5tatus: Completed

Kia ora,

We at our household in Packakariki would like to see a retum to a council provided recycling and waste
collection system, as provided by many councils across New Zealand (Wellington, Porirua, Hutt City for
example).

Some arveas that we feel are very unsatisfactory are:
- there are no incentives to reduce waste

- there are up (0 [our diflerent providers driving around and duplicating waste collection services in our
village and the district

- KCD(C has failed to keep their commitment (at time of giving the waste collection role to private
comtractors) o maintain the bag collection system

- KCDC needs Lo keep their stated commitment to sustainability 1.e. KCDC has signed up to the Wellingron
Region Waste Management and Minimisation Plan ¢2017-2023), which states: “Councils have a statutory
role in managing waste and are required o promote effective and efficient waste management and
minimisation withmn their distriets.”

- the privatisation of the waste and recycling services has failed
Mpa mihi

Mick Finn, Meryl Richards, (tis Finn, Mani Finn

47n Wellington Road

Paekakariki, 5034
Ph: 0211868933
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Where we're heading

Considering cur challenges and constraints, do you think we're focusing on the nght 10-year outcomes?
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QOur financial and infrastructure strategies

The Gouncil plans t pay down debl, reduce borrowings and targel infrastruciure
spending for resitience and growth, What are your views an this approach?

Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rates across the district? - =

Do you agree with the Councit's Please tell us why:
preferred option to change the

rating system? Tﬁq P {?—ﬂj‘{ Siﬁim ?‘h

[] Ma - keep the status que -
leave the rating system as it is -.,uk..‘{ ﬂj: —
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introduce & commercially

targeted rate
[Councils preferred option

Key decision: What should we do next to address slormwaler

i ] Lot et |
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preferred option of a revised
&5-vear programme?
D Mo = keep the slatus quo
Programme
] Yee - dn the revised 45-year
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[Gourcils preferred aplion]

34 | Kapit Coast Dismict Council



- .
% ST S TR T SRS A S S e i - e . s

Workonthego

Any commenis on;

 Coastal hazards and climate change

* : Housing

% Feplacing the Paskakarik seawall

% Paraparaumu and Waikanas town cenires
w Macltean Park

» Mapiti Island gateway

Roplrome F 2raleseosi\n scowmad

: & F-Qumg {too fkm-ﬁ _ |
N L 1 ~e-dh £ e SN quh\‘*'ﬁ"}
e lm}“%' Py v ;;-Q;-:__a,«ﬁ,l beor— |

‘,:;ﬂ;_z,m}_ g;’»../\._l:‘:'\-:iﬁh ;Mpm ~5
fmfﬁﬂ-— ;

Rates for 2018/19

If the draft long term plan is adopted with all cur recommended proposals, a rates increase of &.7% on
average will apply across the district for 201819, Do you support this?
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Changes to fees and charges

We've proposed changes to some fees and charges, including new
Food Act charges, If you have any views about these, please comment:

Long term plan 2078-2036 consullgtion document | 33




Key policies .

If you Nénee any views aboul the proposed changes to our development contributions policy,
please tell us here;

IFyeu have any views about the propesed changes to our revenue and financing policy,
please tell us here;

if yau have any viaws about the propesed changes to our rates remission pelicy, please tell us here:

Anything else?

IF yeu have amy other feedback about this plan, or the work of the Council please comment here:
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Submission on the Kapiti Coast District Council Long Term Plan 2018/38

Lyndy Mcintyre
40 the Parade Packakariki
0273999158

| wish to make an oral submission.

Why Our Council Should Provide a Kerbside Recycling Programme
With a Waste Minimisation Incentive

For those of us who continued with the remnants of the KCOC provided kerbside recycling schema, the
recent announcement from Envirowaste that it would withdraw was a bitter blow, but not unexpected.
It demonstrates the abject failure of KODC's abandonment of kerbeide recycling to the private sector
and the absolute imperative of KCDC restoring a council-provided kerbside recyding service, coupled
with a waste collection service which has a waste minimisation i ncentive.

