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Attachment 5.1.1
Unconfirmed

Minutes of 524th meeting of the Canterbury Regional
Council held in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street,
Christchurch, commencing on Tuesday 27 April 2021 at
1.03pm
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Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Elizabeth McKenzie, Craig
Pauling, Lan Pham, Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Councillor Claire McKay via an audio-visual link.
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor).
Directors and other staff were also present throughout the hearing
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Chair Hughey welcomed everyone to the meeting. Cr Pauling gave a mihi whakatau
and Cr Mackenzie a karakia.

2.

Apologies
There were no apologies

3.

Conflicts of interest
Councillors declared an interest in the following submissions:
Crs Clearwater, Edge and Southworth 1222 – Forest and Bird
Cr Pauling 1085 – Te Ara Kakariki Greenway Canterbury Trust
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Crs Mackenzie & Edge 703 – QEII National Trust Ngā Kairauhī Papa
Cr Southworth - 857 – Ōpāwho/Heathcote River Network
Tumu Taiao Couch-Lewis 843 - Banks Peninsula Native Forest/Climate Change Group
& Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust
Cr Pham 704 – Project Oversight Group of the Pest Free Banks Peninsula/ Te
Pātaka o Rākaihautū
Cr Hands 585 Fish and Game
Cr Sunckell 1100 Ellesmere Sustainable Agriculture Inc
Cr Pauling 1206 Te Hapū o Ngāti Wheke Rāpaki
Tumu Taiao Couch-Lewis 1206 – Te Hapū o Ngāti Wheke Rāpaki
Cr Mackenzie - 466 – Tom Sheratt
4.

Hearing of Submissions to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31
Refer pages 7 to 9 of the agenda and the submissions made available to the Council
prior to the hearings.
Chair Hughey introduced the report.
Resolved
That the Council:
1.

receives the report on submissions to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31.

2.

accepts the late submissions to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31:
 Anna Oldham
 Michael Southon
 University of Canterbury Students Association
 Cathryn McDowell
 Jeni Syddall
 Craig Fleming
 David Daish
 Matt Bubb
 Austin Farming Ltd
 St Barnabas Church
 Ben Stock
 Waimakariri District Council
 Christchurch International Airport Limited
 Murphy Farms Ltd
 Water Safety New Zealand
 Anne Luscombe
 Harikrishnan Sasidharan
 Lincoln University Students Association
 Jenny McPhee
 Road Metals Co Ltd
 Waihao-Wainono Combined Rating District
 GJH Rooney, Rooney Farms Ltd, Rooney Group Ltd, Rooney
Earthmoving Ltd and Rooney Holdings Ltd
 Canterbury District Health Board
 Timaru District Council
 Erin McGifford
 Rhys John
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
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The Council then heard from the following submitters:

984 – Ted Howard
Mr Howard joined the hearing via audio-visual link from Kaikōura and explained that
this was a personal submission.
He said that modern science and farming are complex. Progress will only be made
through encouragement and reward; working with the willing. He gave the example of
the stock exclusion regulations that sound reasonable but when the detail and the
definition of a water way are examined prove to be difficult.
626 – Silverstream Volunteers
Wendy Harris and Noeline Francis spoke to this submission. Ms Harris explained that
this was a group of volunteers operating for the last 15 years planting the
Silverstream Reserve, part of the Waimakariri River catchment. Their request was for
technical advice and support from the Council.
694 – Blue Cradle Foundation
James Nikitine and Peter Wells presented this submission. Mr Nikitine described his
marine science background and explained that the aim of the Blue Cradle Foundation
was to make ocean science more accessible.
He encouraged the Council to consider an ocean or marine environment portfolio;
undertake data collection in the marine environment; and undertake more education
on the marine environment.
He also offered to assist the Council with the review of the Regional Coastal Plan.
1116 – Ashley-Rakahuri Rivercare Group and Braid (Braided River Aid)
Nick Ledgard presented this submission and highlighted the importance of the iconic
braided rivers to the Canterbury landscape. He supported the Council’s management
of the braided rivers for flood risk but explained that environmental and ecological
values were also important.
He acknowledged the good words in the Long-Term Plan and requested action
including gathering good data to enable monitoring what is happening in the rivers.
Attendance: Cr Hands arrived at 1.52pm
1141 – Akaroa Civic Trust
Victoria Andrew and Mike Morris presented this submission. The Trust was
concerned about the increase in mass tourism to Akaroa from visiting cruise ships.
The Trust was not opposed to cruise ship visits but concerned about the effects of
mass tourism especially on days when there were more than one ship in the harbour.
They requested professional information be obtained on the disturbance to the sea
bed of the harbour and the discharges to air from cruise ships and suggested that this
should be funded by the tourism industry.
680 – Vice-Chancellors Office University of Canterbury
Cheryl de la Rey with Robyn Nuttall and Ekant Veer presented this submission.
Professor de la Rey urged the Council to work with the tertiary sector and consider
the University as an anchor institution. The University is focused to provide leadership
and skills for the future.
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There is knowledge and skills in the University and while there has been co-operation
between the Council and the University, this has been on an ad-hoc basis. They
would like to see the two organisations come together at an institutional level.
A copy of the University’s Strategic Vision 2020 to 2030 – Tangara Tū, Tangata Ora
was tabled.
630 – Peter Townsend
Peter Townsend explained that his family were 4th generation farmers and that he
wished to provide a rural perspective on the Long-Term Plan. He was concerned for
the impact on rural people from the proposed rates increase. For his Ashburton
property the rates would rise from $30,000 to $50,000.
Mr Townsend explained that the rural sector was fighting to stay alive. Famers love
the land and do not want to ruin it. Canterbury was well ahead of other regions and
the Council needed to push back on central government’s push to redo the Council’s
plans.
The urban and rural communities need to work together, and he suggested that the
Uniform Annual General Charge (UAGC) should be increased to $110.00 per
household.
261 - Josiah Tualamali’i
Josiah Tualamali’i spoke to his submission in support of Option 1 in the Long-Term
Plan. He expressed support for the public transport trial in Timaru and for increasing
community engagement.
He suggested that social wellbeing was the best defence against climate change
anxiety and to think about what the community need to deal with climate change.
906 – Mark Alexander
Mark Alexander advised this was his personal submission as a resident, not in his
role as a Selwyn District Councillor. He congratulated Environment Canterbury on its
role with regional leadership.
He spoke in support of a targeted rate for public transport in the Selwyn District and
encouraged early inclusion of planning for public transport in new subdivisions and
for a review of the two fare zones.
Attendance – Tumu Taiao Cranwell arrived at 2.53pm
696 - Woodend-Sefton Community Board
Shona Powell and Cr Phil Redmond appeared in support of the Community Board’s
submission. Ms Powell advised that the Board supported the work of the Greater
Christchurch Partnership and the submission from the Waimakariri District Council.
She explained that the Community Board was concerned that the proposal rates rise
for Environment Canterbury was higher for Waimakariri District residents than for
residents of Christchurch City. They suggested spreading some of the projects over
several years and avoiding increases in staff numbers.
The Community Board was particularly concerned about the increase in the targeted
rate for public transport for Kaiapoi and Rangiora, especially at the proposed rate was
higher than the rate consulted on earlier.
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926 – Raviv Carasuk
Raviv Carasuk spoke to his submission in support of action on climate change and
future funding to maintain current planting work.
He expressed his concerns about nitrates in drinking water and the risk to human
health.
670 – Selwyn District Council
Mayor Sam Broughton presented the submission from the Selwyn District Council.
He acknowledged the importance of the relationship with Ngāi Tahu.
He highlighted the following points that recommended:
 improved walking and cycling access around Te Waihora, noting that
Environment Canterbury owns a lot of land around the lake and removing 4wheel drive access to the lakebed;
 improvements to public transport; including low-emission buses, noting that
low emission buses are being built in Rolleston
 talking to the community about improved services and cost of public transport
for Lincoln University, Leeston, Darfield and within Rolleston.
Mayor Broughton advised that Selwyn District Council had budgeted funding for a
feasibility study cycleway project from Arthurs Pass to the sea and would like
Environment Canterbury to continue its support for this project.
The meeting adjourned between 3.40 and 3.47pm
856 – Chrys Horn
Chrys Horn spoke in support of Option 1 and encouraged the Council to move on
the following:
 managing nitrates in Christchurch water;
 testing for pesticides in Christchurch water; and
 working with people towards encouraging more use of public transport.
She was concerned that the proposed increase in the Uniform Annual General
Charge was unfair as it would impact on low-income households. Dr Horn also
observed that many people in the community understand what local government
does, in particular what Environment Canterbury does.
851 – Akaroa Ratepayers and Residents’ Association
Harry Stronach presented this submission and highlighted the Association’s concern
about breaches of the Coastal Plan in regard to seabed disturbance in the Akaroa
Harbour by cruise ships. They were also concerned that there was no monitoring of
any discharges from cruise ships into the harbour.
He encouraged the Council to engage in meaningful consultation with the
community.
1222 – Forest and Bird
Crs Clearwater, Edge and Southworth advised that they are members of Forest and
Bird.
Nicky Snoyink presented this submission and spoke of the lack of progress in the
last 10 years when the Council did not have a democratically elected council. She
was concerned about recent irrigation consents that were not notified.
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Environment Canterbury needed to take a leadership role around climate change
and provide guidance for the Territorial Authorities.
Forest and Bird supported the Long-Term Plan provisions for freshwater,
biodiversity and biosecurity. The Biosecurity Strategy requires implementation, not a
review at this time.
1011 Marc Duff
Marc Duff explained that he was a Hornby resident and was concerned about the
loss of productive land to quarries. He wanted to see independent air quality
monitoring at the quarries.
Commenting on public transport he said that reliability and clean buses was
important and doubted that free travel would increase patronage once the novelty
was over.
1226 Dave Evans
Dave Evans spoke in support of Option 1 for the protection of freshwater,
groundwater, braided rivers and wetlands.
He supported low-emission public transport to reduce emissions and consideration of
extending the children’s bus fare for tertiary students.
1216 – Greater Hornby Residents Association
Ross Houliston presented this submission. The Association supported this proposed
rate increase and highlighted the following:

the need for action on climate change;

concern regarding quarrying, especially the need for better setbacks and the
effects of silica on human health;

protection for marine biodiversity;

and a request to reinstate the yellow bus route.
375 – Gillian Wilkinson
Gillian Wilkinson spoke in support of Option 1. She supported the protection of
aquifers and lakes, and environment education.
Ms Wilkinson expressed concern about nitrates in drinking water and felt the
proposed increase to the Uniform Annual General Charge was unfair and should be
assessed on a pro-rated approach.
845 – Roy Ewart
Roy Ewart explained his strong objection to the proposed rates increase when
inflation was about 1.5%. As a farmer he already endures high costs from the Council
including the costs for Farm Environment Plans, audits and consents. He said that
the Council needed a change of mindset from a cost-plus approach. The Council
needs to manage its costs within its budget.
628 – Kate White
Kate White spoke to her submission via an audio-visual link. She spoke of the erosion
and loss of farming land along the lower Waitaki River. The rating system for the
adjacent land owners needs to be fairer. All water users need to be rated not just the
irrigators.
The loss of border dykes has meant the loss of biodiversity and bird life.
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Commenting on the zone committees she observed that there appeared to be
increased levels of management but what was needed was implementation on the
ground.
The meeting adjourned at 5.04pm with a karakia from Cr Pauling