Background

After EnviroWaste announced, at short notice, that they were discontinuing their service, KCDC issued a
QE.A sheet.

The OEA sheet does not tell the whaole story, It states: "In 2012-13 after commiunity consultation,
council made the decision to exit from kerbside collection services — at the time there were three other
contractors also providing the service across the district. The reason for this change was that the
alternative providers could provide more cost-effective services, at a much lower rate than the council
could match, The difference in price was because the council had to cover the costs of providing
kerbside recyding to those ratepayers who use the recycling service weekly, but only use the rubbish
bag infrequernth.”

| was a KCDC coundillor in the 2007-2010 triennium. The scheme to privatise our waste was
implemented well before 2013, so any consultation in the 2012/13 planning process was well after the
horse had bolted,

Im fact, KCDC effectively exited kerbside recycling and, perhaps more importantly, waste minimisation, in
the 2007-10 term after a privatisation proposal was sold to councillors by senlor KCDC management,
During the 2007-2010 term, KCOC adopted kerbside recycling. Previously waste for the landfill was
collected weekly in bags and residents could wse recycling centres at various [ocatians,

When KCDC decided to adopt kerbside recycling, the free recycling facilities in local communities were
closed and KCDC began providing a bag coliection {for waste to landfill) and a kerbside recyeling bin, Tha
Incentive to reduce waste was the cost of the bags,

Then KCDC senlor management proposed that the system be handed over to private contractoss, The
theary [now completely disproven) was that the competition between commercial contractars would
keep the bag price (the only cost) down.

There was no suggestion that residents would be required to put a minimum number of bags out to
sustain the contractor’s need to make a profit. On the contrary, there was a clear undertaking that a
free kerbside recycling service wiould remain, and the implication was that the status gua of residenks
being able to reduce and minimise waste would continye,
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Of course, the confidence KECDC management had in the market was ill-placed and the roots of the
fallure of the system occurred when KCDC stopped providing the service as a ratepayer-funded service,

Because of this, we now do not have a service which promotes waste minimisation and recyching, We
have no service provided by our councll and all the private services require a commitment to an annual
fee for a waste to landfill container {wheelie hin) with recyeling as an add-on.

In short, the current situation is:

= e have no participation or leadership from our coundl
s e have a fully privatised failed system
& e have no services which have waste minimisation incentives and zero incentives to recycle

The promilse made when the privatisation occurred — that a free kerbside recycling service would
remain — has been broken, This can be fixed by restoring a free (rate-payer funded) kerbside recycling
service.

Others can do it. Why not us?

Recently | traveiled through the Corcmandel and was struck by the council kerbside recycling collection,
even in far-flung areas on metal roads, Ratepayer-funded kerbside recycling/rubbish collections have
continued in our neighbouring areas of Porirua, Wellington and Hutt City.

Kagitl I5 one of the councils participating in the Wellngton Reglon Woste Moanagement and
Mindmisation Plan (2017-2023), which stotes; “Councils have a statubory role in managing waste and are
required to promote effective and efficient waste management and minimisation within their districs.”

Currently we have up to four different trucks travelling around our district, often on exactly the same
route and same day/time collecting rubbizh. This has a negative impact on our roads and on the
ervironment. Ik makes a mockery of KCDC's commitment to "promote effective and efficent waste
management and minimisation” within cur district.

KCOC is failing to adequately or effectively promote waste minimisation in our district because the jab
has been left to commercial contractors who have no interest in this goal.

Kapiti prides itself on belng an environmentalfly consclous district. How can this possibly be if we have no
feadership from our council on waste minimization and the whiole issue has been handed over to private
companias with no commitment to our district or waste minimization?

Cost

Of course, restoring a ratepayer-funded system would mean a cost to all ratepayers, regardiess of
whether they use this service or not. However, there is alse an envirpnmental cost o igroring council's
responsibility to take leadership on waste minimisation,

ECDC's previous acticns in exiting kerbside recycling and nebhbizh collection has left a gap that has been
filled by a range of options that have no waste minimisation incentive, such as large wheelie bins with
the same cost attached {regardless of the amount of waste from households).

If KCDL returns to a ratepaver-funded rubbish collection service, some households may choose to

cantinue with the status quo. Our rates provide many services that are not used by everyone In the
community, such as sports facilities and libraries, That is not a valid argument for KCDC to abandon their

responsibility to take leadership on waste minimisation by providing an endronmentally sound senvige.

2



The purpose of rates is to pay for the serdces communities need, which are good for the cammunity
generally and reflect our goals, one of which is waste minimisation,

Prowviding a ratepayer-funded senvice (as other councils doj i not an extra charge. Householders are
now paying commercial charges of around 5150 a year and more per household,

The disposal of our waste

There is anather issue that is of grave concern. Because of the totally privatised rubbish system
in Kapiti, our council exercises no control over the disposal of our waste. At least some of the

commercial contractors have for some yvears been dumping our waste in Hokio Landfill, where
toxins leech into the land owned by the neighbouring Ngatokuwaru Marae. This is an outrage

and it is not acceptable that KCDC has not ended this disgraceful situation.

Solution sought

It is timse for KCOC to return to the provision of a kerbside recycling service with a waste to landfill
collection senvice that incentivizes minimising that waste {as the bags have done in the post),

The Q84 sheet states: “under the current system, instead of every household having to pay a set
portion of rates for a st of rubbish and recycling services, each household can choose the service they
would like to use, based on what providers are offering.”

However, every household does not have a service they would like to use as there is no service that
achieves the goals of encouraging waste minimisation and maximising recycling.

Waste management |5 a basic service and, for all the reasons above, should be provided by our coundcil.
Let's bring It back.
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Where we're heading -

Cansidering our challenges and constraints, do you think we're focusing an the right 10-year outcames?

pur financial and infrastructure strategies - -

The Council plans to pay down debt, reduce borrowings and target infrastructure
spending for resilience and growth. What are your wigwe an this approach?

Key decision: Should we change the way we share

rates across the district?

flo you agree with the Council’s Please tell us why:
preferrad option to change the
ratimg Systamn?
[ 1 No - keep the status quo -
leave the rating system as it is

[ ] Yes - reduce the propertion
of fied-rate charges and
introduce & commarcially
targeted rate

{Councils preferred aption]

Key decision: What should we do next to a ddress starmwaler

flood risks?

Do you agrea with the Caurcils Please tell us why:
preferred vption of a rensed
4h-year pregramma?
[ ] Mo - keap the status quo
programme

[ ] s - do the revised 45-year
‘PF-I'.'I'ET-HTI'I-I'I'IE
[Council's preferred aption)
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SUBMISSION TO THE KCDC LONG TERM PLAN.

Kapiti Coast Older Persons Council wishes to submit a proposal for KCDC to adopt the
NZS 4121 2001 as a standard planning document for all future developments on the
Kapiti Coast.

NZS 4121 2001. Although this document relates to "Design for Access and Mobility —
Buildings and Associated facilities” given the Kapiti Demaographic, this could make a
good basis for Human Rights here in Kapiti. This Document needs to be used as a
standard guideline when granting building, parking and related permits here in Kapiti.
One purpose of the Standards focus is to “ensure that people with disabilities are able
to enter and carry out normal activities within buildings.” Hence my reference to
Human Rights. People with disabilities should be entitled to expect that they will be
able to lead a life that is closest to that which they could expect if they were “normal.”

RELEVANT STATISTICS TO SUPPORT THIS.

In Paraparaumu Central currently almost 27% are over 65 years of age. Over the entire
Kapiti Coast it is projected that by 2043 that will rise to 34%. In addition statistics show
that 59% of people over 65 have a disability. On average — across the whaole of NZ, 1
out of 4 people will have a disability. It is also important to recognise that the % of
disabilities will be higher in the Maori and Pacifica populations, and Kapiti will reflect
this too.