The meeting resumed on Wednesday 28 April 2021 at
9.01am in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street,
Christchurch.
Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Elizabeth McKenzie, Craig
Pauling, Lan Pham Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Councillor Claire McKay via an audio-visual link.
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor).
Directors and other staff were also present throughout the hearing
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Deputy Chair Scott welcomed everyone back to the meeting. Cr Pauling gave a mihi
whakatau and Cr Apanui led a karakia.
Deputy Chair Scott chaired this part of the hearing.
285 - Drucilla Kingi-Patterson
Drucilla Kingi-Patterson spoke to her submission and highlighted the importance of
ensuring public transport is available to take people to where they need to go,
especially as the city changes. Public Transport must be affordable for young people
and people on fixed incomes.
901 - Pubudu Senanayake
Dr Senanayake explained that he was a physicist who had worked on the Zero Carbon
Act. He felt that Option 1 was the bare minimum and rates should be increased to
improve services. He supported the reduction in user-pays for public transport and
reducing the Uniform Annual Charge to zero.
Commenting on the LTP document he noted that the budget for governance services
did not have much detail and was higher than the budget for climate change. He
requested that nitrates should be included in the freshwater target in the Plan.
990 – David Hodder
David Hodder, a Spreydon resident, who recreates out of the city requested that the
Council look at public access in the high country. There was a lack of co-ordination
between central and local government on access including paper roads. Road access
was also important for pest control.
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536 – Richard Shaw
Richard Shaw explained that he was also speaking for others who were not comfortable
submitting or speaking to the Council. He felt that the proposed rates increase was
unaffordable and not sustainable. He could find no evidence in the LTP of any cost
cutting.
This would damage the Council’s ability to build trust with the rural community and also
would damage the urban/rural relationship.
1023 – Ōtamahua/Quail Island Ecological Restoration Trust
Ian McLennan Chairman of the Trust presented this submission. He explained the
damage caused to planting by feral deer on Quail Island. Feral deer are widespread
on Banks Peninsula and can walk at low tide or swim to the island. Mr McLennan
suggested a programme similar to the Banks Peninsula feral goat programme.
1085 – Te Ara Kakariki Greenway Canterbury Trust
Cr Pauling declared his interest as a co-chair of the Trust and withdrew.
Letitia Lum presented this submission that requested extending the Council’s grant
beyond three years to continue support for the Trust’s regenerative community planting
projects. This commitment would assist the Trust with its planning and obtaining other
funding sources.
Ms Lum spoke in support of the Enviro Schools funding, noting that the Trust also works
with the schools.
968 – Lake Tekapo Recreational Park Inc Society
Murray Cox presented this submission and thanked James Page, Team Leader Parks
and Reserves and his team for their work.
The Society supports Option 1 with funding for biodiversity and biodiversity for Regional
Parks.
He tabled his notes with supporting information:
 a map of the regional park,
 ‘Revitalising New Zealand’s communities through nature-based employment’
 ‘Mackenzie District Council parks and Trails, Playgrounds and Public Toilets
Strategies’ prepared for the Mackenzie District Council
 Lake Tekapo Regional Park Annual report for the year ending 30 June 2020
The meeting adjourned between 10.19am and 10.44am
929 – David Croft
David Croft, a farmer from the Amuri Basin, explained that he was not averse to change
and understood the need for plans and rules, but sometimes simple was best. You
need people on the ground leading to get things done.
He did not support the proposed rates increase. His view was that the LTP was a wish
list and that the Council should roll out projects in stages. He acknowledged that the
Council has invested in plans and should push back on the Government’s requirements
for new plans.
As the Uniform Annual General Charge was for the public good the amount proposed
was too low and should be revised.
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1152 – Beckenham Neighbourhood Association Incorporated
Peter Tuffley presented this submission in broad support of Option 1.
The Association is concerned about the impact of agricultural and commercial use on
the water quality of aquifers and water ways.
Mr Tuffley urged the Council to work with Christchurch City Council on water issues,
public transport and climate change.
546 – One Voice Te Reo Kotahi
Katherine Peet (Network Waitangi Ōtautahi and Co-Chair One Voice Te Reo Kotahi),
with Sally Carlton (Community Languages Information Network), Colleen Philip
(Sustainable Ōtautahi Christchurch), Juliette Xavier-Hendry (Generation Zero), Liz
Hawes (Social Equity and Wellbeing Network) and John Peet (Engineers for Social
Responsibility) appeared in support of this submission.
Katherine Peet described the value of, and the expertise held by, the third sector. The
third sector are different from statutory and the commercial sectors as it is the
organised part of the wider community.
She encouraged the Council to build on the role of the third sector as a trusted partner
in a relationship that starts at the governance level.
1073 – Tim Frank
Tim Frank spoke to his submission that focused on regional transport. His main
concern was that the LTP was not transformative. He encouraged the Council to look
at regional and inter-regional transport and to think about providing public transport to
access recreation.
He requested that the Council seek funding from Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency to
connect Christchurch to national parks by rail.
1053 – Colin Hurst
Colin Hurst, noting the money already spent on developing the Land and Water
Regional Plan (LWRP), urged the Council to talk to central government about an
extension to the requirement to redo the LWRP. The government needs to give the
LWRP the chance to work.
Commenting on the Council’s communication on the LTP noted that Council used to
go to Timaru and only four Councillors has attended the recent field days. Field days
were a good opportunity to talk to rural people.
He suggested that Uniform Annual General Charge should be applied to all people
services including public transport and youth engagement.
71 – Sean Ellis
Sean Ellis’ request was for feral cats to be included in the list of pests as feral cats are
an apex predator. He stressed that this proposal make a clear distinction between feral
cats and loved pet cats. He suggested that live traps be set in at urban/rural
boundaries. Live traps would mean that microchipped domestic pet cats would be able
to be returned safely to their owners through the SPCA.
927 – Rab McDowell
Rab McDowell, a crop farmer from Mayfield spoke to his submission. He explained that
proposed rates increase was not affordable and that crop farms did not create the
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income levels of dairy farms. Farmers are already incurring costs associated with Farm
Environment Plans, consents and other requirements.
Mr McDowell supported rating those who benefited from an activity, for example
targeted rates for managed aquifer recharge projects.
1260 – Robin Barraclough
Dr Barraclough explained that as a general practitioner he was concerned about the
effects on nitrates on human health. New Zealand has high rates of bowel cancer and
his patients often ask about nitrates in drinking water.
The meeting adjourned between 12.30pm and 1.00pm
908 – Hurunui District Council
Mayor Marie Black with Deputy Mayor Vince Daly and Senior Planner Monique Eade
presented their submission.
Mayor Black acknowledged the significant progress being made on water quality in the
region, but expressed concern at the impact of the proposed rates increase on rural
ratepayers. She suggested that the proposed work programme and resourcing be
delivered over the life of the LTP.
The Hurunui District Council understood the burden of legislation but suggested that a
cautious approach be considered.
Mayor Black asked for more information about the proposed rate increases for rural
ratepayers and cited the example of a rural residential property in the settlement of
Hawarden facing a 44.5% increase.
563 – Halswell Residents Association
David Hawke presented this submission that focused on public transport. The
Association suggested that levels of service for public transport use numbers of
passengers rather than the number of trips as a measure.
Mr Hawke referred to the effect on the community from traffic travelling through
Halswell to the city.
1058 – W J Winter and Sons Ltd
David Winter presented this submission from his family business farming in North
Canterbury. He explained that the proposed rate increase was extravagant. As a
farmer he pays his share of user pays.
Referring to freshwater management, he noted that money already been spent on
planning and the Resource Management Act is going to change and he questioned the
$14million budgeted for regional leadership.
1276 – Waimakariri District Council
Mayor Dan Gordon with Chief Executive Jim Harland presented this submission. Mayor
Gordon acknowledged that strong relationship with Environment Canterbury, the Great
Christchurch Partnership and the Canterbury Mayoral Forum.
He suggested that all councils should be showing restraint following the COVID crisis.
Waimakariri District Council had responded by phasing the impacts on their ratepayers.
Environment Canterbury’s proposed rate rise was high and should be reconsidered.
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The increase in the public transport targeted rate for Waimakariri residents that was
higher than the amount quoted during earlier consultation.
Mayor Gordon referred to the recent removal of trees along the Ashley River and the
lack of progress in establishing a community steering group.
1017 Jane Demeter
Jane Demeter spoke to her personal submission and commented that a lack of data in
the LTP made it difficult to comment on.
She said that freshwater should be the Council’s main priority and she was concerned
that Canterbury Water Management Strategy first order priorities were not being met.
The collection of monitoring data needs to be stepped up and random audits for
compliance undertaken. There was serious work to do.
Other points raised by Ms Demeter included:
 questioning the need for plans to be constantly adjusted
 the need for protection as well as tree planting
 Flood protection should allow rivers to meander
1031 Bernie Calder
Bernie Calder spoke of the need for more protection of braided rivers and indigenous
habitat. (Photos provided by Mr Calder in support of his submission were circulated
following the hearing.)
He explained his disappointment that Environment Canterbury recently allowed fill to
be placed adjacent to a river in Kaikōura.
833 – Jim Lapsley
Jim Lapsley spoke to his personal submission and advised that he was a member of
the Canterbury Branch of Jet Boating New Zealand.
He explained his concerns about the build-up of gravel in the Waimakariri River at the
State Highway bridge. His notes and photos were tabled.
920 – Ian Cummings
Ian Cummings spoke to his submission regarding bus services in the suburb of
Beckenham and requested that the service be restored to the heart of Beckenham.
He also noted that many passengers were not wearing masks and suggested that more
prominent signs be installed.
1246 – Lindsay Carswell
Lindsay Carswell spoke to his submission that requested that the costs of freshwater
management should be met by the those causing the pollution.
569 – Eric Duff
Eric Duff expressed his concern at the proposed increase in rates. Using the rates
calculator, the rates on his Mayfield farm property would increase by 92% compared to
2-3% for his former residence in Christchurch.
He explained that climate change is a central government issue not the Council’s. He
noted that after subsidies were removed farmers have been encouraged by
government to increase production and now appear to be punished.
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1262 – Shaun Baker
Shaun Baker, a student at Lincoln University spoke to his submission in support of
Option 1. He expressed support for the MyWay public transport trial in Timaru and
suggested that this scheme could be extended to other areas in Canterbury. He also
supported the implementation of rapid transport in Greater Christchurch.
The meeting adjourned between 3.00pm and 3.30pm
695 – Christchurch City Council
Deputy Mayor Andrew Turner presented the submission on behalf of the Christchurch
City Council. He noted the reforms in local government, water, and health and said that
it was vital that the two Council’s work together.
He noted that both Council’s Long-Term Plans emphasised climate change, lowemission travel options and urban form.
Christchurch City Council supported robust science and working with Environment
Canterbury on protecting ground water.
862 – Angus McKay
Angus McKay presented his personal submission. He said that that both Options 1 and
2 were unaffordable and that the Council was not listening to the community as well as
it could.
He supported the targeted rate for the managed aquifer recharge project in the Hinds
area.
1071 – MHV Water (Mayfield/Hinds/Valetta) Limited
Mel Brooks Chief Executive of MHV Water presented this submission. She explained
that MHV has 600 farm shareholders and also owned property. The organisation has
evolved from an irrigation scheme and was now involved in environmental
management.
She questioned why the Council proposed to re-work plans when all the work on Plan
Change 2 has recently been done.
MHV did not support Option 1 or 2 as these proposals were not affordable or
reasonable. They did support targeted rates.
1191
Submitter 1191 spoke to her submission and said that she was horrified to see the
change in Te Waihora and the braided rivers over the last 70 years. She was concerned
about permitted levels of nitrates.
She asked that the Council present a vision of what Canterbury could look like.
The meeting adjourned at 4.25pm Cr Apanui led a karakia
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The meeting resumed on Tuesday 4 May 2021 at 9.00am in
the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch.
Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Claire McKay, Elizabeth
McKenzie, Craig Pauling, Lan Pham Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor).
Directors and other staff were also present throughout the hearing
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Deputy Chair Scott welcomed everyone back to the meeting. Cr Pauling gave a mihi
whakatau and Cr Apanui lead a karakia.
Deputy Chair Scott chaired this part of the hearing.
305 – Toby Heale
Toby Heale presented his submission and reminded the Council that the Resource
Management Act is the foundation document of Environment Canterbury. The Council
needs to focus on what is responsible for and get its mandate right. A lot of what was
in the Long-Term Plan was aspirational.
1080 – Sustainability Action Group for the Environment (SAGE), Lincoln
University
950 – John Gould
John Gould presented both these submissions, with a PowerPoint presentation, and
advised that his personal submission aligned with the one from SAGE. He supported
the overall priorities and issues identified in the LTP, but the plan falls short of realising
them. There should be a focus on environmental sustainability.
He requested that the Council improve public transport and provide more electric
buses, reinstate the electric bus in the Christchurch CBD, make travel free for those
under 25 and to lobby central government to T2 lanes.
924 - Catherine Elliott
Catherine Elliott spoke of the need to change the mindset of people in regard to public
transport. She explained that people were not in love with cars but with mobility and
freedom.
703 – QEII National Trust Ngā Kairauhī Papa
Crs Mackenzie and Edge declared an interest as a member of the Trust.
Alice Shanks with Miles Giller presented this submission.
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Ms Shanks noted the Trust worked with Environment Canterbury to help landowners
with fencing and pest control, and that the Trust had waiting list of landowners
interested in establishing covenants on their land.
Mr Giller explained that 90% of their funding goes towards fencing which does make
possible great results, but the Trust would like to see more effort put into weed control.
He also noted the increasing damage to native plants from feral deer and from
wallabies.
880 – Central Riccarton Residents’ Association Inc
Garth Wilson presented this submission and explained the Association’s concerns
about how the Council spends its budget and were requesting a thorough review.
He questioned the cost of rebranding the buses and the lack of public consultation. The
Association would like Environment Canterbury to submit to the Christchurch City
Council to retain the bus exchange at Riccarton, as this was a key connection hub.
673 – John McKim
John McKim presented his submission in opposition to the increase in the levy for swing
moorings. He explained that his boat is insured and he does not understand why he
should pay a levy to cover those who do not have insurance.
Mr McKim also raised the issue of paint being discharged to the air from the drydock
at Lyttelton. This was causing damage to property and cars. He urged the Council to
enforce these consents.
1225 – Federated Farmers of New Zealand
David Clark (Mid-Canterbury), Chris Allan (National Board) and Nick Clark (Manager
General Policy) presented this submission.
David Clark expressed their disappointment that farmers were being considered as
never-ending sources of revenue for the Council.
He explained that farmers have come a long way in awareness of their environmental
footprint. The Council re-writing plans will not change environmental outcomes and the
Council should defend its current Land and Water Regional Plan.
Nick Clark spoke in support of spending levels at the rate of inflation, smoothing the
budget over time, and increasing the Uniform Annual Charge to cover activities that
benefit people e.g., biodiversity.
The meeting adjourned between 10.35am and 10.47am
Cr Sunckell chaired this part of the meeting.
1137 – Aotearoa Water Action
Peter Richardson presented this submission and spoke to a PowerPoint presentation.
He said that a bold approach was needed in the LTP to achieve a transformational
plan.
Aotearoa Water Action requests included:
 a review of the Canterbury Water Management Strategy
 an independent modelling tool to replace OVERSEER
 notify applications to take water for water bottling
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1014 – Catchments Collective South Canterbury
Mark Adams with Ben Ensor of the Hurunui Landcare Group presented this
submission. Mr Adams explained that around New Zealand there were thriving
catchment groups modelled on Canterbury Catchment groups. He was concerned that
with the distraction of the Plan Change that the South Canterbury catchment groups
were not thriving. They supported a contestable fund for all Canterbury catchment
groups.
Ben Ensor spoke in support of the South Canterbury catchment groups. He described
the support provided to the Hurunui catchment group from Beef and Lamb that enabled
them to fund a co-ordinator. This was helping do work on the ground and engaging
with landowners.
1282 – Lincoln University Students Association
Gregory Fleming presented this submission and highlighted the submission’s points on
public transport. The Association recommended a student discount, removing the 2zone scheme for travel to Lincoln, and increasing the number of bus routes serving
Lincoln.
603 – Deanna Walsh
Deanna Walsh, an Ashburton farmer, presented her submission concerned at the
proposed rate increase for rural properties. She requested that the Council increase
the Uniform Annual General Charge to include the costs of people-based activities.
She did not support Option 1 or 2 and explained that farmers were already paying for
consents and monitoring. Increasing the rates will reduce the money farmers will have
for on-farm improvements.
Ms Walsh noted that the time invested in the Land and Water Regional Plan by the
Council and the community and questioned the need and expense of redoing the plan.
The Plan was working towards improvement in freshwater.
857 – Ōpāwho/Heathcote River Network
Cr Southworth declared an interest and withdrew.
Annabelle Hasselman, with Rachel Barker, presented this submission with a
PowerPoint presentation. Ms Hasselman thanked the Council for its support and
explained that the Network was the voice of the river.
She highlighted points from the submission, including:
 request for a catchment management plan
 the need for action on biodiversity and weeds
 the issue of sediment in the river coming from the Port Hills
 the success or the Stormwater Superhero project and need for more ways to
engage with the community
 monitoring of the Christchurch City Council stormwater consent.
1226 – Sustainable Ōtautahi Christchurch
Colleen Philip spoke to this submission and expressed appreciation for the assistance
provided by the Council’s skilled and knowledgeable staff.
Her notes were tabled.
976 – Doug Rankin
Noting that this submission referred to Plan Change 7 to the Land and Water Regional
Plan, the Chief Executive advised that as this was a separate process being heard by
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independent commissioners, it should not be discussed within the Long-Term Plan
process.
Mr Rankin accepted the Chief Executive’s advice regarding Plan Change 7 and spoke
to the rest of his submission. He reminded the Council that it has responsibility for the
protection of the environment. The Long-Term Plan needs to recognise the science,
take action and regain the trust of the community.
1126 - Rakaia River Irrigators Association Incorporated
Ben Williams presented this submission and tabled his notes. He highlighted two points
from the submission:
 More effort to be put into surface water compliance and management.
 Implementation of the Essential Freshwater programme should build on the
work already done e.g. the take of water from the Rakaia is already managed
by a Water Conservation Order.
1007 – Siana Fitzjohn
Siana Fitzjohn spoke in support of Option 1, but expressed concern that this will not
solve the environmental crisis. She was concerned about intensive farming, the
removal of trees, shelter belts and shelter for animals.
Ms Fitzjohn challenged the use of the term ‘resources’ in connection with the
environment. She questioned the objective of balancing well-beings as they cannot be
separated out.
The meeting adjourned between 12.35pm and 1.00pm
Cr Sunckell chaired the afternoon session.
843 – Banks Peninsula Native Forest/Climate Change Group & Rod Donald
Banks Peninsula Trust
Tumu Taiao Couch-Lewis declared an interest in this submission.
Suky Thompson (Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust) with Bruce Hansen (Maurice
White Native Forest Trust) presented this submission on behalf of the groups listed in
the submission.
Ms Thompson requested that a distinction be made between planting and natural
regeneration. She noted that it was difficult to register regenerating native forest in the
Emissions Trading Scheme and requested that the Council create incentives for people
to change land use to native forest.
893 – Pest Free Banks Peninsula/Te Pātaka o Rākaihautū
David Miller supported the emphasis in the LTP on biosecurity and control of animal
pests. He explained that pest free Banks Peninsula was a long-term goal. Their initial
funding was for five years and they would like to have that extended.
The Group supported Option 1 and the contestable fund.
Mr Miller offered to provide more information to Council at a workshop.
1247 – Banks Peninsula Conservation Trust
Penny Carnaby presented this submission and endorsed the two previous
submissions. The Trust supported Option 1 and opportunities for carbon sequestration
and pest control.
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The Trust supported the pest free Banks Peninsula and explained that some operating
funding would help support landowners.
704 – Project Oversight Group of the Pest Free Banks Peninsula/ Te Pātaka o
Rākaihautū
Cr Pham declared an interest in this item.
Mark Christensen presented this submission and explained that the Group supported
the Pest Free Banks Peninsula submission and encouraged the Council to continue
funding for pest management.
1217 – Summit Road Society
Marie Gray presented this submission in support for Option 1. She thanked
Environment Canterbury for its support for pest management on the Port Hills. The
society supported a contestable fund noting that community volunteer groups can do a
lot with small amounts of money.
274 – Barbara Gilchrist
Barbara Gilchrist spoke to her personal submission in support of Option 1 and the
MyWay Public Transport Trial in Timaru. Public transport was important for reducing
carbon emissions for providing transport opportunities for the community especially for
older people.
1182 – Purau Mooring Association
Chris Hutching with Larry Burrows presented the submission on behalf of the Purau
Mooring Association, Mr Hutching’s personal submission was attached to the
Association’s submission.
Mr Hutching explained that the Association had about 100 members and was set up to
look after the moorings and the chains. They were surprised to see the proposed levy
of $57.50 for the removal of wrecks and abandoned vessels after the doubling of the
mooring fee last year.
He suggested that the Harbourmaster require evidence that a vessel was insured when
a swing mooring was applied for .
538 – Dave Lawry
Dave Lawry spoke to his submission regarding air-noise contours around Christchurch
International Airport. His notes were tabled with additional documents:
 Rebuttal by John-Paul Barrington Clarke – 25 February 2016 in the matter of
the General Rules and Procedures Proposal (Stage 3) – Resource
Management Act 1991 and the Canterbury Earthquake (Christchurch
Replacement District Plan) Order 2014.
 LURP Review May 2015 Submission #26b – Noise Contour development Time
line.
1212 – Orana Wildlife Park
Lynne Anderson with Nathan Hawke presented this submission with a PowerPoint
submission.
Ms Anderson described the conservation work being done by Orana Wildlife Park with
native species. She explained that running a zoo was expensive and provided data on
the contribution made by councils to other zoos in New Zealand and requested that
Environment Canterbury included funding of $250,000 per annum for the Park in its
Long-Term Plan.
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1277 – Christchurch International Airport Limited
Claire Waghorn presented this submission in support of the Long-Term Plan and
Option 1. She explained the work that the airport was doing to reduce emissions from
its ground-based activities.
573 – Shaun Lissington
Shaun Lissington said that he was horrified by the proposed rate increases in both
Options 1 and 2. He felt that this will influence the rural/urban division. He encouraged
the Council to make better use of the Uniform Annual General Charge. Programmes
demanded by the community should be funded by everyone. The LTP needs to be
fairer and more equitable.
589 – Brooke McKenzie
Brooke McKenzie spoke to his submission regarding the requirement to re-evaluate
the air noise contours surrounding Christchurch International Airport. His notes were
tabled.
513 – Michael Salversen
Michael Salversen presented his personal submission. He said that putting the rates
up for rural ratepayers will not improve relationships with the rural community and may
result in farmers not being able to continue work such as native planting. The Council
needs to tell the government that that plans, for example Plan Change 2 (Hinds) have
been recently completed and need to be given a chance to be implemented, not
rewritten.
585 – Central South Island and North Canterbury Fish and Game Councils
Cr Megan Hands declared an interest as a licence holder.
Angela Christensen and Emily Arthur-Moore presented this submission with
PowerPoint presentation. Ms Christensen explained that the future health of highcountry lakes was dependent on an effective statutory framework to guide land use.
The rules related to the Hakataramea River have not been reviewed since 2006. Fish
and Game oppose Council funding for the Managed Aquifer Recharge and other
projects that take water from alpine rivers. There should be more protection for the
Rangitata River.
Emily Arthur-Moore referred to a recent report about the condition of the Ashburton
Lakes. The Farm Environment Plan system was a way to get improvement for water
quality rather than waiting for Plan Change. The Council’s performance measures
should include a target where a percentage of farms receive an “A” grade. Farm
Environment Plans need to be effectively audited with the clear mapping of risks.
The meeting adjourned between 3.25 and 3.39pm.
696 – Ashburton District Council
Mayor Neil Brown with Deputy Mayor Liz McMillan presented the submission from the
Ashburton District Council. Mayor Brown explained that his Council did not support
Option 1 or 2. He suggested that the borrowing be used to fund statutory plans as the
beneficiaries are not just today’s ratepayers. Ashburton District Council use the
Uniform Annual General Charge to fairly distribute the costs of people-based activities.
Mayor Brown expressed disappointment that Environment Canterbury did not hold any
community meetings about the draft Long-Term Plan in the Ashburton District. This
was a missed opportunity to connect the Ashburton community on issues like the
targeted rate for the Hinds Managed Aquifer Recharge project.
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Deputy Mayor McMillian spoke in support of provision in the LTP for the Ashburton
Community Vehicle Trust and the Total Mobility Scheme.
797 – Conservation Volunteers New Zealand
Hamish Fairburn presented his submission with a PowerPoint presentation that
illustrated some of work done by the volunteers including planting days. He explained
that a lot of their work was done around Banks Peninsula. They also run a conservation
work programme and undertake projects around Arthurs Pass. He thanked the Council
for its support and hoped that the Council will be able to continue its support.
1100 Ellesmere Sustainable Agriculture Inc
Cr John Sunckell declared an interest in this submission.
Carey Barnett with Craig Croft and Jo Jermyn Benny presented this submission. Ms
Barnett explained that this group represents 112 farmers in the area between the
Selwyn and Rakaia Rivers. They did not support Option 1 or 2 as both options were
unaffordable for their farmers. Ms Barnett spoke in support of work on the ground and
the importance of non-regulatory methods. Her notes were tabled.
775 – Waitaki Irrigators Collective Limited
Fraser McKenzie presented this submission. He reminded the Council that the lower
Waitaki River was a braided river that was influenced by the Waitaki hydro schemes.
The Collective requested that a higher priority be placed on the management of the
river. He confirmed that the Collective had made a submission to the Otago Regional
Council’s Long-Term Plan.
1276 – University of Students’ Association
Kim Fowler with Leo He and Asher Herrman presented this submission. Their
submission focused on public transport. The Association had conducted a survey of
students and found that for many students it was cheaper to drive to University than
catch the bus. Currently only 9% of students used the bus.
The costs of public transport, with full fares for those over 18 was an additional cost.
Massey University has a free bus scheme for students and bus use was increasing
each year. This was funded by the University, the local council and the regional council.
Students have about $240.00 a week for rent, food and internet.
1227 – Environment Canterbury Youth Rōpū
Oscar Bloom with Ruby Gill-Clifford, Jazmyn Hodder-Swain and Will Wray presented
this submission. The Youth Rōpū ran workshops and conducted a survey to obtain
views from young people. This information was included in the submission and
represents a range of views.
What was concerning was the lack of knowledge about Environment Canterbury and
what the Council does. Young people care about the environment and need to feel that
they are being listened to. People need to be informed and they will be more supportive.
659 – Te Rūnanga o Arowhenua
Treena Davidson of Aoraki Environmental presented this submission on behalf of Te
Rūnanga o Arowhenua. She explained that the basis of the submission was reviewing
and building the relationships the Te Rūnanga o Arowhenua has and building on
environmental wins.
Commenting on the zone committee process she explained that there was some
frustration how the zone committee fits into freshwater catchments versus a
partnership with Environment Canterbury.
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826 – Marie Gray
Marie Gray presented her submission with the support of her young sons Alex and
Matthew. She spoke in support of Option 1 and the focus on freshwater and
biodiversity. Ms Gray spoke about public transport and the need for incentives for
people to use the bus service.
516 – Brent Schmack
Brent Schmack explained that he was an arable farmer in the Hinds area and did not
support Option 1 or 2. He believed that the proposed rates increase would not be
affordable to most farmers. Referring to the proposed budget for regional plans Mr
Schmack requested that the Council go back to the government and defend the Plans
that the Council has produced.
The meeting adjourned at 5.10pm with a karakia from Cr Pauling.

The meeting resumed on Wednesday 5 May 2021 at 9.00am
in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch.
Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Claire McKay, Elizabeth
McKenzie, Craig Pauling, Lan Pham Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor).
Directors and other staff were also present throughout the hearing
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Deputy Chair Scott welcomed everyone back to the meeting and Cr Hands led a
karakia.
Deputy Chair Scott chaired this part of the hearing.
881 – Greg Byrnes
Greg Byrnes presented his personal submission in support of Option 1 and said that
more action on the protection of freshwater was needed. He suggested that for
recidivist non-complying consent holders in over allocated zones that their consents be
rescinded.
He spoke in support of the Tuia partnership, Enviroschools and the Youth Rōpū.
Mr Byrnes said that good people need leadership and encouraged the Council to talk
to people and get to know them. His notes were tabled.
1035 – Caroline Syddall
Caroline Syddall spoke in support of Option 1 and transformational change. She
supported environmental education, the MyWay trial, braided rivers and tree planting.
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Ms Syddall suggested that those making decisions about public transport should be
regular users of public transport.
1206 – Te Hapū o Ngāti Wheke Rāpaki
Cr Pauling and Tumu Taiao Couch-Lewis declared an interest in this submission.
Andrew Scott presented this submission and acknowledged the partnership with
Environment Canterbury. He spoke in support of resources for the review of the
Regional Coastal Plan. The Rūnanga would like to work with the Council on the harbour
and coastal plans.
1136 – Laurie Pouting
Laurie Pouting, a farmer from the upper Rangitata, provided some history of land use
and pest control in his area over the last 55 years. He expressed his opposition to the
savage increase in rates. His notes were tabled.
743 – Nickola Murray
Nickola Murray joined the meeting via an audio-visual link. She explained that she
owned a small residential property in Cheviot and a small rural property as a part-time
beekeeper. She did not support Option 1 or Option 2 as the proposed rate increases
were unacceptable and unaffordable. Ms Murray explained that her rate increases
would be much higher than for friends who lived in Christchurch.
She requested information about the range of rate increases in Canterbury from the
highest to the lowest.
The meeting adjourned between 10.05 and 10.36am
Cr Edge chaired this part of the meeting.
478 – William Thomas
William (Bill) with James Thomas spoke to this submission. Bill Thomas questioned the
proposed rates increase and pointed out that for the Hinds area it was higher than the
24% stated in the information provided by the Council. He said it was unfair to rate on
capital value only.
James Thomas explained that he was concerned that the rate increase will impact on
farmers producing food. It could be an incentive to convert land use to forestry which
would result in the loss of jobs and income to the community. Increased rates will mean
that farmers would have less money to spend on planting and fencing off waterways.
He supported the Managed Aquifer Recharge project but questioned the targeted rate
when the project will benefit the wider area.
1211 – Frank Hill
Frank Hill, an urban ratepayer, spoke in opposition to the proposed rates increase and
spending money on Managed Aquifer Recharge projects. He was concerned that the
proposed trial in Waimakariri would risk Christchurch drinking water.
Mr Hill questioned the need to review the Land and Water Regional Plan, noting the
time famers have already put into the process. He also spoke of the failure of the
Canterbury Water Management Strategy and problems caused by intensification.
978 – Sofia Silva
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Sofia Silva said that the future was in our hands and bold policies were needed to follow
Te Mana o Te Wai. Local democracy needs to be strengthened with information
provided to explain how and why decisions are made.
She questioned when there were issues around water quality and quantity; the
decisions allowing water bottling and more irrigation.
1172 – Linda Pocock
Linda Pocock presented her submission and tabled additional information about using
glyphosate around trees, and impact of the dairy industry on New Zealand’s people,
economy and environment.
Ms Pocock said that farmers needed support to be able to change to regenerative
farming. She encouraged the Council to test for a wider range of contaminants in soils.
1256 – Waikirikiri Selwyn River Guardians
Francine Bills presented this submission on behalf of the Waikirikiri Selwyn River
Guardians. With the PowerPoint presentation she described the deterioration in the
water quality of the Selwyn River at Glentunnel. The local community have done a lot
of voluntary work on weed control, planting and looking after planting. The Guardians’
request to the Council was to revive the river.
1248 – Bruce Campbell
Bruce Campbell spoke to his presentation requesting that the air noise contour at
Christchurch International Airport be reviewed. His notes were tabled.
1168 – Jo Robertson
Jo Robertson with Ruth Sharr representing a group of Addington School parents
explained their concerns regarding the rate of development in the inner suburbs and
west Christchurch. This has resulted in high volumes of cars and trucks travelling
through their community. The traffic along Brougham Street and Lincoln Road was
dangerous for children getting to school and creating a barrier for people moving
around the Addington Village.
They requested the Council to provide leadership and to work with the New Zealand
Transport Agency to put people first in urban and transport planning.
943 – Fiona Bennetts
Fiona Bennetts, with a PowerPoint presentation, presented her submission that
focused on the climate emergency and the need to reduce transport and agricultural
emissions.
761 – Jim Turpin
Jim Turpin spoke to his submission requesting a re-evaluation of the air noise contours
around Christchurch International Airport. He tabled his notes that included comments
regarding the proposed rates increase and the costs incurred when the Council
appealed a consent decision.
The Chief Executive advised Mr Turpin that his comments regarding costs would be
noted but that the consent issues would not be discussed in the Long-Term Plan
submission process.
The meeting adjourned between 12.30 and 1.00pm
Cr Ian Mackenzie chaired this part of the meeting
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1177 – Basil Meyer
Basil Meyer presented his submission questioning the proposed increase in rates. He
suggested that rates should be linked to inflation or the Consumer Price Index (CPI).
He asked the council to review its efficiency and to push back on Central Government’s
requirements to review the Council’s planning documents.
892 – Anthony Raizis
Anthony Raizis spoke to a PowerPoint ‘Land Use Changes in Climate and Biodiversity
Crisis’. His concern was the need to reverse the process of human effects on the
environment. He supported using gorse and pines as nurseries for native plant
regeneration.
528 – Bruce Baldwin
Bruce Baldwin explained his objection to the proposed levy on swing moorings to fund
the salvage of damaged vessels. He was concerned that this would encourage bad
behaviour and further damage the Council’s relationship with mooring holders.
531 – Andrea Chalmers
Andrea Chalmers a sheep and arable farmer from near Ashburton spoke of the
challenges for family farms. They incur costs of providing water infrastructure,
upgrading farm equipment and consents. Ms Chalmers noted that the OVERSEER tool
was very difficult for able farming.
The proposed rates were unaffordable and seemed to be based on the perception that
farmers were rich. While the land values have increased, that does not increase the
farm’s income.
1231 – Ian Duff
Ian Duff said that the proposed swing mooring levy was unreasonable following the
increase in the fees last year. He noted that berth holders were not charged this levy
and that the problems that have occurred have been commercial vessels.
Mr Duff also commented on the proposed rate increase and encouraged the Council
to control its costs.
1089 – Dr Greg Clydesdale
Dr Clydesdale spoke to his submission with a PowerPoint presentation on climate and
transport. He said that the Council’s public transport policies have failed and need to
be re-thought for the 21st century.
Noting submission 1023 from Otamahua/Quail Island Ecological Restoration Trust he
tabled additional information about Quail Island and the need to restore the waterways
around the Island.
1026 – Diana Shand
Former Councillor Diana Shand spoke to her submission and encouraged the Council
to invest in the public transport service in order to increase patronage. She spoke in
support of passenger rail to address climate change and social need.
Ms Shand said that the Council needs to build understanding of the importance of the
health of water to people and ecosystems. She was concerned about nitrates in
groundwater and drinking water, and requested more research on the effects of nitrates
on human health.
1278 – Waihao-Wainono Combined Rating District
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Gary Rooney via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented this submission.
He explained that adequate information had not been provided on the proposed works
in the Rating District. There was no consultation on the standards; the system works
and any further work needs to be justified. There needs to be an asset management
plan.
1288 – GJH Rooney, Rooney Farms Limited, Rooney Group Limited, Rooney
Earthmoving Limited and Rooney Holdings Limited
Gary Rooney via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented this submission.
He reiterated his comments from the Waihao-Wainono Combined Rating District
regarding the proposed the proposed river rating district work and increase in the
targeted rate.
Mr Rooney then spoke about the proposed total rate rise of 24.5%. He suggested that
there was insufficient information in the LTP to justify Option 1 or 2. He also questioned
the proposed increase for consent to extract gravel.
631 – Tom Hurst
Tom Hurst via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented his submission
expressing shock at the proposed rate rise. He suggested that the Uniform Annual
General Charge be increased. Rates should be fair.
Commenting on the cost of implementing the government’s freshwater proposals he
said that they had taken no account of modern farming. He supported using the good
work already done by the catchment groups.
706 – Pamela Hurst
Pamela Hurst via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented her submission
in support of the MyWay transport trial in Timaru.
296 – Peter Shutt
Peter Shutt via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented his submission
also in support of the MyWay trial in Timaru.
Referring to the use of electric vehicles he suggested that hybrids were a better choice
noting the potential for electricity blackouts.
224 – Phil Driver
via an audio-visual link from the Timaru office presented his submission. He explained
his concern about the over allocation and pollution of water that has happened in the
last 10 years.
Most farmers were doing great work but there is a small percentage of farmers causing
problems. There needs to be rigorous rules in place and these rules need to be
enforced. He acknowledged the leadership and good work provided by catchment
groups; many members are farmers.
The meeting adjourned between 2.55 and 3.25pm.
276 – Nicky Anderson
Nicky Anderson, a Culverden farmer presented her submission and explained that
Option 1 was unaffordable. She requested that the Council concentrate on the work it
must do and noted that it will take time to recruit the right people for the new roles.
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The proposed rate increase will lose the good will in the community created by the
Canterbury Water Management Strategy. She requested that the Uniform Annual
General Charge be increased and that the Council work smarter.
691 – Mark Sanders
Mark Sanders, a farmer from Hinds, presented his submission. He spoke in support of
the Managed Aquifer Recharge project.
Noting the work already done on the regional plans he questioned the need and the
cost of re-doing them. He encouraged the Council to focus on the work it needed to do
including flood control, biosecurity and pest control.
1270 – Mid Canterbury Independent Irrigators Society Inc
1006 – Peter Lowe
Peter Lowe spoke to both these submissions and said that neither Option 1 or 2 was
affordable. The Council should be borrowing for operating expenses and should
increase the Uniform Annual Charge.
Commenting on the proposal to re-write the Land and Water Regional Plan he
suggested the Council concentrate on giving effect to Plan Change 2 – Hinds.
1068 – Colin Meurk
Colin Meurk spoke to a PowerPoint presentation ‘Pathway to a Kinder Future –
Reconnecting People to History and Nature’. Dr Meurk explained that business as
usual was unsustainable. We need a stronger connection to nature. Biodiversity is part
of our identity and we have a duty to protect it.
He suggested that there was a level of submission fatigue and encouraged the Council
to look at other ways of engaging with people. He offered his help with this.
1149 – Steve Urlich
Steve Urlich spoke to a PowerPoint presentation ‘Boosting the Canterbury Coastal
Programme’. Dr Urlich described the hydrographic survey being undertaken along part
of the east South Island coastline. The technology included seabed mapping that will
assist with hazard assessment, monitoring the effects of aquaculture and spatial
planning.
1051 – Nancy Borrie
Nancy Borrie spoke of the need for the protection of groundwater and her concern
about the levels of nitrates. She was also concerned about the quality of water going
into the marine environment.
The meeting adjourned at 5.05pm
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The meeting resumed on Thursday 6 May 2021 at 9.30am in
the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch.
Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Claire McKay, Elizabeth
McKenzie, Craig Pauling, Lan Pham Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor).
Directors and other staff were also present throughout the hearing
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Deputy Chair Scott welcomed everyone back to the meeting and Cr Hands led a
karakia.
1299 - Hugh Turnbull
Hugh Turnbull, a dry-stock farmer from Omihi, spoke to his submission in opposition to
the proposed rates rise. He acknowledged that there was work to be done but that
there was not enough detail in the Long-Term Plan. He felt that an unfair burden was
being placed on rural ratepayers.
Property values do not co-relate to the ability to pay high rates and Mr Turnbull
suggested that the Council review its internal costs to cut down costs.
1185 – Steve Martin
Steve Martin presented his submission requesting support for research into removing
organic micropollutants from stormwater by myco-filtration. He was concerned about
the quality of drinking water in Christchurch and encouraged the Council to use science
for informed decision making.
697 – Keep Our Assets Canterbury
Murray Horton and John Minto spoke to this submission. Mr Horton explained that Keep
Our Assets Canterbury come out of keeping power assets.
John Minto congratulated that Council on its move to look at free public transport.
844 – Kate Hodgins
Kate Hodgins, a St Martins resident, spoke in support of a single body to administer
public transport. There needs to be an integrated, multi-modal approach including
buses, active transport and cycleways.
931 – Helen Broughton and Mike Mora
Mike Mora, Chair, and Helen Broughton, Deputy Chair of the Waipuna/Halswell
Community Board explained that this submission was from them as individuals.
Helen Broughton reported on the concern in their community about air quality around
quarries.
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Mike Mora requested increased monitoring and enforcement. There are quarries close
to schools and residents in the urban suburb of Hei Hei. He supported a national
standard for a 1km buffer. People’s health needs to be protected.
166 – Philip Brown
Philip Brown, a landowner in the Lower Rakaia Rating District presented his
submission. He was concerned at how ratepayers’ money was being spent.
The meeting adjourned between 10.40 and 10.50am
1298 – Robert Johnston
Former Councillor and Deputy Chair Robert Johnston showed the hearing a historic
painting of the Ashley Gorge that show the river as a braided river. He supported
proposed river work for the Ashley River and requested a funding mechanism for the
section of the river from the Gorge Bridge to the confluence with the Okuku River.
Mr Johnston expressed concern at the proposed rates rise and noted the work already
done on Councils’ regional plans. He reminded the Council that the land value of a farm
is not related to the ability to pay rates.
1096 – Andrew Kyle
Andrew Kyle a market gardener in Yaldhurst, presented his submission with Bridgette
McKenzie in support. Mr Kyle explained that it was increasingly difficult to farm on this
land as the urban area has got closer.
Ms McKenzie explained the need for action to review the air noise contour lines around
Christchurch International Airport. The current contours reach too far and are limiting
landowners developing their land.
1291 – John (Tom) Glass
Tom Glass spoke in support of Davie Lawry’s submission (No.538) requesting a review
of the air noise contours around Christchurch International Airport. He had never
experienced issues from airport noise.
948 – Sophie McInnes
Sophie McInnes spoke to her personal submission in request of better public transport
for the Selwyn District. The public transport systems was very Christchurch-centric and
she would like to see rural service hubs, more trips to Darfield and Leeston and a link
to West Melton. She said that young people needed for access to public transport and
suggested some school bus services be extended.
832 – Merodie Rose
Merodie Rose spoke in support of Option 1 and explained the growing concern
regarding the environment and how problems are going to be solved. She supported
Envrioschools, funding compliance officers and the contestable community fund.
The community is relying on the Council making the hard decisions.
873 – Bill Kingston
Bill Kingston said that the Council needed to push back on the Government’s
requirement to review the Council’s regional plans. He was involved in the Hinds
working party and believed that the Plan Change needs a chance to work.
He said that urban and rural people need to work together on water quality.
522 – Christchurch Envirohub
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Katrina Miller and Hayley Guglietta presented this submission and thanked the Council
for its support. They supported Option 1 and the waterways partnership.
They spoke in support of collaboration with other groups working in the Arthurs Pass
area on pest control. Other aspects of the Plan highlighted were public transport and
Envrioschools.
1144 – Paul Hodgson
Paul Hodgson presented his submission about the health of Canterbury’s rivers,
streams and drains. He said that it was difficult for outsiders to understand the state of
Canterbury rivers from all the Council reports.
The Canterbury Water Management Strategy first order priorities need to be
implemented. He urged the Council to do more science and monitoring to inform the
Council’s planning documents.
928 - Kathryn Bates
Kathryn Bates spoke to her submission. She highlighted the issue of the effects of topdressing, that was evident in the increase in the levels of algae. Ms Bates was
concerned that the installation of pivot irrigators had removed habitat for biodiversity.
466 – Tom Sheratt
Cr Mackenzie advised that Tom Sheratt was his son-in-law but he had no conflict of
interest in relation to this submission.
Tom Sheratt presented his submission requesting the Council review the priorities in
the Long-Term Plan. Reviewing the sub-regional plans was a waste of money in light
of all the work already done. He did not support Option 1 or 2 and felt that rural
ratepayers were being unfairly treated.
1059 – Kari Hunter
Kari Hunter spoke in support of Option 1 and stressed the need to take action to reduce
emissions. The words in the Long-Term Plan on climate change are good but there
needs to be a picture of where we are going.
669 – Kenneth Pottinger
Kenneth Pottinger spoke of the need for food security. He was concerned at the rates
burden on the rural community.
1167 – Waihora Ellesmere Trust
Hamish Rennie, Acting Chair presented this submission on behalf of the Waihora
Ellesmere Trust. He explained that the Trust was keen to continue to work with the
Council on a number of projects, including the Living Lakes Symposium.
The Trust supported the funding for the coastal plan and would like to work with the
Council on the plan.
1142 – Ashburton Lynhurst Irrigation Limited
Rebecca Whillans presented this submission. She explained that the company is a
farmer-owned co-operative that also owns property and holds a discharge consent.
They acknowledged central government’s freshwater requirements but felt that the
Council’s work on the Land and Water Regional Plan was in line with the National
Policy Statement. Concerned with the proposed rates rise Ms Whillans explained that
the Ashburton Lynhurst Irrigation was keen for the Council not to duplicate work already
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done. It was felt that the rural community would be paying an unfair share of the rates
and noted that compliance costs were also rising.
She spoke in support of the managed aquifer recharge project
1251 – Ross Bowmar
Ross Bowmar, a high-country farmer, presented his submission. He did not support
Option 1 or 2 as the proposed rates rise was ridiculous. He explained that farmers are
reliant on the land and have no incentive to destroy it.
5.

Other Business
There was no other business.

6.

Notices of Motion
There were no notices of motion.

7.

Questions
There were no questions.

8.

Next meeting
The next meeting was scheduled for Thursday 13 May 2021

9.

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – closing
Cr Scott thanked all the submitters for their presentations and Tumu Taiao Cranwell
closed the meeting with a karakia.

The meeting closed at 1.50pm
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Date __________
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Minutes of 526th meeting of the Canterbury Regional
Council held in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street,
Christchurch, on Thursday, 13 May 2021 at 10.35am
Contents
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
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7.1

Climate Emergency Update

7.2

Essential Freshwater Package Indicative Milestones

7.3

Submission on National Direction for Reduction of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

7.4

Council Approval for Canterbury Regional Council (Ngāi Tahu Representation) Bill
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Annual Reports: Lower Waitaki South Canterbury Coastal Canterbury and Orari
Temuka Pareora Zone Committees

8.

Other Business

9.

Notices of Motion

10.

Questions

11.

Next Meeting

12.

Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga – Closing

Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater,
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Claire McKay, Elizabeth
McKenzie, Craig Pauling, Lan Pham, Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Tumu Taiao: Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive), Katherine Harbrow (Director Operations), Tafflyn
Bradford-James (Director Communication and Engagement), Catherine Schache (General
Counsel), Toshi Hodliffe (Governance Services Team Leader) and Louise McDonald (Senior
Committee Advisor).
Report writers and other staff were also present.
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Chair Hughey welcomed everyone to the meeting. Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell gave a
mihi whakatau.
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The karakia for the day had been made at the Regulation Hearing Committee meeting
held at 8.30am.
2.