A very relevant example of the need to adopt these Standards has recently happened
here in Paraparaumu. Official approval was given for the car park area outside
“Spotlight.” Only the absolute minimum of Mobility Parks have been allocated. (for 21-
50 parks only 2 disability parks are needed). However — alongside that table on P 28 of
the NZS Document there is this comment — C5.4 “Specific building types such as
medical centres, entertainment centres and large retail facilities should provide
greater numbers of accessible car parks than the minimum required.” My point is that
as “Spotlight” has around 70 car parks, and as it IS a large retail facility it most certainly
should have more than the reguired minimum. If we factor in the Kapiti demographic
and remember that many older people have a lot of time to devote to craft-like
activities, then surely there is a clear need for more mobility parking slots. | did write
to “Spotlight” on the issue, but received no reply . Once it had opened 1 asked to speak
to the manager but was allocated another staff member who assured me that their
parking area had been approved by KCDC.

Jill Stansfield, Kapiti Older Persons’ Council = stansfieldkapiti@xtra.co.nz



This is a very clear example of why KCDC needs to put the NZ5 4120 2001 in place for
Kapiti.

AND - when this 1S adopted — it will be a huge step towards making Kapiti an “Age
Friendly"” district. | would like to remind you of the statement on p72 in the full LTP
document as it states that "Activities, work-streams and policy reviews will be a focus
to ensure the district becomes an age-friendly and accessible district.”

ANOTHER PROJECT WORTHY OF CONSIDERATION.

Wellington City Council has a very useful and relevant Age-friendly document
“Accessible Wellington Action Plan — 2012 — 2015". This still seems to be current.
Kapiti needs a similar document.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Another relevant document — Disability Action Plan 2014 — 2018 is from the Office for
Disability Issues . The internet listing states “New Zealand's priorities to advance the
implementation of the UN Convention of the Rights of Persons with disabilities and the
New Zealand Disability Strategy. Dated 8/12/2016.

AGE FRIENDLY KAPITI.

The group with this responsibility is currently being led through some planning with
the Department of Internal Affairs representative with responsibility for Kapiti. We
will meet again on 27 April. (The Office for Seniors is also interested.)

Progress has been slow mostly because the representative has had some other issues
that led to several postponements of the start of the planning sessions.

If you look on-line for “Global Age - friendly Cities : a Guide” on P 5 “Part 2. Active
Ageing: a framework for age-friendly cities” you will be able to read a very relevant
and succinct overview. One of the key statements reads "In an Age-friendly city,
policies, services, settings and structures support and enable people to age actively.”
This is followed by 5 bullet points.

Jill Stansfield, Kapiti Older Persons’ Council, stansfieldkapiti@xtra.co.nz



There is also 4 page summary “Checklist of Essential Features of Age-friendly Cities” -
www who.int/ageing/publications/Age friendly cities checklist.pdf

The Checklist has 8 "Determinants” — Outdoor spaces and Buildings, Transportation,
Housing, Social Participation, Respect and Social Inclusion, Civic participation and
employment, Communication and Information, and Community and Health Services.
Within each Determinant there are from between 8 and 17 bullet points upon which
communities can focus,

There is also the opportunity to apply to join the Worldwide “Network of Age
Friendly Cities and Communities.”

The Age-friendly Kapiti Steering group has a draft document “Towards an Age-
friendly Kapiti Coast” and we will present it as a discussion document in the future,
We are currently planning to gain approval and support from related organisations.