Apology
Tumu Taiao Yvette Couch-Lewis

3.

Conflicts of interest
No conflicts of interest were declared.

4.

Public Forum, Deputations and Petitions
There were no Public Forum, Deputations or Petitions

5.

Minutes
Refer pages 9 to 17 of the agenda.

29 April 2021
Resolved
That the Council:
1.

confirms and adopts as a true and correct record the minutes of the
meeting held on 29 April 2021 with the following corrections to item 7.1
Council Committee Structure:
 page 10 of the agenda - correct spelling of Te Ao Māori
 page 10 of the agenda – correct spelling of alignment
 page 11 pf the agenda – appoints Tumu Taiao Couch-Lewis and Cr
Marshall to be Co-Chairs of the Regulation Hearing Committee.
Chair Hughey/Cr Pham
CARRIED

29 April 2021 – public excluded
Refer page 16 of the agenda
Resolved
That the Council:
1. confirms and adopts as a true and correct record the minutes of part of the
meeting held, with the public excluded, on 29 April 2021
Cr Scott/Cr Edge
CARRIED
6.

Matters Arising
The Chief Executive advised that letters had been sent to Nelson Early and Philip
Haythornthwaite following their presentations to the public forum at the meeting held on
15 April 2021.
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7.

Matter for Council Decision

7.1

Climate Change Emergency Update
Refer pages 18 to 20 of the agenda.
Crs McKenzie and Southworth presented this item.
The following requests were made:
 That the minutes for this meeting have a link to the 2019 independent report on the
2017 greenhouse gas emissions of Environment Canterbury’s Tuam Street and
Timaru offices, and passenger vehicle fleet.
 That the information gained from Environment Canterbury’s actions on its own
organisational greenhouse emissions would be useful for other organisations.
 Future reports could include information about good projects being undertaken by
other organisations.
Resolved
That the Council:
1. receives the update on the climate change work programme.
Cr McKenzie/Cr Southworth
CARRIED

7.2

Essential Freshwater Package Indicative Milestones
Refer pages 21 to 29 of the agenda.
Caroline Hart, Senior Strategy Manager presented this report.
Cr McKay acknowledged the work done over the last 10 years under the auspices of
the Canterbury Water Management Strategy. She noted that there was advice
available on the Council website about the Freshwater Package and stressed the
importance of providing certainty for land owners and managers; people need to
know what to do.
Resolved
That the Council:
1. approves the planned approach and indicative programmes for the
implementation of Essential Freshwater, including the key dates and
milestones.
Cr McKay/Cr Scott
CARRIED

7.1

Submission on National Direction for Reduction of Greenhouse Gas
Emissions
Refer pages 30 to 39 of the agenda.
Jesse Burgess, Senior Strategy Advisor presented this report.
The following changes to the submission were requested:
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 A change to the second bullet point on page 2 of the submission (page 36 of the
agenda) to read:
“There are challenges our region will face in terms of the transition:
 the new and ongoing environmental impact from new energy sources.”
 More emphasis be place on the second sentence of paragraph 4 on page 2 of the
submission (page 36 of the agenda):
“In Canterbury we have large areas of highly productive land and it is
important this be available for production and not dedicated energy crops to
meet the new demand.”
 The wording from the submission be included in recommendation 1 for phasing out
fossil fuels in process heat.
Resolved
That the Council:

7.4

1.

agrees that the attached submission on national direction from the Ministry
for the Environment for phasing out fossil fuels in process heat be
submitted to the Ministry for the Environment.

2.

delegates to the Chief Executive and Chair the authority to finalise and
approve the final submission on behalf of the Council ready for submission
by May 20, 2021.
Cr Scott/Cr McKenzie
CARRIED

Council Approval for Canterbury Regional Council (Ngāi Tahu
Representation) Bill
Refer pages 40 to 53 of the agenda.
Catherine Schache, General Counsel presented this report.
Councillors acknowledged the work of the previous Council, staff, Papatipu Rūnanga
and Ngāi Tahu on this and the previous Bill. This work recognised the importance of
continuing to progress the Council’s partnership with mana whenua.
Resolved
That the Council:
1.

agrees, for the reasons set out on this paper, that no consultation is
necessary in relation to its decision to be the promoter for the Bill;

2.

agrees in principle to be the promoter for the Bill, substantially in the form
attached to this paper;

3.

delegates to the Chair and the Chief Executive the authority to negotiate
and agree the final wording of the Bill (including making changes of minor
effect, or that are requested by Papatipu Rūnanga and/or the Parliamentary
Counsel Office or Office of the Clerk, but that do not affect the principles of
the Bill); and

4.

delegates to the Chief Executive the authority to engage with Parliamentary
Counsel Office, the Clerk, Department of Internal Affairs, Te Arawhiti and
the Remuneration Authority, notify the Bill and otherwise to attend to the
requirements of Parliament’s Standing Orders in relation to the Bill.
Cr Pauling/ Cr Hands
CARRIED
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7.5

Annual Reports Lower Waitaki South Coastal Canterbury and Orari
Temuka Opihi Pareora Water Zone Committees
Refer pages 54 to 61 of the agenda
Lower Waitaki South Coastal Canterbury Water Zone Committee
Bruce Murphy presented the Lower Waitaki South Coastal Canterbury Zone
Committee 2020 Progress Report. He paid tribute to out-going committee member
Kate White’s significant contribution to the Zone Committee.
The Zone Committee were keen to be involved in implementation from the ground up,
rather than waiting for Environment Canterbury.
He described some of the key issues in the zone including:
 The erosion along the Waitaki River that was destroying farm land and the braids
of the river.
 The braided river revival plan being discussed by the rūnanga and the
Department of Conservation.
 Engaging the school community
 Frustration at the lack of funding to start implementation, engage with and help
the community.
Mr Murphy thanked facilitator Dave Moore for his support.
Orari Temuka Opihi Pareora Water Zone Committee
Via a link from the Timaru office Deputy Chair Phil Driver presented the 2020 Orari
Temuka Opihi Pareora Water Zone Progress Report on behalf of Chair Lucy Millar.
He thanked the Committee Facilitator Janine Roux for her great work
Dr Driver explained that the zone committee needs to be aspirational and to inspire
people to go beyond the minimum, zone committees need to be empowered.
He requested that an independent assessment be undertaken on the zone
committees to get free and frank advice for a proposal to the Canterbury Mayoral
Forum.
Resolved
That the Council:
1.

receives the Lower Waitaki South Coastal Zone Committee Annual Report
2020.
Cr Marshall/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
Resolved
That the Council:

2.

9.

receives the Orari Temuka Opihi Pareora Zone Committee Annual Report
2020.
Cr McKenzie/Cr Marshall
CARRIED

Other Business
There was no other business.
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10.

Notices of Motion
There were no notices of motion.

11.

Questions
There were no questions.

12.

Next meeting
The next meeting was scheduled for Thursday 20 May 2021

13

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – closing
The Chair thanked everyone for their participation and Cr Marshall closed the meeting
with a karakia.

The meeting closed at 12.33pm

CONFIRMED

Date __________

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

_____________________________ Chair
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Minutes of 524th meeting of the Canterbury Regional
Council held in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street,
Christchurch, on Thursday, 20 May 2021 at 10.36am
Contents
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening

2.

Apologies

3.

Conflicts of Interest

4.

Matters for Council Decision
4.1

Long-Term Plan deliberations

5.

Other Business

6.

Notices of Motion

7.

Questions

8.

Next Meeting

9.

Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga – Closing

Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors Tane Apanui, Phil Clearwater
Grant Edge, Megan Hands, Ian Mackenzie, Nicole Marshall, Claire McKay, Elizabeth
McKenzie, Craig Pauling, Lan Pham, Vicky Southworth and John Sunckell
Tumu Taiao: Yvette Couch-Lewis and Iaean Cranwell

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive), Katherine Trought (Acting Director Finance and
Corporate Services), David Perenara-O'Connell, (Acting Director Strategy & Planning),
Katherine Harbrow (Director Operations), Tim Davie (Director Science), Tafflyn BradfordJames (Director Communications and Engagement), Catherine Schache (General Counsel),
Toshi Hodliffe (Governance Services Team Leader) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee
Advisor).
Other staff were also present.
1.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga – Opening
Chair Hughey welcomed everyone to the meeting. Cr Craig Pauling gave a mihi
whakatau and Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell a karakia.

2.

Apologies
There were no apologies.

3.

Conflicts of interest
No conflicts of interest were declared.
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4.
4.1

Matter for Council Decision
Long-Term Plan 2021-31 Deliberations
Refer pages 79 to 66 of the agenda plus the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 submission
report circulated separately.
David Perenara-O’Connell introduced this item.
Resolved
That the Council:
1. receives the public submissions to the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 as
provided on Environment Canterbury’s website.
2. receives the ‘submissions report’ with submission summaries and Chief
Executive advice as presented as preferred notes as attached with the
Council agenda.
Cr Scott/Cr McKay
CARRIED
The meeting then considered recommendation 5 on page 18 of the agenda.

The meeting adjourned between 11.15am and 11.17am to seek clarification on the wording
of recommendation 5.
Resolved
That the Council:
1. receives submissions on options and rates affordability and adopts Chief
Executive advise as presented as preferred Option 1 for consideration
leading into this meeting’s deliberation.
Cr Hands/Cr Pham
CARRIED
The meeting then worked through the report and the recommendations contained in
the report by the sections in the Long-Term Plan.
6. Water and Land
Moved Chair Hughey, seconded Cr Sunckell
That the Council direct the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Water and Land Portfolio as per Option 1 of the Long-Term Plan
2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
6.1
decrease $6,000 general rate funding for rūnanga honoraria in year one, with
rūnanga honoraria provisions returning to Option 1 levels in year two ($16,000)]
The motion was lost.
Resolved
That the Council:
6.
direct the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Water and Land Portfolio as per Option 1 of the LongTerm Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
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6.2

6.3

6.4

decrease the provision for general rate funding of $115,000 for Project
Manager in year one onwards.
Cr Sunckell/Cr Clearwater
CARRIED
decrease targeted rate funding for capex for Hekeao Hinds Managed
Aquifer Recharge by $600,000 in year one.
Cr Mackenzie/Cr Scott
CARRIED
increase general rate funding for Monitoring and Understanding our
Environment programme by $695,000 in year one in order to transfer the
Water Data initiative from Regional and Strategic Leadership to Water and
Land Portfolio.
Cr Sunckell/Cr McKenzie
CARRIED

6.5

increase general rate funding for the CWMS Community Engagement
Fund by $250,000 (in year two and three) within the working together for
Healthy Water and Land programme.
Cr McKay/Cr Marshall
CARRIED

6.6

amend Level of Service 9 Performance Measure 9.3 to delete the words ‘at
a minimum’ so to read: ‘Ensure aggregated consented entities are
managed to meet Good Management Practice (GMP)’.
Cr McKay/Cr Scott
CARRIED

7. Biodiversity and Biosecurity
Resolved
That the Council:
7

direct the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Biodiversity and Biosecurity Portfolio as per Option
1 of the Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
7.1 decrease year one UAGC funding for Braided River Revival/
Whakahaumanu Ngā Awa ā Pākihi by $150,000 and increase year two
funding by $150,000.
Cr Mackenzie/Cr McKay
CARRIED
7.2 increase year one, two and three general rate funding for the Leading
and Partnering for Biodiversity Outcomes programme by $300,000.
Cr Pauling/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
Moved Cr Sunckell, seconded Cr Scott
7.3 decrease year one general rate funding for Me Uru Rākau by $600,000,
decrease year two funding by $1m and year three by $1.4m
An amendment was moved by Cr Pham, seconded by Cr Southworth
Retain Me Uru Rākau funding as per Option 1
The amendment was carried, Cr Apanui abstained

This became part of the substantive motion.
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There was discussion about the further allocation of funding within the Me Uru Rākau
budget, including requests for further support for the work being undertaken on Banks
Peninsula. The work done by the Banks Peninsula community was acknowledged but
was also noted that this funding was for the whole region.
An amendment was moved Cr Pham, Cr Southworth
That the Council:
Direct funding in Year One to be delivered through the following allocation:





Programme development and funding - $400,000
QEII - $400,000
Banks Peninsula Trust - $200,000
Funding for QEII and Banks Peninsula Conservation Trust is to be used to
protect high-value, landscape-scale biodiversity projects in-line with
Environment Canterbury’s priorities outlined in the Canterbury Biodiversity
Strategy and Long-Term Plan with priority given to landowners committing to
perpetual legal protection via convents.
The amendment was lost, Cr Pauling abstained

A further amendment was moved by Cr Mackenzie, seconded by Cr Marshall
That the Council:
Direct $400,000 of Year One funding to be allocated to the QEII National Trust.
Funding for QEII National Trust is to be used to protect high-value, landscape-scale
biodiversity projects in-line with Environment Canterbury’s priorities outlined in the
Canterbury Biodiversity Strategy and Long-Term Plan with priority given to
landowners committing to perpetual legal protection via covenants.
The amendment was carried, became part of the substantive motion that was then
put and carried.
Resolved
That the Council:
7.3

Retain Me Uru Rākau funding as per Option 1

7.3.1 Direct $400,000 of Year One funding to be allocated to the QEII National
Trust. Funding for QEII National Trust is to be used to protect highvalue, landscape-scale biodiversity projects in-line with Environment
Canterbury’s priorities outlined in the Canterbury Biodiversity Strategy
and Long-Term Plan with priority given to landowners committing to
perpetual legal protection via covenants.
Cr Mackenzie/Cr Marshall
CARRIED
Later in the meeting further consideration was given to Me Uru Rākau funding and
resolution 7.3.2 was carried.
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Resolved
7.3.2 reserves the ability to utilise $150,000 of year one funding in the Me Uru
Rākau programme to fund a proposed green philanthropy vehicle within
the Regional and Strategic Leadership Portfolio, along with an ability to
utilise $100,000 in year 2 and year 3.
Cr Pham/Cr Pauling
CARRIED
7.4
decrease year one, two and three of general rate funding for Priority
Habitat Wetland Protection by $300,000.
Cr Scott/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
7.5
maintain total funding for the Regional Pest Management Programme,
while reducing $300,000 of 50/50 general/target rates funding by utilising
reserves.
Cr Scott/Cr McKenzie
CARRIED
The meeting adjourned between 12.46 and 1.16pm
8.

Climate Change and Community Resilience
Resolved
That the Council:
8. direct the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Climate Change and Community Resilience Portfolio as
per Option 1 of the Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the
following:
8.1 Re-allocation of a part FTE labour budget from within the Leading
Community Resilience programme to across the broader Portfolio
programmes, funding being from general rates.
Cr McKenzie/Cr Marshall
CARRIED
8.2 Phasing the two new proposed Coastal Water - Quality Monitoring &
Investigation FTE science positions proposed to start in year 1 so that
they are split as currently shown in Option 2, with one FTE to start in
year 1 and the second deferred to year 2, funding being from general
rates.
Cr Southworth/Cr Pham
CARRIED
8.3 Re-allocation of $30,000 (shown as $100,000 in the table due to
rounding) from within the Climate Change Resilience programme to
across the broader Portfolio programmes, funding being from general
rates.
Cr Marshall/Cr Edge
CARRIED
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9. Air Quality, Transport and Urban Development
Proposed Cr Clearwater, seconded Cr Edge
That the Council:
9.
directs the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Air Quality, Transport and Urban Development Portfolio as
per Option 1 of the Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the
following:
9.1
Include additional funding for the Greater Christchurch Spatial Plan by
allocating $197,000 from General Reserves in year 1 and $197,000 in year 2
being $41,000 from General Reserves, $98,000 from adjustments within the
proposed Long-Term Plan regional transport programme, and an additional
$58,000 from General Rates.
An amendment was proposed Cr Marshall, seconded Cr Mackenzie
That an additional funding for the Greater Christchurch Spatial Plan be funded from a
Greater Christchurch targeted rate.
The meeting adjourned between 1.56 and 2.02pm to obtain advice from staff on the effect of
the amendment on the Greater Christchurch partners.
The meeting was advised that the Council was in a cost sharing partnership and that
the general funding for the Greater Christchurch Partnership was from targeted rates.
Staff were recommending that the additional $58,000 towards the Spatial Plan be
funded from general rates as this work would benefit the region.
The amendment was put and lost.
The meeting returned to the substantive motion.
Resolved
That the Council
9.
directs the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Air Quality, Transport and Urban Development
Portfolio as per Option 1 of the Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the
exception of the following:
9.1
Include additional funding for the Greater Christchurch Spatial
Plan by allocating $197,000 from General Reserves in year 1 and
$197,000 in year 2 being $41,000 from General Reserves, $98,000
from adjustments within the proposed Long-Term Plan regional
transport programme, and an additional $58,000 from General
Rates.
Cr Clearwater/Cr Edge
CARRIED
Cr Mackenzie requested his vote against this be recorded
It was moved by Cr McKenzie, seconded by Cr Apanui
That the Council commence Regional Rail Investigations in year 1 ($150,000) not
year 3.
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The meeting was advised that the Regional Transport Committee and the Regional
Land Transport Plan identified rail as part of the work programme and that included
regional rail. There was funding in the budget for that work.
The amendment was put and lost, Cr Scott abstained.
10. Public Transport
It was moved by Cr Clearwater, seconded by Cr Pham
10. directs the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Public Transport Portfolio as per Option 1 of the Long-Term
Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
10.1.
additional targeted rate funding per annum to be included for enhanced
bus cleaning $250,000.
An amendment was moved by Cr Mackenzie, seconded by Cr Apanui
10.1. additional targeted rate funding per annum to be included for enhanced bus
cleaning $100,000.
There was a discussion about the value of enhanced bus cleaning during the COVID19. With the agreement of the mover and seconder the wording of amendment was
changed:
10.1.
additional targeted rate funding in year one to be included for enhanced bus
cleaning $250,000.
This amendment was put and carried and became part of the substantive motion.
Resolved
That the Council
10. directs the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Public Transport Portfolio as per Option 1 of the LongTerm Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
10.1.
additional targeted rate funding in year one to be included for
enhanced bus cleaning $250,000.
Cr Clearwater/Cr Pham
CARRIED
The meeting then consider recommendations 10.3 and 10.4.
It was moved by Cr Pham, seconded Cr Marshall
10.3 Phase the proposed targeted rate fare price change for under 19s to start
from year 2 onwards with $300,000 per annum and post the fare review process.
An amendment was moved by Cr Southworth, seconded by Cr Marshall
To include a fare price change for under 25s using a Metrocard to be funded by
adjusting the targeted public transport rate or debt funding from reserves or a mixture
of the two.
Staff advised the meeting that there was the risk that Waka Kotahi may not have
additional funding available for reduced fares. Staff also advised that they did not
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recommend borrowing for public transport. The mover and seconder of the
amendment agreed to remove the debt funding option.
The meeting adjourned between 3.15 and 3.30pm
After further discussion, the amendment was revised, with agreement from the mover
and seconder, and voted on.
Moved Cr Southworth, seconded Cr Marshall
That a rate fare price change be make so child fares for Greater Christchurch by:

under 19s paying cash

under 25s using a Metrocard
from year 1, to be funded by adjusting the targeted public transport rate and with
$1.5m from public transport reserves for a one-year trial.
The motion was lost.
The meeting returned to the substantive motion
Moved Cr Pham, seconded Cr Marshall
10.3 Phase the proposed targeted rate fare price change for under 19s to start
from year 2 onwards with $300,000 per annum and post the fare review process.
The motion was lost.
Moved Cr Clearwater, seconded Cr Scott
10.4 Phase the express service enhancements proposed targeted rate by removing
$65,000 from year 1, and start this in year 2 with $250,000 per annum (as proposed
in Option 1).
The motion was lost
Noting the submissions received regarding bus services in Christchurch, for
example in Somerfield, a review of the bus services in Christchurch was supported.
Resolved
That the Council note that further to the current Regional Public Transport
Plan a public transport service review to be considered, in particular to
investigate:

the public transport coverage of the areas in Christchurch where public
transport routes have been removed; and

MyWay routes with the Greater Christchurch area,
through the Transport and Urban Development Committee.
Cr Clearwater/Cr Scott
CARRIED
Resolved
That pursuant to Standing Order 3.3.7 that this meeting go beyond
six hours.
Cr Sunckell/Cr Scott
CARRIED
Recommendation 10.2 was then considered.
Resolved
That the Council:
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10.2 put to Public Transport Reserve the saving of Employment Relations Act
(ERA) in 2020/21 of $130,000.
Cr Edge/Cr Scott
CARRIED
11. Regional and Strategic Leadership
Resolved
That the Council:
11.
directs the Chief Executive to include the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Regional and Strategic Leadership Portfolio as per Option 1
of the Long-Term Plan 2021-31, with the exception of the following:
11.1. decrease year one general rates funding for the Data of Decision Making
Programme by $1.1m.
Cr Sunckell/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
11.2. increase year one general rates funding for Engagement and Influence
programme by $100,000
Cr Clearwater/Cr Southworth
CARRIED
11.3. decrease year one general rates funding for the Governance and Advisory
Services programme by $1.4m
Chair Hughey/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
The meeting considered recommendation 11.4 and funding of the green philanthropy
vehicle. [Later in the meeting it was resolved to reserve the ability to utilise $150,000
of year one funding in the Me Uru Rākau programme to fund a proposed green
philanthropy vehicle – resolution 7.3.2.]
The meeting adjourned between 4.50 and 4.55pm
Resolved
That the Council:
11.4.

11.5.

11.6.

decrease year one general rates funding for the Investing for the Future
programme by $700,000.
Cr Sunckell/Cr Mackenzie
CARRIED
decrease general rates funding for the Leading Regional Planning,
Consenting and Compliance programme by $1.3m.
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
decrease year one general rates funding for the Tuia Partnership
programme by $100,000
Chair Hughey/Cr Edge
CARRIED
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Noting the number of submissions concerned about dust from quarries, there was
support for more funding for monitoring and compliance. Acknowledging that these
costs currently cannot be recovered from the consent holders; it was requested that in
the future cost recovery options be pursued.
Resolved
That the Council:
11.7 to include $450,000 funding for year 1, 2 and 3 to respond to, better
manage and monitor dust issues in Greater Christchurch.
Cr Pauling/Cr McKenzie
CARRIED
12. Targeted Rates – MyWay Timaru
Resolved
That the Council:
11.
directs the Chief Executive to include $600,000 per annum of funding for
MyWay Timaru as per Option 1 of the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31.
Cr Scott/Cr Sunckell
CARRIED
13.

Targeted Rates – Hekeao Hinds Managed Aquifer Recharge

Proposed Cr Mackenzie, seconded Cr McKay
That the Council directs the Chief Executive to include provision for Hekeao Hinds
Managed Aquifer Recharge enhancements from year 2 via a targeted rate.
An amendment was proposed by Cr McKenzie, seconded by Cr Edge:
That the Council directs the Chief Executive to include provision for Hekeao Hinds
Managed Aquifer Recharge enhancements from year 2 via a targeted rate conditional
on the establishment of a partnership between Arowhenua Rūnanga and
Environment Canterbury to work together on any decisions to be made on Managed
Aquifer Recharge.
The meeting was advised that the Managed Aquifer Project was a trial funded by
central government (through the Provincial Growth Fund) and targeted rates. The
project was run by a Trust with Cr Mackenzie as the Council’s representative on that
Trust.
The amendment was put and lost.
With the agreement of the mover and seconder of the substantive motion wording
was added to note that further engagement with Arowhenua was needed.
The substantive motion as amended was put and carried:
Resolved
That the Council:
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13. directs the Chief Executive to include provision for Hekeao Hinds Managed
Aquifer Recharge enhancements from year 2 via a Targeted Rate noting
that further engagement with Arowhenua, and analysis on the role of a
range of non-statutory initiatives (including Manager Aquifer Recharge)
needed to support achievement of the new freshwater quality standards.
Cr Mackenzie/Cr McKay
CARRIED
The meeting adjourned between 5.40 and 5.55pm
14. Targeted Rates – River Rating District Schemes
Resolved
That the Council:
14.

directs the Chief Executive to make changes to the river rating
information as per the table below which results in a net increase of total
rates of $79,000 and expenditure increase of $136,000:

Cr Scott/Cr Sunckell
CARRIED
15. Uniform Annual General Charge
It was moved by Chair Hughey, seconded Cr Pauling
That the Council noting that:
15.1 Uniform Annual General Charge rate estimated at $140.94 per rating unit but
subject to final calculation based on final budget numbers
15.2 Uniform Annual General Charge rate in the Consultation Document,
estimated at $43.49 (incl GST) plus Civil Defence $14.68 (excluding Waitaki)
totally $58.17
15.3 to make appropriate changes to the Revenue and Finance Policy to reflect
that level of Uniform Annual General Charge and the activities included within
it.
An amendment was proposed Cr Sunckell, seconded Cr McKay
1. That the level of Uniform Annual General Charge shall be estimated at $68.49
(incl GST) plus Civil Defence $14.68 (excluding Waitaki) totalling $83.17
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2. To make appropriate changes to the Revenue and Finance Policy to reflect that
level of Uniform Annual General Charge and the activities within it.
The meeting adjourned between 6.34 and 6.37pm
The amendment was put and lost. Crs McKay, Mackenzie, Hands, Scott and Sunckell
requested that their vote in support of the amendment be recorded.
A further amendment was proposed by Cr Hands, seconded by Cr Sunckell
That the level of Uniform Annual General Charge shall be estimated at $55.00 (incl
GST) plus Civil Defence $14.68 (excluding Waitaki) totalling $69.68.
The amendment was lost.
The meeting adjourned between 7.12 and 7.38pm
The substantive motion was then put
Resolved
That the Council noting the:
15.1

Uniform Annual General Charge rate in the Consultation Document,
estimated at $43.49 (Including GST) plus Civil Defence $14.68 (excluding
Waitaki) totalling $58.17;

15.2

review conducted by the Chief Executive of the Council’s financial
framework and the resulting Chief Executive’s recommendation of a
level for the Uniform Annual General Charge of $140.94 per rating unit;

15.3

range of submissions received following consultation (both in favour of
an increase to the Uniform Annual Charge as well as those in favour of a
decrease to the Uniform Annual Charge); and

15.4

risk of making a decision on the level of the Uniform Annual General
Charge that is significantly beyond the scope of the amount provided in
the Consultation Document:

15.5

directs the Chief Executive that:
15.5.1

the level of the Uniform Annual General Charge shall be
estimated at $43.49 (including GST) plus Civil Defence $14.68
(excluding Waitaki) totalling $58.17; and

15.5.2

to make appropriate changes to the Revenue and Finance Policy
to reflect that level of the Uniform Annual General Charge and
the activities carried within it.
Chair Hughey/Cr Pauling
CARRIED
Cr McKay requested her vote against this motion be recorded

The meeting then moved to Civil Defence Emergency Management Reserves, page 56
of the agenda.
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It was moved by Chair Hughey, seconded by Cr Scott
17.3 That the Council reduce Civil Defence Emergency Management reserves funded
from the Targeted Annual General Charge, build up by $375,000 for years 1 and 2.
Cr Sunckell recommended reinstating the Civil Defence Emergency Management
(CDEM) reserve as recommended by the CDEM Group Joint Committee.
An amendment was proposed Cr Sunckell, seconded Cr Marshall
17.3. maintain the CDEM reserves funded from the Targeted Annual General Charge,
as recommended by the Canterbury CDEM Group Joint Committee, being
$650,000 in year 1; $750,000 in Year 2; and an amount in Year 3 to restore the
reserve to $750,000.
The amendment was CARRIED
The amendment became the substantive motion that was put and carried.
Resolved
That the Council:
17.3. maintain the Civil Defence Emergency Management reserves funded from
the Targeted Annual General Charge, as recommended by the Canterbury
Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint Committee, being
$650,000 in year 1; $750,000 in Year 2; and an amount in Year 3 to restore
the reserve to $750,000.
Cr Sunckell/Cr Marshall
CARRIED
The meeting then moved to Fees and Charges, page 57 of the agenda.
18. Long-Term Plan policies – Fees and Charges
The submissions received opposed to the levy to swing mooring owners for the costs
associated with abandoned boats, salvage or removal of wrecks were considered. A
delay in introducing the levy was suggested, but advice was received that the Council
each year incurs the cost of removing wrecks. A recent incident cost the Council
$2,500.
Resolved
That the Council
18. direct the Chief Executive to maintain the Fees and Charges Policy as
proposed in the draft Long-Term Plan
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
Cr Pauling requested his vote against this motion be recorded.
The meeting then moved to Borrowing, page 50 of the agenda.
16. Borrowing
Resolved
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That the Council:
16. directs the Chief Executive to
16.2

borrow for natural capital projects (the planning programme) as
proposed for the first year of the Long-Term Plan totalling
$6.237million
Chair Hughey/Cr Sunckell
CARRIED
Crs McKay and Hands requested their vote against this motion be recorded.

17. Reserves
The meeting adjourned between 8.38 and 8.45pm
Resolved
That the Council:
17. agrees changes to reserve policy levels including:
17.1. except as expressly resolved elsewhere in these deliberations, not to levy
rates to replenish reserves
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
Crs Hands and Sunckell requested their vote against the motion be recorded.
17.2. accepts the Public Transport reserve use as outlined in the Air Quality,
Transport and Urban Development portfolio
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
[Note: recommendation 17.3 regarding Civil Defence Emergency Management
reserves was considered earlier in the meeting.]
19. Long-Term Plan Policies
Resolved
That the Council
19.

Council direct the Chief Executive to maintain the following strategies and
policies as proposed in the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 supplementary
information:
19.1.

Financial Strategy,

19.2.

Development Contributions or Financial Contributions Policy,

19.3.

Policy on the Remission and Postponement of Rate on Māori
Freehold Land,

19.4.

Rates Remission Policy,

19.5.

Rates Postponement Policy and the

19.6.

Engagement, Significance and Māori Participation Policy.
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
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The meeting returned to the Biodiversity and Biosecurity portfolio and the decision
(7.3.1) to retain Me Uru Rāku funding.
Resolved
That the Council:
7.3.2 reserves the ability to utilise $150,000 of year one funding in the Me Uru
Rākau programme to fund a proposed green philanthropy vehicle within
the Regional and Strategic Leadership Portfolio, along with an ability to
utilise $100,000 in year 2 and year 3.
Cr Pham/Cr Pauling
CARRIED
[NOTE: For completeness, this decision has been recorded with 7.3.1 earlier in this
meeting].
The meeting then considered recommendations 3 and 4 on page 7 of the agenda.
Resolved
That the Council:
3. notes resolutions 6 to 19 and confirms the complete package of work, and
how it is funded and accordingly directs Chief Executive on the changes
required to the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31, including the Revenue and
Financing Policy and the Fees and Charges Policy to form the final LongTerm Plan.
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED
Resolved
That the Council:
4.
directs the Chief Executive to complete the final document for the LongTerm Plan 2021-31 in accordance with resolution 3, for audit and Council
consideration and then adoption on 17 June 2021.
4A.

directs the Chief Executive to encourage submitters that have made
specific funding requests to:
a)

consider applying through the proposed contestable fund, and/or

b)

work with the Regional Council through its programmes of work.
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED

5.

Other Business
There was no other business.

6.

Notices of Motion
There were no notices of motion.
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7.

Questions
There were no questions.

8.

Next meeting
The next meeting was scheduled for Thursday 17 June 2021

9.

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – closing
The Chair thanked the Councillors for their perseverance, the Chief Executive for her
leadership, and the staff for their work. She invited Cr Pauling to close the meeting with
a karakia.
Cr Pauling also acknowledged Councillors and staff and thanked the Chair for her
guidance through the meeting. He closed the meeting at 9.09pm with a karakia.

CONFIRMED

Date __________
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7. Committee Reports
7.1. Standing Committees
7.1.1. Performance, Audit and Risk Committee

Council report
Date of meeting

Thursday, 17 June 2021

Author

Vivienne Ong, Committee Advisor

Purpose
1.

For the Council to receive the minutes from the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee
meetings held 29 April and 27 May 2021.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

receives and confirms as correct record of minutes of the Performance, Audit
and Risk Committee meeting held 29 April 2021

2.

receives the summary of the financial reports for the period ending 31 March
2021

3.

notes the resolutions made by the Committee under delegated authority.

4.

receives and confirms as correct record of minutes of the Performance, Audit
and Risk Committee meeting held 25 May 2021

5.

receives the summary of the financial reports for the period ending 30 April
2021

6.

notes the resolutions made by the Committee under delegated authority.

Attachments
1.
2.
3.
4.

Minutes Performance Audit and Risk Committee meeting 29 April 20 [7.1.1.1 - 7
pages]
Financial Summary Council Papers Mar21 [7.1.1.2 - 3 pages]
Minutes Performance Audit and Risk Committee meeting 27 May 2 [7J86] [7.1.1.3 - 7
pages]
PARC financial summary [7.1.1.4 - 3 pages]
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Minutes of the 162nd meeting of the Performance, Audit and Risk
Committee held in the Council Chamber, Environment
Canterbury, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch on Thursday, 29
April 2021 at 2.00pm
Contents
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga - Opening
Apologies
Conflict of Interest
Call for General Business
Deputations and Petitions
Risk
6.1
Health and Safety
6.2
Risk Standing Report
Performance
7.1
Action List
7.2
Public Transport Financial Update
7.3
Portfolio Financial Report March 2021
7.4
Financial Health Reports March 2021
7.5
8+4 Forecast Report
Audit
8.1
Audit NZ Reports March 21
Public Excluded
Notices of Motion
Extraordinary and Urgent Business
General Business
Questions
Next Meeting
Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing

Present
Committee Chair, Councillor John Sunckell
Chair Jenny Hughey
Councillor Nicole Marshall
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell

Councillor Ian Mackenzie
Councillor Grant Edge
Councillor Megan Hands
Independent Member, Graeme McGlinn

Management and officers present
Stefanie Rixecker (Chief Executive)
Caroline Hart (Senior Strategy Manager)
Catherine McMillan (Chief Financial Officer)
Catherine Schache (General Counsel)
David Perenara-O’Connell (Senior Strategy Manager)
Jesse Burgess (Senior Strategy Manager)
Katherine Harbrow (Director Operations)
Katherine Trought (Director Strategy and Planning)
Matthew Bennett (Principal Health and Safety Advisor)
Miles McConway (Director Finance and Corporate)
Nicholas Hill (Risk and Business Improvement Manager)
Paul Hulse (General Manager RMA Operations)
Stewart Gibbon (General Manager Public Transport)
Tarsha Triplow (Team Leader Corporate Reporting)
Vivienne Ong (Committee Advisor)
Report writers and supporting staff were also in attendance.
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1.

Mihi/karakia tīmatanga - opening
Committee Chair, Councillor John Sunckell welcomed everyone to the meeting.
Karakia: Iaean Cranwell

2.

Apologies
Apologies were received from Independent Member Graham Naylor and Councillors
Vicky Southworth and Councillor Claire McKay.

3.

Conflicts of interest
There were no conflicts of interest recorded.

4.

Call for general business items
There were no items for general business.

5.

Deputations and petitions
There were no petitions or deputations by appointment.

6.
6.1

Risk
Health and safety report
Refer page 11 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Matthew Bennett summarised the analysis of the health and safety events and activities
for the period up to 31 March 2021.
Benchmarking and comparative figures
Questions of clarification were answered regarding reporting processes for incident
status and data trends, leading to a discussion on benchmarking. It was determined
that benchmarking would be challenging due to the difficulties in obtaining a “like-forlike” comparison; and rather than be backwards looking comparing past performance
with other organisations, it would be more prudent to be forward looking investing that
time and money in continuing improvements.
Members stated it would be beneficial and provide more understanding and assurance
if on future health and safety reporting comparative figures from previous years were
shown.
Workplace stress and mental health
Monitoring performance on workplace stress and mental health related injuries was
queried. It was agreed psychosocial harm came under the health and safety framework
and systems were in place. The Committee also commented that the organisation
had an obligation to protect their employees from work related risks/factors that could
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cause harm to stress and mental health, and it could be worthwhile considering
investigating on taking steps to eliminate or minimise that risk.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Health and Safety Governance report.
Cr Grant Edge/Graeme McGlinn
CARRIED

6.2

Risk standing report
Refer page 21 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Nicholas Hill provided an update on the risk management programme.
Gift register
A clear framework/process regarding acceptance and declaration of gifts and
hospitality was requested. Any gift or service with a value of $50 or more must be
disclosed and details added to the organisation’s gift register. For governors, the
process of adding to the gift register would be via the Governance Team.
Staff wellbeing during plan changes
Members requested assurance regarding mitigating staff burnout and risk of intense
pressures of workload whilst achieving and delivering outcomes of the plan change
processes.
ACTION: Nicholas Hill to investigate and review and report back on progress.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Risk Standing report as an update on risk management
activities
2. advises staff that there are no issues requiring additional risk
assurance.
Chair Jenny Hughey/Graeme McGlinn
CARRIED

7.
7.1

Performance
Action list
Refer page 23 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Nicholas Hill provided an update to the Action List and noted the Councillor’s Allowance
and Reimbursement Policy was in the process of being updated and a paper would be
brought back to this committee to consider the changes.
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Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Action List.
Chair Jenny Hughey/Graeme McGlinn
CARRIED
7.2

Public transport financial update
Refer page 25 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Stewart Gibbon reported on monthly activity and risks for the nine-month period from
1 July 2020 to 31 March 2021 and during questioning provided clarification on activity,
trends, and risk analysis.
A more in-depth conversation ensued regarding farebox recovery and patronage
demographics. It was also explained that convenience was at the top of the list of
patrons’ decisions trees for transport choice, with convenience trumping price; for
instance, the MyWay trial in Timaru offered significant service and convenience at a
higher price seeing patronage growth during a time of COVID-19 when no other region
experienced growth. Need to consider social community benefit versus economic
performance.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Public Transport financial update.
Cr Grant Edge/Cr Megan Grant
CARRIED

7.3

Portfolio financial report March 2021
Refer page 33 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Tarsha Triplow and Catherine McMillan presented the Portfolio Financial Report for the
period ended 31 March 2021. Discussion centred on cash position and revenue
implications for deliverability and do-ability for the work programmes.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Portfolio Financial Report for the period ended 31 March
2021.
Cr Nicole Marshall/Cr Megan Hands
CARRIED
7.4

Financial health reports March 2021
Refer page 42 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
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Tarsha Triplow and Catherine McMillan reported on the financial results for the period
ended 31 March 2021. In response to questioning it was advised the debtors’ balance
was being carefully monitored.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the monthly Financial Health Report for the period ended 31
March 2021
2. notes the table of unbudgeted expenditure that has already been
approved by Council.
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED
7.5

8+4 Forecast report
Refer page 49 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Tarsha Triplow and Catherine McMillan reported on the 2020/21 8+4 forecast results
compared to the original 2020/21 budget, providing an estimate on what the surplus
was expected to be at year end.
Discussion centered on the Long-Term Plan and ensuring staffing and financial
resources were available to deliver programme commitments, ie: the do-ability of the
Long-Term Plan work programme. The decision was made that the two Independent
Members of this Committee would meet next week with the Strategy and Planning
Director and Managers to discuss do-ability with Long-term Plan commitment of
projects.
To keep reserves in tune to growth, need to ensure a balanced statement of financial
position was maintained. To manage and mitigate risk it was suggested to undertake
a policy reserves review then move the budget over the new few years to accumulate
reserves.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee
1.

notes the results of the 2020/21 8+4 forecast and note the
anticipated effect upon the year end result

2.

notes the proposal to review the Reserves Policy document as part
of the development of the LTP21/31 Year 2 Annual Plan to ensure
reserve policy levels are appropriate for the level of activity and
expenditure adopted in the LTP21/31.
Graeme McGlinn/Cr Ian Mackenzie
CARRIED
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8.
8.1

Audit
Audit NZ Reports March 21
Refer page 53 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Tarsha Triplow and Catherine McMillan introduced the item and answered questions
of clarification.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Audit New Zealand report on the Long-Term Plan 202131 Consultation Document
2. acknowledges the two recommendations on pages 9-11 of the
attached report
3. receives the Audit New Zealand report on the debenture trust limited
assurance engagement.
Graeme McGlinn/Cr Megan Hands
CARRIED
9.