Jill Stansfield.
Age Friendly Responsibility - within the OPC

stansfieldkapiti@xtra.co.nz
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— — SUEMISSION ONKAPTIT COAST COUNCIL LONG TER]
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Climate change and sastainability
KCDC has already done much in this line. But there is more to be done.
KCDC should aim to be carbon neutral by 2025 through measures such as:
Purchase an EV fleet for staff use.
Encourage planting of tregs on Council owned land and on steep hill coantry.
Find a way to process sewnge and organic wasie in a sustainable manner.
Encourage the Packakariki and other eommunities to generate their own energy by
sustainable means.
Wasle management
The present system of multiple collectors uses excess fuel and damagpes the roads
unnecessarily. Other Councils have a single collector. To encourage green wasie
disposal at tips, it should be free. Wheelie bins are a poor use of resources as waste is
not sepurated.
Cyele and walking backs
| appreciate the progress which Council has made on these, More work needs to be
done to join them up and to promote safe cycling
Cycle tracks painted in green on the road arc insufficient. To be safe for cyclists they
cannol be combined with car parking.
Ngaio Rd in Waikanae is a major aceess way to Waikanae village shops. It is
hazardows for cyclists because of parking on both sides, at the castern end. To be
cyclist safe parking should be restricted to one side only, leaving space for a cycle
track which could be used in both directions.
Waikanse Scientific reserve
Kapiti Coast has a greater variety of bird life than any other part of the Wellingion
area, The Scientific reserve is an important part of this and should be betier cared for
including:
Whitebaiters in the Reserve licensed and limited in number.
Large notices informing people that dogs are only permitied if on a lead.
Mo vehicles on the Resarve.
These all need to be promoted by KCDC through education and enforcement.

. Beaches.

People continue to nm up and down the beaches in motorised vehicles jeopardizing
children and birds. In particular quad bikes with no registration are the main
offenders. Further surprise blitzes on beaches in combination with police would help.
some notices specify motor bikes not being permitied on dunes but say nothing about
other vehicles.

. Greendale Heserve

(on behalf of volunteers)
This Council Reserve has been re-afforested over the past 20 vears by a group of
volunteers and some help from Council. It was disappointing that a request to Council




ol

for fuads o protzet erosion by the Musnpoko Sirzam was declined. This shonld be
put into the long werm ool contnil plan. Stream floodioe has caused the loss of one
track alrcady and if not conerolled is hkely to covsc furiher less of tmcks, mees and
access madway. Volunteers do not feal that Cooncil 15 providimge the support ey
nieed Lo cortinue their care of the rescove,

The neighbours” macrocarpa and suralhyptus frees ab the Mardh-West end of the
tesemve have branches promuding inwe the reserve which provide a dead spaec where
noLhing will gruw. We ask KETH to pet the branches cut back to the boundary.
Mudurul comelery

“Fhis cemetery at Ohtaki is a credic to Counatl and dexerves more publicily . i 25 ome of
only a fow natural cemereries in NZ. The cosl of bonal hene shosld e (he sanwe a3 for
am prdlinamy, burial . Althrwph enore space 13 oeaded, maintananes costs are lower.

It does nezd a litthe moee sitentivn o sop vy and other weeds tvading, The padly on
the Morih side s full of weeds which need to be controlled oz they constantly seed
ey the cemeteny

Finance

Cireerry boends are o way for Councal to pet funding For o sustainable Fuiune and allow
people o support is. 1 enclose fwo tecend artickes from the 1em Post on the suhjeor.
! o0 oo reason why KOV showld not sct wp sich a system.

T'utring the commanicy back into the agenda.

It wis hisappointing 1o learn s Counel] will me onger be Anding wseful commumicy
serviees such as the CAB and Well Able.

21 Aprd 2008




=l sl )
15 s, 250

gt il

e

AT |

h the= W
Invvestmen

a clrmsin

mils Lake

Fird €0 Pt

LIE

'.|"'."."|.! 2 ST T

|
115




Fansitior

Teisl -\Jl':

i BCOTIaET .'l'.II'i:'-I-

untriesby L pe

i tha ; prepared i

. | 5
Heql pus e FIW LLCATILTRE

has pledgs
| e
IEM

1 Treetrmans

et 2015 and 200 i i i Pl 1 Jh [
el |_'..:l.-:'|:=_.'.5§ TNans E LT . 2l need 1o
anenabler;
to michitenra

0T




0 POST

‘estor values drive
ywth in green bonds

i LE

{ile investment has
3 Eesy theme of the
aaland financtal

a8 Ancior oVel PEcEnt

exparienced the
shift of monedyr fo
eaiment opticns In
story at revelalbons
1a weare invested in
NEATIHS
st investment
allable i= *'green
gh they have bean
HIT, thiir populsrity