Public excluded
Resolved
1. That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this
meeting.
The general subject of the matters to be considered while the public is excluded,
the reason for passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1)
of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing
of this resolution are as follows:
General subject of each matter to
be considered

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to
each matter

1.1 Healthy Homes
1.2 Funding Support for Addressing
Contamination from Racecourse
Road Amberley

That good reason exists for
not discussing the matter
with the public present and
is not outweighed by the
public interest.

Ground(s) under
section 48(1) for
the passing of this
resolution
Section 48(1)(a)

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected
by section 6 or section 7 of that Act which would be prejudiced by the holding of
the whole or relevant part of the proceeding of the meeting in public are as follows:
Item
No.
1.1
1.2

Section
Enable the Council holding the information to carry out, without prejudice
or disadvantage commercial activities
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1.1
1.2
1.1

Enable the Council holding the information to carry on, without prejudice
or disadvantage, negotiations (including commercial and industrial
negotiations)
The withholding of the information is necessary to maintain legal
professional privilege

7(2)(i)
7(2)(g)

That appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Committee.
Cr Megan Hands/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED
The meeting went into public excluded session from 3.14pm to 3.34pm

10.

Notices of motion
There were no notices of motion.

11.

Extraordinary and urgent business
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

12.

General business
There was no general business.

13.

Questions
There were no questions.

14.

Next meeting
The next meeting will be held 27 May 2021.

14.

Mihi/karakia whakamutunga – closing
It was noted that this was Miles McConway’s, last meeting and the Chair thanked Miles
for his time and assistance and wished him the best in his new role at the Christchurch
City Council.
Karakia: Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell
The Chair declared the meeting closed at 3.35pm.
CONFIRMED

Date
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Unconfirmed

Minutes of the 163rd meeting of the Performance, Audit and
Risk Committee held in the Council Chamber, Environment
Canterbury, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch on Thursday, 27
May 2021 at 2.00pm
Contents
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Welcome
Apologies
Conflicts of Interest
Call for General Business
Deputations and Petitions
Risk
6.1
Health and Safety
6.2
Risk Standing Report
Performance
7.1
Action List
7.2
Public Transport Financial Report
7.3
Bancorp Treasury Services Quarterly Report ending 31 March 2021
7.4
Portfolio Financial Report April 2021
7.5
Financial Health Reports 30 April 2021
Audit
8.1
Stimulus and Shovel Ready Projects and Associated Reporting
Public Excluded
Notices of Motion
Extraordinary and Urgent Business
General Business
Questions
Next Meeting
Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing

Present
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell (Chair) , Councillors Claire McKay, Ian Mackenzie, Grant Edge,
Nicole Marshall and Vicky Southworth
Independent Members: Graeme McGlinn and Graham Naylor

In Attendance
Councillor Phil Clearwater

Management and officers present
Katherine Harbrow (Acting Director Finance and Corporate Services), David PerenaraO’Connell (Acting Director Strategy and Planning), Katherine Harbrow (Director Operations),
Tim Davie (Director Science), Tafflyn Bradford-James (Director Communications and
Engagement), Catherine Schache (General Counsel), Catherine McMillan (Acting Chief
Financial Officer), Stewart Gibbon (Senior Manager Public Transport), Nicholas Hill (Risk and
Business Improvement Manager), Matthew Bennett (Principal Health and Safety Advisor),
Tarsha Triplow (Team Leader Corporate Reporting) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee
Advisor)
Report writers and supporting staff were also in attendance.
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Unconfirmed
1.

Mihi/karakia tīmatanga - opening
As the Chair Councillor John Sunckell was an apology for this meeting the Acting
Director Finance and Corporate Services opened the meeting and pursuant to
Standing Order 2.3.2 called for nominations for a member to preside at this meeting.
Proposed Cr Marshall, seconded Cr Edge
That Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell be appointed to preside at this meeting, and
that he may exercise at this meeting the responsibilities, duties, and powers of
the chairperson.
CARRIED
Tumu Taiao Cranwell assumed the Chair.

2.

Apologies
Apologies were received from Chair Jenny Hughey, Councillors John Sunckell and
Megan Hands.

3.

Conflicts of interest
There were no conflicts of interest recorded.

4.

Call for general business items
There were no items for general business.

5.

Deputations and petitions
There were no petitions or deputations.

6.
6.1

Risk
Health and safety report
Refer page 12 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Matthew Bennett summarised the analysis of the health and safety events and activities
for the period 1 to 30 April 2021.
The incident list on page 20 of the agenda was considered, in particular the incident
that involved contact with overhead electricity. Staff noted the incident as under
investigation.
Following a familiarisation tour of council assets, the independent members raised the
Council’s obligations under the Health and Safety at Work Act for gravel extractions by
contractors in the Waimakariri River. The Council was advised that in this case the
Council is not the PCBU (Person Conducting a Business or Undertaking).
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In response to a question regarding reporting on wellness and stress; the Committee
were advised that staff would come back to the Committee with a proposal to report on
this quarterly.
Cr Edge suggested that as part of monthly health and safety meetings with staff that
members have the opportunity to participate in safety activities.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Health and Safety Governance report.
Cr Vicky Southworth/ Cr Grant Edge/
CARRIED

6.2

Risk standing report
Refer page 21 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Nicholas Hill presented this report.
The management of the gift registration was discussed. It was confirmed that the gift
register was managed by the Chair and the Chief Executive. The Committee
requested that a report be provided to the Committee on gifts received and gifts
declined. Noting privacy considerations this reporting would not name organisation or
individuals.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Risk Standing report as an update on risk management
activities
2. advises staff that gift registration requires additional risk assurance.
Cr Claire McKay/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED
7.
7.1

Performance
Action list
Refer page 23 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Nicholas Hill presented this report.
A request was made for the final wash-up calculation to ensure that all members were
paid the appropriate amount for the 2020/21 year be provided to the Committee by 1
July 2021.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Action List.
Cr Nicole Marshall/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED
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Unconfirmed
7.2

Public Transport Financial Update
Refer page 23 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Stewart Gibbon presented this report. He advised that the Real Time Information
System was getting ready to go live at the end of June.
In reply to a question regarding patronage of the Kaiapoi service, Stewart confirmed
that so far it was not as high as was anticipated and a survey will be undertaken after
12 months.
Regarding the advertising of the Council’s Long-Term Plan on buses Stewart advised
that the Council’s contracts with the operators provides for the Council to have some
advertising space. The actual advertisement was paid for by the Council.
It was noted that new electric buses were due to be delivered and tested in July. These
will include four buses from GBV in Rolleston. Stewart explained that, based on the
Auckland experience, driver training would be needed as the electric vehicles were
quite different for the drivers. The charging would be the responsibility of the operators.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Public Transport financial update.
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell/Cr Claire McKay
CARRIED
7.3

Bancorp Treasury Services Quarterly Report ending 31 March 2021
Refer pages 34 to 51 of the agenda
Tarsha Triplow presented this report.
Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. acknowledges the provision of the Bancorp Quarterly Report for the quarter
ending 31 March 2021.
Graeme McGlinn/Cr Ian Mackenzie
CARRIED

7.4

Portfolio financial report April 2021
Refer page 52 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Tarsha Triplow presented the Portfolio Financial Report for the period ended 30 April
2021 and advises a correction to figures in paragraph 3 on page 52 of the agenda. The
operating surplus was $8.86million compared to a budgeted deficit of $6.5milion, a
favourable variance of $15.36million.

Resolved
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That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the Portfolio Financial Report for the period ended 30 April 2021.
Cr Ian Mackenzie/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED
7.5

Financial health reports April 2021
Refer page 61 – Performance, Audit and Risk Committee Agenda
Tarsha Triplow presented this report. Corrections to paragraph 4 of the report (page
61 of the agenda) as advised for the previous report were noted: The operating surplus
was $8.86million compared to a budgeted deficit of $6.5milion, a favourable variance
of $15.36million.

Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
1. receives the monthly Financial Health Report for the period ended 30 April
2021.
2. notes the table of unbudgeted expenditure that has already been approved
by Council.
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell/Cr Claire McKay
CARRIED
8.

Audit

8.1

Stimulus and Shovel Ready Projects and Associated Reporting
Refer pages 68 to 90 of the agenda
Jen Nicholson and Steve Law from Deloitte were welcomed to the meeting to present
their report ‘Stimulus & Shovel Ready Projects – Current State Review, Environment
Canterbury March 2021’.
The Committee considered the report and particularly the key findings on page 73 of
the agenda.
Nicholas Hill advised that the data provided to the funders would also be included in
the Council’s normal financial reporting. A separate report will also be provided to this
Committee, this will include engagement with Ngāi Tahu.
In response to a question regarding projects that maybe outside of the Council’s core
business Nick Daniels advised that the projects were part of the Council’s work
programme; the difference was a matter of scale.
Cr Mackenzie requested that reports be provided to the relevant Council Committee,
including the Catchment Subcommittee.
Resolved
That the Performance, Audit and Risk Committee:
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1. receives the report and acknowledge the process to gain independent
assurance on the matters reviewed; and
2. endorses the steps required to implement recommendations in the
report.
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell/Cr Grant Edge
CARRIED

8.

Public excluded
Resolved
1. That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this
meeting.
The general subject of the matters to be considered while the public is excluded,
the reason for passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1)
of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing
of this resolution are as follows:

Item
No.

General Subject of each matter
considered

Reason for passing this
resolution to each matter

1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4

Chaneys property
Living Wage
Healthier Homes Canterbury
Unbudgeted
Fixed
Asset
Disposals – May 2021

Good reason to withhold exists
under section 7

Ground(s) under
section 48(1) for
the passing of this
resolution
Section 48(1)(a)

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected
by
section 6 or section 7 of that Act which would be prejudiced by the holding of the
whole or relevant part of the proceeding of the meeting in public are as follows:
Item No.
1.1
1.2
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.1
1.2
1.4
1.1
1.3

Protect information where the making available of the information would
likely unreasonably to prejudice the commercial position of the person
who supplied or who is the subject of the information – Section 7(2)(b)(ii)
Protect information which is subject to an obligation of confidence, where
the making available of the information would damage the public interest
– Section 7(2)(c)(ii)
Enable the Council holding the information to carry out, without prejudice
or disadvantage, commercial activities – Section 7(2)(h)
Enable the local authority holding the information to carry on, without
prejudice or disadvantage, negotiations (including commercial and
industrial negotiations) – Section 7(2)(i)
The withholding of the information is necessary to maintain legal
professional privilege – Section 7(2)(g)

That appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Committee.
Tumu Taiao Iaean Cranwell/Cr Claire McKay
CARRIED
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The meeting went into public excluded session from 3.25pm to 4.18pm.

10.

Notices of motion
There were no notices of motion.

11.

Extraordinary and urgent business
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

12.

General business
There was no general business.

13.

Questions
There were no questions.

14.

Next meeting
Noting that next meeting was scheduled for 19 August 2021 it was suggested that
another meeting cold be held before August if necessary, to update the Committee on
work underway. Regular reporting could wait until the August meeting.

14.

Mihi/karakia whakamutunga – closing
Karakia: Councillor Grant Edge
The Chair declared the meeting closed at 4.21pm.

CONFIRMED

Date
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7.1.2. Regulation Hearing Committee

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Alison Cooper, Consents Hearings Officer

Purpose
1.

For the Council to receive for information, minutes from the Regulation Hearing
Committee meetings held on 13 and 27 May 2021.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

receives the confirmed minutes of the Regulation Hearing Committee
meeting held on 13 May 2021.

2.

receives the unconfirmed minutes of the Regulation Hearing Committee
meeting held on 27 May 2021.

Attachments
1.

Confirmed minutes of the Regulation Hearing Committee meeting - 13 May 2021.

2.

Unconfirmed minutes of the Regulation Hearing Committee meeting - 27 May 2021.
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REGULATION HEARING COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting held in the

Council Chambers, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch on

Thursday, 13 May 2021 at 8.30am

CONTENTS
1.0

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga - Opening

2.0

Apologies

3.0

Deputations and Petitions

4.0

Conflict of Interest

5.0

Minutes of Meeting — 18 March 2021

6.0

Matters Arising

7.0

Item for Discussion
7.1

Appointment of Hearing Commissioner — SOL Screening and Crushing Ltd

7.2

Appointment of Hearing Commissioners

7.3.

Appointment of Hearing Commissioner — Mr J H Bennett

8.0

Extraordinary and Urgent Business

9.0

Other Business

10.0

Next Meeting

11.0

Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga - Closure

PRESENT
Councillors Claire McKay (Chair), Grant Edge, Nicole Marshall, Elizabeth McKenzie, Lan Pham and
Craig Pauling (from 8.35am).

IN ATTENDANCE
Catherine Schache (General Counsel), Aurora Grant (Consents Planning Manager) and Alison
Cooper (Consents Hearings Officer)

1.

MIHI/KARAKIA TIMATANGA - OPENING
Cr McKay opened the meeting with a Karakia.

2.

APOLOGY
Tumu Taiao Yvette Couch-Lewis; Councillor Pauling (for lateness)

3.

DEPUTATIONS AND PETITIONS
There were no deputations or petitions.

4.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
There were no conflicts of interest.
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MINUTES OF MEETING —
Resolved

The Regulation Hearing Committee confirms the minutes of the meeting held on 18
March 2021 as a true and correct record.

Cr Pham / Cr Edge
CARRIED

MATTERS ARISING
There were no matters arising.

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
7.1

Appointment of Hearing Commissioner —- SOL Screening and Crushing Ltd

Refer pages 10 to 11 of the agenda

Councillor McKay asked about submission working days and wasadvisedit was twenty days.
Ms Schachesaid that the Resource ManagementAct provided guidancein the waiving of a
timeframe to accept a late submission. She noted that correspondence had been received
from the applicant in regard to the late submission.
Councillor Edge requestedclarification about gravel applications. Ms Grant advised that the
river engineers provided comment on gravel applications and that council followed the

policies outlined in the gravel strategy.

Councillor Marshall asked about the submitter. It was advised that the submitter was Te

Rünanga o Kaikoura who werelimited notified of the application.

Resolved

That the Regulation Hearing Committee in regard to resource consent applications
CRC213183 and CRC212220 applied for by SOL Screening and Crushing Limited:
1. Appoints Sharon McGarry as a Hearings Commissioner under s34A of the
Resource ManagementAct 1991; and

2.

Delegates to Sharon McGarry pursuant to s34A(1) Resource Management Act
1991, the function, powers and duties required to: deal with any preliminary
matters; hear; and decide the resource consentapplications.
Cr Pham / Cr McKenzie

CARRIED

7.2

Appointment of Hearing Commissioners
Refer pages 12 to 14 of the agenda

Councillor McKenzie asked aboutthe rationale of the appointments andif other councils did
the same.
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Ms Schacheadvised that the purpose was about transparency and best practice. Ms Grant
advised that other councils had a similar approach.
Resolved

1. That the Regulation Hearing Committee, acting under section 34A of the

Resource ManagementAct 1991 and for a period of time to expire on 22 May

2022:

1.1

Appoints Sharon McGarry as a Hearings Commissioner;

1.2

Appoints Hoani Langsbury as a Hearings Commissioner;

1.3

Appoints Kenneth Lawn as a Hearings Commissioner; and

1.4

Appoints Bianca Sullivan as a Hearings Commissioner,

each of them acting severally, to consider and decide the non-notification, limited
notification or public notification of resource consent applications received from:
a)

b)

sections within Environment Canterbury;

Environment Canterbury staff members, Environment Canterbury

Councillors and Tumu Taiao, and family members of those people;

Cc)

occupiers of Environment Canterbury owned land; and

d)

applicants where Environment Canterbury or its staff would have a
conflict of interest or perceived conflict of interest; and

2. following any decision made underparagraph (1):
2.1

if that decision is not to notify the consent application, to consider and
decide that consent application; and

2.2

if that decision is to limited notify or to publicly notify that consent
application, to sit as sole commissioner; or as Chair or member of a
hearing panelin conjunction with other Hearing Commissioners to be
appointedat a later date; to consider and decide that consent
application; and

3. Delegates to each of the people namedin paragraphs 1.1 to 1.4, the function,
powers and duties required to: deal with any preliminary matters; consider, and
subject to the appointmentof additional Hearing Commissionerssetoutin
paragraph 2.2, to decide any such applications.

Cr Marshall / Cr Edge
CARRIED
7.3

Appointment of Hearing Commissioner — Mr J H Bennett
Refer pages 15 to 16 of the agenda

Resolved

That the Regulation Hearing Committee in regard to an objection to costs incurredin
the processing of resource consent application CRC182730 and CRC204606,
CRC204607, CRC204608, CRC210998 and CRC210999 applied for by Mr J H Bennett:
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1. Appoints Cindy Robinson as a Hearings Commissioner under s34A of the
Resource Management Act 1991; and
2.

Delegates to Cindy Robinson pursuant to s34A(1) Resource Management Act
1991, the function, powers and duties required to: deal with any preliminary
matters; hear; and decide the objection to costs.
Cr McKay/ Cr McKenzie

CARRIED

EXTRAORDINARY AND URGENT BUSINESS
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

GENERAL BUSINESS
Councillor Marshall, acknowledging the recent hearing where a hearing commissioner stood
down becauseofa conflict of interest, asked about the processof replacing a
commissioner.
Ms Schachesaid that conflicts of interest can happen and to appoint an alternate
commissionerto panels would incur additional costs as they would have had to read and be
up to date with the material and be available for the hearing.

10.

NEXT MEETING- Tobe confirmed.

11.

MIHI/KARAKIA WHAKAMUTUNGA- CLOSURE- The meeting closed at 8.51am
CONFIRMED

Date: S 7. A SON
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UNCONFIRMED
REGULATION HEARING COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting held in the
Council Chambers, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch on
Thursday, 27 May 2021 at 8.30am
CONTENTS
1.0

Mihi/Karakia Timatanga - Opening

2.0

Apologies

3.0

Deputations and Petitions

4.0

Conflict of Interest

5.0

Minutes of Meeting – 13 May 2021

6.0

Matters Arising

7.0

Item for Discussion
7.1

Nomination of An Expert Consenting Panel Member

8.0

Extraordinary and Urgent Business

9.0

Other Business

10.0

Next Meeting

11.0

Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga - Closure

PRESENT
Tumu Taiao Yvette Couch-Lewis (Chair), Councillors Claire McKay Grant Edge, Nicole Marshall,
Craig Pauling, Elizabeth McKenzie, Lan Pham (from 8.35am)
IN ATTENDANCE
Aurora Grant (Consents Manager) and Alison Cooper (Consents Hearings Officer)
1.

MIHI/KARAKIA TIMATANGA - OPENING
Cr Edge opened the meeting with a Karakia.

2.

APOLOGY
Councillor Pham (for lateness)

3.

DEPUTATIONS AND PETITIONS
There were no deputations or petitions.

4.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
There were no conflicts of interest.

5.

MINUTES OF MEETING –

Resolved
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UNCONFIRMED
The Regulation Hearing Committee confirms the minutes of the meeting held on 13 May
2021 as a true and correct record.
Cr Edge / Cr McKay
CARRIED
6.

MATTERS ARISING
There were no matters arising.

7.

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION
7.1

Nomination of An Expert Consenting Panel Member

Councillor McKenzie asked how the process worked in nominating a panel member. Ms
Cooper advised that there was only one space on the panel available for councils’
nominations.
Councillor Edge advised that the Greater Christchurch Partnership had made comment on
the proposal to the Minister.

Resolved
That the Regulation Hearing Committee in regard to the Faringdon South West and
South East Development Expert Consenting Panel nominates Janette Dovey.

Cr McKay / Cr Pauling
CARRIED
8.

EXTRAORDINARY AND URGENT BUSINESS
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

9.

GENERAL BUSINESS
There was no general business.

10.

NEXT MEETING - To be confirmed

11.

MIHI/KARAKIA WHAKAMUTUNGA - CLOSURE – The meeting closed at 8.43am

CONFIRMED

Date:
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7.1.3. Chief Executive Employment, Performance and
Remuneration Committee

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Louise McDonald, Senior Committee Advisor

Purpose
1.

For the Council to receive for information, minutes of the Chief Executive Employment,
Performance and Remuneration Committee meeting held on 3 June 2021.

Recommendation
That the Council:
1.

receives the unconfirmed minutes of the Chief Executive Employment,
Performance and Remuneration Committee meeting held on 3 June 2021.

Attachments
1.

Unconfirmed minutes of the Chief Executive Employment, Performance and
Remuneration Committee meeting held on 3 June 2021.
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Unconfirmed

Minutes of a meeting of the Chief Executive Employment,
Performance and Remuneration Committee held in the
Waiau Room, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch on Thursday 3
June 2021 at 3.16pm
Contents
1.
2.
3.
4.

Welcome
Apologies
Exclusion of the public
Chief Executive’s Performance Objectives and Leave

Present
Chair Jenny Hughey, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillor Ian Mackenzie and Tumu Taiao
Couch-Lewis

Management and officers present
Louise McDonald, Senior Committee Advisor and Dianne Chester, Executive Assistant to
the Chair and Deputy Chair
1.

Welcome
Chair Hughey opened the meeting.

2.

Apologies
Cr Phil Clearwater

3.

Exclusion of the Public
Resolved
That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this
meeting, namely:
1.

Chief Executive’s Performance Objectives and Leave
The general subject of the matters to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason
for passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution
are as follows:

Item
No.

Report

1

Chief Executive’s Performance
Objectives and Leave

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

Reason for passing
this resolution in
relation to each
matter
Good reason exists
under section 7

Ground(s) under
section 48(1) for the
passing of this
resolution
Section 48(2)(i)
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Unconfirmed
This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by
section 6 or section 7 of that Act which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole or
relevant part of the proceeding of the meeting in public are as follows:

Item
No.
1

1.

Protection of privacy of natural persons – Section 7(2)(a)

The appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Committee.

The meeting went into public excluded session from 3.18 to 4.15pm.
Chair Hughey/Cr Scott
CARRIED

4.

Meeting closure
The Chair thanked everyone for their participation and closed the meeting at 4.15 pm.

CONFIRMED

Date _____________________
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7.2. Statutory Committees
7.2.1. Canterbury Regional Transport Committee

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Vivienne Ong, Committee Advisor

Purpose
1.

For the Council to receive the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
a. Confirmed minutes Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 Hearing of
Submissions, meeting held 17 May 2021.
b. Confirmed minutes Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 Deliberations of
Submissions, meeting held 17 May 2021.
c. Unconfirmed minutes, meeting held 27 May 2021.

2.

There is a recommendation later in this agenda for the Council to adopt the Regional
Land Transport Plan 2021-31.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

receives the confirmed minutes of the Canterbury regional Transport
Committee Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 Hearing of Submissions
dated 17 May 2021

2.

receives the confirmed minutes of the Canterbury regional Transport
Committee Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 Deliberations of
Submissions dated 17 May 2021

3.

receives the unconfirmed minutes of the Canterbury Regional Transport
Committee meeting held 27 May 2021.

Attachments
 Minutes – Canterbury Regional Transport Committee Regional Land Transport Plan
Hearing of Submissions meeting 17 May 2021 – confirmed.
 Minutes – Canterbury Regional Transport Committee Regional Land Transport Plan
Deliberations of Submissions meeting 17 May 2021 – confirmed.
 Minutes – Canterbury Regional Transport Committee meeting 27 May 2021 –
unconfirmed.
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CANTERBURY REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF THE HEARING OF SUBMISSIONS MEETING OF THE CANTERBURY
REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE HELD AT ENVIRONMENT CANTERBURY,
COUNCIL CHAMBER, 200 TUAM STREET, CHRISTCHURCH ON MONDAY, 17 MAY 2021,
COMMENCING AT 12.30PM

1.
2.
3.
4.

Mihi / Karakia Tīmatanga - Opening
Apologies
Conflicts of Interest
Hearing of Submissions to the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31
Mihi /Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing

Canterbury
Regional
Transport
Committee
Hearing Panel:

Cr Peter Scott
Environment Canterbury (Committee Chair)
Cr Tane Apanui
Environment Canterbury (Deputy Chair)
Cr Mike Davidson
Christchurch City Council
Ian Duncan
Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency
Mayor Craig Mackle* Kaikōura District Council
Mayor Dan Gordon
Waimakariri District Council
Mayor Graham Smith Mackenzie District Council
Mayor Marie Black
Hurunui District Council
Mayor Neil Brown
Ashburton District Council
Mayor Nigel Bowen Timaru District Council
Mayor Sam Broughton Selwyn District Council
* attended virtually via MS Teams

In Attendance

In Attendance
Kevin Reid
Peter Brown

Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency
Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency

Officers, Environment Canterbury:
Clare Pattison
Senior Strategy Advisor
Luke Carey
Senior Advisor – Transport
Deborah Diaz
Senior Communications & Engagement Advisor
Vivienne Ong
Committee Advisor

Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott welcomed everybody to the hearing and thanked
everyone for making themselves available.

1. Apologies
An apology was received from Mayor Craig Rowley, Waimate District Council.

2. Conflicts of Interest
There were no conflicts of interest reported.
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3. Hearing of Submissions to Canterbury Regional Transport Plan
2021-31
Prior to the hearing process commencing, the Hearing Panel resolved to receive the
submissions and accept a late submission that had been received.
RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. receives the ‘Hearings of Submissions to the Canterbury Regional Land
Transport Plan 2021-31’ report
2. accepts the late submission to the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan
2021-31 (Submitter 17, Canterbury District Health Board).
Mayor Dan Gordon/Mayor Marie Black
CARRIED
The Committee Chair confirmed that a copy of each submission had been circulated
and read by the Hearing Panel prior to the hearing. Submitters who wished to be heard
were invited to present their submissions.
The following submitters were not present during the hearing sessions:



Submitter # 16 – Felicity Blackmore of Christchurch International Airport
(apology received)
Submitter # 20 – Michael Patterson of Commodore Airport Hotel

Submitter # 19 – Chrys Horn 12.35pm
Chrys Horn who is a Social Scientist, spoke to her submission advising strategic
objectives were safety, sustainable transport, and resilience.
Supports:
 Generally supportive of the Draft Canterbury Regional Transport Plan.
 Prioritisation of state highways.
 Reduction in private cars and heavy trucks on roads.
Concerns:
 People pay a lot to run their cars, but do not take into consideration the full cost,
eg: parking, workshop repairs.
Suggests:
 Awareness and behavioural change required for people to consider changing
their transport options. People want to change but find it hard to change their
day-to-day. Must be affordable, timely and doable.
 People cycle more if they feel safe, do more to encourage this. Appeal to their
health
 Increasing coastal shipping and rail will improve resilience.
 Would like a measure on cycle trips.
Page 2 of 5
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Submitter # 37 – John McCaskey 12.44pm
John McCaskey spoke to his submission.
Supports:
 Freight and Commuter rail to reduce emissions and improve road safety.
Concerns:
 No transport modes connecting the provinces.
 Getting into city with connecting modes of transport spread out over the city.
 Too expensive to live in city but living further away is prohibited and costly to
travel.
 Funding should be a national responsibility, rather than rate payer.
Suggests:
 Commuter rail for mass movement of people to connect provinces and the city.
 Use the Addington Saleyards for rail and interconnecting transport modes.
Submitter # 56 – Roy Hughes of NZ Automobile Association Canterbury West
Coast District Council 12.54pm
Roy Hughes is the Chairman of the NZ Automobile Association Canterbury West
Coast District and spoke of the points of views shared from surveying AA members.
Supports:
 AA and members generally supportive of the RLTP.
 Reducing death and serious injury by prioritisation of state highways.
 Road maintenance improvements (rather than reducing speed limits).
Concerns:
 The Christchurch Traffic Greenline Survey of 1998 show composition of traffic
flows:
- Cyclists were twice the number back then as they are now, but while the
population has significantly increased, cycling has not. Shows what is
being done is not working.
- There are 26,000 less people working in the city now and there are less
businesses.
 Businesses are moving out of the CBD – how do people get there to shop and
work? Private car.
 Not convenient to take the buses if you live on the edges or further than the city
boundaries.
 Deterioration of roading network and an apparent scaling back of road
maintenance.
Suggests:
 Woodend bypass being a priority.
 Make public transport, cycling, walking safer and convenient, it also helps to
reduce vehicles and cut down CO2 emissions.
Submitter # 18 – Chris Owen 1.08pm
Chris Owen spoke to his submission.
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Supports:
 Generally supportive of the RLTP.
 Use of rail to reduce emissions from freight movement.
Concerns:
 Climate change: disconnect between goals to reduce transport emissions and the
timeline to get there. Need to make big changes in the next ten years, but the
next RLTP is another ten years away, could be too late – time to panic is now.
 Strategic direction of the plan is right, but the proportion of investment does not
align.
Suggests:
 Recommended reading the Ministry of Transport paper on Transport Emissions
to Pathway to Zero.
 Viewing everything through a climate change lens and making significant change
as soon as possible, rather than slow incremental change.
 Shift funding to walking, cycling and public transport. Seek additional funding to
accelerate completion of major cycle routes sooner than 2029. Build protective
cycleways everywhere, even if only using temporary measures at first.
 Public Transport: use additional funds to invest in service levels, number of
buses, frequency. Set up further high frequency bus routes with dedicated bus
lanes – no need to consult a bus schedule.
 Set funding aside to invest in the public transport free trial. Learn from Estonia
who offer their residents free public transport. Ensure services are improved.
 Move freight off roads to rail, ferries, or alternative methods.
 Lobbying central Government and Waka Kotahi to seek funding for the New
Zealand Cycleway Fund, upgrade fund, and shovel ready projects. Thus,
creating jobs in the region and boosting the economy – leverage all that we can.
Submitter # 68 – Gary Watts of Sigjaws Trust, Canterbury Neighbourhood
Support Coordinator Northcote and Camden Street 1.21pm
Gary Watts spoke to his submission and provided background regarding his part in
making public transport safer using an innovative method of hydrologic mechanisms
to lower buses.
Supports:
 Public rail transportation
 State highway improvement prioritisation
Concerns:
 Disappointed the RLTP has no innovative ideas.
 Safety levels on public transport is of major concern. Gary provided an example
of a bus door failure which had the potential to injure a passenger. Using
innovative technologies available should be used on buses to prevent door
failure.
 Region does not have the infrastructure to power electric vehicles.
 Transport management with roadworks, transport organisations need regulations
on roadwork signage.
 Safety of intersections on rural roads, improved marking, and road signage.
Suggests:
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Rural areas require adequate road marking, signage and displays on roads – use
innovative safety measures available.
Kiwirail be involved in the RLTP for advice on introducing rail transport to region.
Lobby Government as the region is underfunded, use their surpluses from a
growing economy since COVID-19. Use funding for innovative projects.
Use hydrogen to power buses/vehicles as opposed to an over-reliance on electric
vehicles.





In response, members advised that Kiwirail had recently been invited to join the
Committee; and the bus safety issue will be passed onto Public Transport.

4.

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – Closing
As there were no further submitters present to be heard, the Chair thanked everyone
for their participation.
Karakia: Sam Broughton
The meeting closed at 1.33pm.

Confirmed
Chair:

Date:
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CANTERBURY REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF THE DELIBERATIONS OF SUBMISSIONS MEETING OF THE CANTERBURY
REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE HELD AT ENVIRONMENT CANTERBURY, COUNCIL
CHAMBER, 200 TUAM STREET, CHRISTCHURCH ON MONDAY, 17 MAY 2021, COMMENCING
AT 1.51pm
Mihi / Karakia Tīmatanga - Opening
1.

Apologies

2.
3.

Conflicts of Interest
Deliberations of Submissions
3.1
Deliberations of Submissions to the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31
3.2
Analysis of Written Submissions
Mihi /Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing

4.

Present
Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott (Environment Canterbury); Councillor Tane Apanui
(Environment Canterbury), Mayors Neil Brown (Ashburton), Marie Black (Hurunui), Craig Mackle*
(Kaikōura), Graham Smith (Mackenzie), Sam Broughton (Selwyn), Nigel Bowen (Timaru), Dan
Gordon (Waimakariri), Councillor Mike Davidson (Christchurch City Council), Ian Duncan (Waka
Kotahi NZTA)
*attended virtually via MS Teams

In Attendance
Kevin Reid (Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency), Peter Brown (Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency),
Regional Transport Committee support:
Jesse Burgess (Senior Strategy Manager), Clare Pattison (Senior Strategy Advisor), Luke Carey
(Senior Advisor – Transport), Deborah Diaz (Senior Communications & Engagement Advisor), and
Vivienne Ong (Committee Advisor)

Mihi / Karakia Tīmatanga - Opening
Karakia: Councillor Peter Scott
The Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott, welcomed everyone to the Draft Canterbury Regional
Transport Plan 2021-31 deliberation meeting.

1.

Apologies
An apology was received from Mayor Craig Rowley, Waimate District Council.

2.

Conflicts of Interest
There were no conflicts of interest reported.
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3.

Deliberation of submissions to Canterbury Regional Transport Plan
2021-31 (RLTP)
Jesse Burgess spoke of the process for the deliberations advising changes made would be
brought back to the Committee for their approval at the next Canterbury Regional Transport
Committee meeting on 27 May 2021. Once approved, the RLTP would then be put to the
Canterbury Regional Council for adoption.
After clarification of the deliberation process, it was put forward that the Committee work
through the summary of submissions individually.
It was noted that some submissions had feedback that was out of the scope of RLTP. This
information would be feedback to the responsible agency or authority. Submitters would be
advised the outcome of their submission.
3.1

Deliberations of Submissions to the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 202131
Refer page 11 of the agenda
Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott introduced this item.
RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1.

receives the public submissions to the Canterbury Regional Land
Transport Plan 2021-31

2.

receives the tabled ‘Analysis of Submissions’ report on written
submissions, and any additional advice from staff that arises from
the hearing. This will be made available on the Environment
Canterbury website

3.

directs staff on what further changes are required to the Canterbury
Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31

4.

delegates to staff the ability to make minor amendments as
necessary and consistent with the deliberations advice from the
Canterbury Regional Transport Committee, ahead of the Canterbury
Regional Transport Committee meeting on 27 May 2021.
Cr Peter Scott/Mayor Sam Broughton
CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 2.24pm and resumed at 2.28pm
The meeting then considered the submission points to the draft Canterbury Regional
Transport Plan (RLTP).
3.2

Analysis of Written Submissions
Refer page 13 of the agenda
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The Committee Chair introduced this item advising the recommendations suggested
the high level changes that were required of the plan and that the Committee would
determine the prioritisations after consideration of submission feedback.
The Committee reiterated that they would address each submission individually and
staff would take members comments to formulate responses back to the submitters.
Each of the submissions were then considered and discussed one by one.
The following submission feedback was highlighted:













Very high level of support for the strategic direction of the plan.
Safety had a high level of support for fewer deaths and injuries on roads.
A majority of submitters mentioned increased use of rail in some form.
Strong support for the Woodend Bypass project to be brought forward.
A green paper has just been released by the Ministry of Transport regarding
Transport Emissions: Pathways to Net Zero by 2050.
Improvement to urban form, fewer retail parks and more parks and trees.
Split levels of support for monitoring framework, eg: measuring accessibility,
walking and cycling.
Reduce use of private vehicles and heavy trucks.
Minor themes to pass onto other organisations to consider, eg: driver education,
competencies, enforcement, network resilience.
Investment priorities were well supported.
Main feedback themes align with the direction of the recent climate change
commission report.
Value in bringing Kiwirail to the table regarding achieving levels of service and
safety.

Action:
1. Senior Advisors to obtain the most up-to-date population figures for chapter 14
Our People of the RLTP
During discussion, it was was also noted that members supported and saw benefit in
having South Island regional authority conversations.
RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. notes the feedback was generally supportive
2. agrees to include further information in the RLTP on the following
topics:
2.1

the health benefits of active transport, safety, accessibility and
inclusion, and their importance in improving community
wellbeing

2.2

the proposed reform of New Zealand’s resource management
system and timeframes for transition to the new system

2.3

a second Ashburton Urban Bridge as an activity of regional
significance on the horizon

2.4

the nature of the regionally significant state highway
improvements
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2.5

any other topic the Committee considers materially relevant to the
purpose and functions of the ELTP, such as the Setting of Speed
Limits Rule.
Mayor Dan Gordon/Mayor Marie Black
CARRIED

RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
2.6

requests Waka Kotahi’s consideration for the Woodend Bypass to
be moved from ‘significant activity on the horizon’ to inclusion
with the Waka Kotahi’s ten year programme, based on the result
of the level of submissions received.
Mayor Dan Gordon/Mayor Marie Black
CARRIED
Abstained: Ian Duncan
Abstained: Cr Mike Davidson

RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
3. agrees to retain the current headline targets
4. agrees to investigate new or improved indicators for the monitoring
framework regarding:
-

Wellbeing
Accessibility
Active transport
Investment in rail

5. agrees to the prioritisation of state highways separate to local road
improvements
6. agrees to the corrections to the activities of Christchurch City Council
7. agrees that activities outside the sphere of control of the RLTP and
Road Controlling Authorities be included in a workshop as potentially
forming part of the committee work programme
8. agrees to the changes to the summary of engagement to reflect the
consultation process.
Mayor Sam Broughton/Mayor Marie Black
CARRIED
RESOLVED
That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
9. notes the summary of submissions with recommended responses will
be presented to the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee for
approval on 27 May 2021.
Mayor Dan Gordon/Mayor Neil Brown
CARRIED
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It was determined, in terms of responses required, after further analysis, staff would
provide a more detailed response to submissions and draft an individual response to
each submission. As a result of feedback received, updates to the RLTP would be
brought to the next Committee meeting on 27 May 2021 for approval.

9.

Next Public Meeting
The next public meeting will be Thursday, 27 May 2021.

4.