PEreHl Yiars.

i bond?
s Trvach lilkse a

alosm that
FETTRITIENY] TAkos

. promising te pay
Fith Tegula;
411

rence is that a
sed tofund a

a peiive
O climate banafit
nisations issoing
51t more cost than
vihey need to ba
el on, Bat thera
1, in highttghting
anfures and
ttention of
might nod narmally

nnely"s Investors

e FLoREof Responsihia
Investmant Azseciablon of
Narsteadasln

Service forecast that the value of
green bomds igsned thiz vear will
excasd USEE0 hilliom (M 2$248. Tok),
i moce then 80 per cent on lasi
yoar,

Who's offering them?
Contact Energy haz a §1.0b greon
Irrowdng prosrameme that i
hopes will attract internafional
attanitlog.

Anckdeni Counrii-has given the
go-gliead o estobdish 3 green bond
frameworke th corsider isgalng
hands later this Pear The money
from the bonds would beussed to
fiind the likes of wastewater
Infrastrucihure, low-carbon
baildings aed transportation and
climate change adaptation,

‘The Inieroational Finance
Corporatiosn wanls to rakse $100
million thraogh the Kauri band
marhet inthia country

Fiji was the first EMErging
acangmy” to issee 3 soverelgn
EEEn il

Ity miost cases, people wanting {o
by the bonds need to go through a
brokear

Who might they suit?

Stren 0¥ Copnear, chisf execntive
of the Bespoasible nvestment
Association of Anstralasia_ s5id
grean bonds were a good way o
add environmentaily frisndiy
Inwvestment options doa portfolio
within 1ts existing asset allocation
etruptures, wWith equal risk aid
retirm exposrs

It weas becomting easter For retail
investora to access the honds, he
said,

Thers was growing insrest
from savers in having their
retimement investments makes
positive impact ont the worldhemd
graen hondswers away i sohisws
that

Iin mvost cases Invesiors Wil
be able to et fust a2 gosd a reharn
&3 from standard bondds, e exid,

But OfConmor sald investors
should pat a-clear nnderstanding
of the projects that would ba
financad from the bonds

Mot all are created agqual aed
thers are nod Vet any universally
acoepied standards, As with much
rasponsible investing It's

I LTP-345

Raturday, March 24, 208

Maarly NEFS0 blflon worth of grean bonds will be lsseed this year, up mers than 80 per cent on tas] year.

impartind o watch out fior
:',erer-.nu:nd:in;' whera
inveshments are dubbad
ervironmentally or socially
Friendly (0 pat acoess o mones,
without any clear change in the

way they are miaraged

Companies can 15508 a gresn
bond to fund & particular project
ikt [ e i entire f'l’:'||'|
In & goclaly or environmenally
friendiy way.

“There's differant levels of
gtatidards with green bonds"”
O Ceommor sakd, “The keading ones
report back an the Tpaet
DECUETinE and the projects
Finanscedd.,
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“lt's important that gresrn
bl 0L Just move momey
aroind i bring innew
irwestment toanstainshls
Initiatives and additicnal
envircnmental Impact ™
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	18LTP-373 - Kapiti Community Recreational Turf Trust submission.pdf
	Introduction
	The KCRTT is the Trust that oversees the Hockey Turf and Pavilion at Mazengarb Reserve and has been very successful over the 14 years since the Trust was incorporated. Significant community related, and an element of KCDC based funding has been invest...
	 During 2009 the water based hockey turf, lights and dug outs were installed.
	Current Status of Hockey on the Coast
	The growth in Hockey players on the Coast has been dramatic during the last 14 years initially with one senior adult team being established in 2007.  This number has now grown to nine senior teams for the 2017/18 seasons.
	For Junior Hockey the growth has been even more dramatic, with an increase of 60% in playing numbers over the last three years:
	KCRTT financial situation
	Why does KCRTT support Space Investigation One?
	Benefits of a second Hockey Turf
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