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – Closing
The Chair closed the meeting and thanked everyone for their participation.
Karakia: Sam Broughton
The meeting closed at 4.06pm.

Confirmed
Chair:
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CANTERBURY REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
HELD AT PEPPERS CLEARWATER RESORT, CLEARWATER AVENUE, CHRISTCHURCH ON
THURSDAY, 27 MAY 2021, COMMENCING AT 3.59PM

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.
7.

8.
9.
10.
11.

Mihi / Karakia Tīmatanga - Opening
Apologies
Conflicts of Interest
Call for General Business
Deputations and Petitions
Minutes
5.1
Minutes of meeting 4 February 2021
5.2
Minutes – Hearing of Submissions 17 May 2021
5.3
Minutes – Deliberations of Submissions 17 May 2021
Matters Arising from the minutes
Reports
7.1
Approval of the Regional Land Transport Plan
7.2
Submission On Transport Emissions Pathways Green Paper
7.3
Quarterly Monitoring Report
7.4
Waka Kotahi LCLR Bids and Proposed Maintenance Spend
Extraordinary and Urgent Business
General Business
Next Meeting
Mihi /Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing

Present
Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott (Environment Canterbury); Councillor Tane Apanui
(Environment Canterbury), Mayors Dan Gordon (Waimakariri), Neil Brown (Ashburton), Sam
Broughton (Selwyn), Marie Black (Hurunui), Graham Smith (Mackenzie), Craig Rowley (Waimate),
Mayor Nigel Bowen (Timaru), Ian Duncan (Waka Kotahi NZTA)

In Attendance
Richard Osborne (Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency), Eric Barnes (Auxilium)
Regional Transport Committee support:
Jessie Burgess (Senior Strategy Manager), Clare Pattison (Senior Strategy Advisor), Luke Carey
(Senior Advisor – Transport), Deborah Diaz (Senior Communications & Engagement Advisor), and
Vivienne Ong (Committee Advisor)

Mihi / Karakia Tīmatanga - Opening
Karakia: Councillor Peter Scott
The Committee Chair, Councillor Peter Scott, welcomed everyone to the meeting.
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1.

Apologies
Apologies were received from Mayor Nigel Bowen (Timaru District Council) for lateness, and
Councillor Mike Davidson (Christchurch City Council).

2.

Conflicts of Interest
There were no conflicts of interest reported.

3.

Call for General Business
It was agreed the following items would be discussed under General Business:
Item 1: Mayor Dan Gordon
Regional Safety
Item 2: Mayor Sam Broughton
South Island Transport Summit

4.

Deputations and petitions
There were no deputations or petitions.

5.

Minutes of the previous meeting
Refer pages 11, 17 and 23 of the agenda
RESOLVED
The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. confirmed the minutes of the meeting held 4 February 2021 were a true and
correct record
2. confirmed the minutes of the Hearing of submissions meeting held 17 May 2021
were a true and correct record
3. confirmed the minutes of the Deliberations of Submissions meeting held 17
May 2021 were a true and correct record.
Mayor Sam Broughton/Mayor Graham Smith
CARRIED

6.

Matters arising from the previous minutes
There were no matters arising from the minutes.

7.

Reports
7.1

Approval of Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31
Refer page 29 of the agenda
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Jesse Burgess introduced this item advising changes asked for by the Committee at
deliberations on the basis of submissions had been incorporated into the draft
Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 (RLTP).
Members gave consideration to the draft RLTP and deemed it affordable and
feasible advising they had no concerns towards the deliverability of the work
programmes.
Concern was raised on the point of accuracy regarding several of the district
population statistics. It was explained that the population figures were based on the
2018 population estimates and forward projections. After debate, it was agreed that
the draft RLTP would contain footnote statements advising “2018 population
estimates have been used for consistency with available historic and projected
population figures, and for the most up-to-date subnational population estimates by
district visit nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz”.
A decision was made that a request would be conveyed to Waka Kotahi New
Zealand Transport Agency to remove the Woodend Bypass from ‘significant
activities on the horizon’ and instead have it considered for inclusion in their 10-year
work plan.
RESOLVED
The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. agrees to the draft responses to individual submitters appended to this
report
2. approves the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-2031 (as
included as Appendix A to this report)
3. RECOMMENDS TO THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL COUNCIL that the
Council adopt the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31
4. delegates to staff the ability to make minor amendments as necessary
to correct errors identified in the final Regional Land Transport Plan
document prior to adoption by the Regional Council.
5. requests Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency to give consideration for
the Woodend Bypass to be included in their 10-year work programme.
Mayor Graham Smith/Mayor Marie Black
CARRIED
7.2

Submission on Transport Emissions Pathways Green Paper
Refer page 155 of the agenda
The Ministry of Transport’s green paper on Transport Emissions Pathway to Net
Zero by 2050 (the Green Paper) has three themes (changing the way we travel,
improving passenger vehicles, and supporting a more efficient freight system). Of
the four strategic and phased potential pathways presented, only Pathway Four
appeared effective in achieving the Climate Change Commission’s target of 47%
reduction in transport emissions by 2035.

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

105 of 215

Attachment 7.2.1.3
Luke Carey and Clare Pattison went through the main points, key elements and
consequences of the Green Paper. The challenge of transitioning to meet targets
would be ambitious and would require an aggressive pace of future work to meet the
changes required. Actions over the next five years would be critical.
The Committee requested a high level submission be produced supporting the
Canterbury region as a whole ensuring a rural isolation and distance lens was
factored in. Liaison of the submission would be sought from Transport Officers
Group (TOG) and the Greater Christchurch Partnership Group. The draft
submission was to be circulated to Committee members and TOG prior to
finalisation.
The Ministry of Transport’s submission closure date was 25 June 2021.
RESOLVED
The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. agrees in principle to develop a submission to the Ministry of
Transport on the Transport Emissions Pathway to Net Zero by 2050
green paper that covers:
1.1 alignment with the Regional Land Transport Plan
1.2 challenges for the region to transition to low emission fleet,
changing urban form and improving uptake of public transport
and active transport
1.3 the potential for some of the approaches to contribute to equity
issues e.g. social stratification exacerbated by inequitable access
to transport
2. notes the draft submission will be circulated to Canterbury Regional
Transport Committee members and the Transport Officers Group prior
to final sign off
3. delegates authority to the Committee Chair and Deputy Chair to
approve the submission prior to the closing date of 25 June 2021.
Mayor Sam Broughton/Mayor Dan Gordon
CARRIED
7.3

Quarterly Monitoring Report
Refer page 317 of the agenda
Luke Carey informed members the new RLTP headline targets would begin to be
reported on by the next meeting.
Discussion centred on annual freight trends, rail freight movements and the
importance of Kiwirail being at the Committee table. It was reported, to date, a
response was yet be be received from Kiwirail regarding the request for a
representative to attend meetings to enable the Committee to support them in their
vision and action plans for the region.
Mayors were encouraged to speak directly with the Chief Executive of Kiwirail.
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RESOLVED
The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. receives the quarterly monitoring and progress report
2. notes that staff will develop and transition to a new monitoring
framework from 1 July 2021 for the Regional Land Transport Plan 202131.
Cr Tane Apanui/Mayor Sam Broughton
CARRIED
7.4

Waka Kotahi Low Cost Low Risk Bids and Proposed Maintenance Spend
Refer page 324 of the agenda
Ian Duncan highlighted aspects of his report, noting there were pressures for
funding and the proposed projects were subject to Waka Kotahi’s national long-term
plan moderation process and individual project approval.
It was queried why Southbrook and Skewbrige woodend safety projects had not
been included in the Low Cost Low Risk project list. Ian Duncan agreed to follow up
and advise on the reasoning.
RESOLVED
The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee:
1. notes Waka Kotahi Low Cost Low Risk Bids and Proposed Maintenance
Spend report.
Mayor Craig Rowley/Mayor Graham Smith
CARRIED

8.

Extraordinary and Urgent Business
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

9.

General Business
Item 1: Mayor Dan Gordon
Regional Safety
Mayor Dan Gordon spoke on the recent work produced on the Regional Road Safety
Working Group (RRSWG) strategy to action, acknowledging Clare Pattison, Luke
Carey, and Eric Barnes for their significant input.
A leaflet was tabled which clearly indicated the vision, purpose, principles and
commitment of the RRSWG who were proactively working together and aligning
safety priorities with the Government strategy of Road to Zero. Members agreed it
was excellent information and it was pleasing to see such good progress on the safety
for Canterbury.
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Comment was made that Regional Safety should be a standing agenda item for the
Canterbury Regional Transport Committee meetings. At the next Committee meeting,
a report will be presented on the subject of RRSWG safety priorities.
Item 2: Mayor Sam Broughton
South Island Transport Summit
Support was expressed on bringing all the transport agencies together and hosting a
South Island Transport Summit.
Staff were asked to scope the idea further, along with budgets, partnering, and to
bring a paper to the next Committee meeting. To assist moving this forward liaison
was suggested with the Canterbury Mayoral Forum and Anna Puetener at
Environment Canterbury.
The following topics were put forward:
 Christchurch International Airport Ltd (CIAL) speaking about Tarras airport.
 European truck technology.
Mayor Nigel Bowen (Timaru District Council) joined the meeting at 4.59pm

9.

Next Public Meeting
The next meeting is scheduled for Thursday, 19 August 2021.

8.

Mihi / Karakia whakamutunga – Closing
The Chair thanked everyone for their participation.
Karakia: Councillor Peter Scott.
The meeting closed at 5.01pm.

Confirmed
Chair:
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7.3. Joint Committees
7.3.1. Canterbury Civil Defence and Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Louise McDonald, Senior Committee Advisor

Purpose
1.

For the Council to receive for information the minutes of the Canterbury Civil Defence
Emergency Management Group Joint Committee meeting held on 28 May 2021.

2.

There are no recommendations to the Council from the Joint Committee.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

receives the unconfirmed minutes from the Canterbury Civil Defence
Emergency Management Group Joint Committee meeting held on 28 May
2021.

Attachments
1.

Unconfirmed minutes from the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management
Group Joint Committee meeting - 28 May 2021.
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Minutes of the meeting of the
Canterbury Civil Defence and Emergency Management
Group Joint Committee held at Peppers Christchurch
Clearwater Resort, Clearwater Avenue, Christchurch, on
Friday 28 May 2021 at 2.08 pm
Present
Joint Committee:
Christchurch City Council
Environment Canterbury
Ashburton District Council
Hurunui District Council
Mackenzie District Council
Selwyn District Council
Timaru District Council
Waimakariri District Council
Waimate District Council

Mayor Lianne Dalziel (Chair)
Cr John Sunckell (Deputy Chair)
Mayor Neil Brown
Mayor Marie Black
Mayor Graham Smith
Mayor Sam Broughton
Mayor Nigel Bowen
Mayor Dan Gordon
Mayor Craig Rowley

In attendance
Co-ordinating Executive Group (CEG)
Ashburton District Council
Christchurch City Council
Environment Canterbury
Hurunui District Council
Timaru District Council
Waimakariri District Council
Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu
Canterbury District Health Board
Community & Public Health
Fire & Emergency NZ
National Emergency Management Agency
NZ Police
St John
Canterbury CDEM Group Controller
Canterbury CDEM Group Recovery Manager
Canterbury CDEM Rural Advisory Group
Canterbury CDEM Regional Management
Gavin Treadgold
Environment Canterbury
Steve Ferris
Louise McDonald

1.

Hamish Riach
Rob Orchard
Stefanie Rixecker
Hamish Dobbie
Bede Carran (CEG Chair)
Jim Harland
Jamie Ruwhiu
Deborah Callahan
Hamish Sanderson
Dave Stackhouse
Simon Chambers
Superintendent John Price
Curt Ward
Neville Reilly
Baden Ewart
Winton Dalley
Emergency Management Advisor Planning
GeoSpatial Tech Support CDEM
Senior Committee Advisor

Welcome
Mayor Lianne Dalziel welcomed everyone to the meeting.
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2.

Apologies
An apology was received and accepted from Elizabeth Cunningham.

3.

Conflicts of interest
No conflicts of interest were declared.

4.

Minutes of previous meeting
Refer to page 9 of the agenda.
Resolved:
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee:
1.

receives and adopt the minutes of its meeting held 27 November 2021.
Cr Sunckell/Mayor Bowen
CARRIED

5.

Matters arising from the minutes
There were no matters arising from the minutes.

6.

Reports

6.1 COVID-19 Response Update
Refer page 7 of the agenda.
Deborah Callahan, Manager Service Continuity Canterbury District Health Board, with
a PowerPoint presentation provided an update on the Covid-19 response.
An important message was the need to get information out to people about
vaccination. The health sector would welcome local government’s help with this. This
could include providing links to legitimate information sources; help manage the
concern in the community; hosting workshops; and have information available at
council public facilities.
Mayor Dalziel agreed that local authorities would be able to help with this and
encouraged the provision of information to the councils as soon as possible. She would
take this to the Christchurch City Council’s multicultural committee.
Hamish Sanderson, Community and Public Health provided statistics on the managed
isolation. He advised that there was a new COVID tracer ap available and encouraged
everyone to download it.

Resolved
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee receives:
1.

the COVID-19 response update.
Mayor Dalziel/Mayor Black
CARRIED
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6.2

AF8 [Alpine Fault Magnitude 8] Programme
Refer page 21 of the agenda.
Professor Tom Wilson, University of Canterbury, Alice Lake-Hammond, AF8
Programme Lead and Kristi Blenkhorn, AF8 Planning Lead with a PowerPoint
presentation reported on the AF8 Programme.
Professor Wilson explained that there was good data on the South Westland section
of the alpine fault and that more research was now being undertaken on the central
section including the lakes.
Alice Lake-Hammond gave an update on the programme’s work of knowledge
sharing. The demand for information was growing. Roadshows were going to
communities incorporating local knowledge. Part of this work was also to raise
awareness of emergency management and science as career options.
Kristi Blenkhorn reported on the operationalisation of SAFER – the South Island Fault
Earthquake Response framework. This included developing a profile, and developing
and socialising internal administrative processing (IAPs).
Mayor Dalziel thanked the team for an outstanding presentation and invited them to
present to the Christchurch City Council.

Resolved
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee:
1. receives the report on the AF8 [Alpine Fault Magnitude 8] Programme.
Mayor Dalziel/Mayor Bowen
CARRIED

6.3

National Emergency Management Agency Update
Refer to page 19 of the agenda.
Simon Chambers was welcomed to his first Joint Committee meeting. Mr Chambers
presented this report attached to the agenda. He also reported on the recent National
Emergency Management Conference 2021 attended by Cr John Sunckell and Neville
Reilly. A key theme at the conference was providing a platform for gaining Māori
perspectives on emergency management.
At the conference long service awards were made for contributions to emergency
management at the local or national level.
Resolved:
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee:
1. writes to congratulate the following Canterbury recipients of the Emergency
Management Awards for long service:
 Lynda Burdekin – 21 years
 Geoff Olds – 21 years
 Tim Chiswell – 21 years
 Michael Nixon – 30 years
 Christine Tatterson – 30 years
 Bernie Haar – 50 years
Mayor Smith/Mayor Black
CARRIED

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

112 of 215

Attachment 7.3.1.1

Resolved:
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint
Committee:
1. receives the update from the National Emergency Management Agency.
Mayor Dalziel/Mayor Bowen
CARRIED

6.4 Common Operation Picture Project
Refer page 24 of the agenda.
Steve Ferris demonstrated the platform being developed to share live emergency
management data between agencies and the councils. This will include Lifelines’ utility
data.
Resolved
That the Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint Committee:
1. receives the report on the Common Operating Picture.
Mayor Bowen/Mayor Black
CARRIED

6.5 Appointment of Controllers
Refer page 26 of the agenda.
Neville Reilly presented this item.
Resolved
That the Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint Committee:
1. appoints James Thompson to be an Alternative Group Controller
2. appoints Steve Fabish to be a Local Controller for Canterbury Civil Defence
Emergency Management Group.
Mayor Rowley/Mayor Bowen
CARRIED

6.6 Appointment of Local Recovery Manager
Refer page 29 of the agenda.
Neville Reilly presented this item.
Resolved
That the Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint Committee:
1. appoints Toni Durham to be a Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency
Management Group Local Recovery Manager.
Mayor Bowen/Mayor Rowley
CARRIED
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6.7

Group Controller’s Report

Refer page 31 of the agenda.
Neville Reilly presented this report that included the income and expenditure report for
the period 1 July 2020 to 31 March 2021.
Winton Dalley was invited to report on the drought situation in North Canterbury. He
reported that there were concerns about winter feed crops and that stress was building
in the community. The low rainfall will affect the whole economy not just farmers.
The Rural Advisory Group was providing advice and support to farmers. Workshops
were held on Banks Peninsula to encourage a local response and several drought
response groups have been established.
Mr Dalley noted that government funding was only available for human welfare, not for
stock or business support. The Advisory Group was sending information on the
situation to Wellington. The Advisory Group Terms of Reference have been reviewed
and sent to the Ministry of Primary Industries. He requested that the Canterbury
Mayoral Forum appoint a representative to the Rural Advisory Group.
Noting that this was Neville Reilly’s last meeting as Group Controller Mayor Dalziel
read an extract from the media release from when he was appointed in August 2011.
This referred to his illustrious military career and that he was awarded the New
Zealand Gallantry Star. She said that Canterbury was very lucky to have Neville as
Group Controller through several crisis. Mayor Dalziel thanked Neville for his strong
support for her in her role as CDEM Group Chair and wished him in well in his
retirement.
Neville said that it had been an honour and a privilege to be Group Controller. He
acknowledged the work done in the councils and by the volunteers. The thanked
Mayor Dalziel and the Joint Committee for their support.
Resolved
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Group Joint Committee:
1.

receives the Group Controller’s report.
Mayor Smith/Cr Sunckell
CARRIED

6.8

Recruiting of Group Controller
Refer to page 39 of the agenda.
Stefanie Rixecker presented this item.
Resolved
That the Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Group Joint Committee:
1.

appoint Mayor Lianne Dalziel be the Joint Committee’s representative on the
recruitment panel for the role of Group Controller/Regional Manager for the
Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group.
Mayor Bowen/Mayor Rowley
CARRIED
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Attachment 7.3.1.1

7.

Extraordinary or Urgent Business
There was no extraordinary or urgent business.

8.

Next Meeting
Friday 20 August 2021
Mayor Dalziel thanked everyone for their attendance and closed the meeting at
2.56pm

Confirmed

Date ______________ Chair _____________________________
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8. Matters for Council Decision
8.1. Adoption of the Long-Term Plan 2021-31

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Cecilia Ellis, Senior Strategy Advisor

Responsible Director

David Perenara O’Connell, Acting Director Strategy and Planning

Purpose
1.

The purpose of this report is to present the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 for Council
adoption.

2.

Under the Local Government Act 2002, Councils are required to adopt a Long-Term
Plan every three years. The Long-Term Plan represents the contract that Environment
Canterbury has with the community and must be adopted before 1 July 2021.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

adopts the Revenue and Financing Policy as included in the Environment
Canterbury Long-Term Plan 2021-31

2.

receives the independent auditor’s report from the Auditor-General for
inclusion in the Environment Canterbury Long-Term Plan 2021-31, as
required by Section 94 of the Local Government Act 2002

3.

notes that rates are not being set at a level sufficient to meet the 2021/22
year’s projected operating expenses and so debt funding and use of reserves
of some programmes are being used to balance the budget

4.

in accordance with section 100(2) of the Local Government Act 2002 the
Council notes that the projected operating revenues for the 2021/22 financial
year (as provided for in the Long-Term Plan) are not set at a level sufficient to
meet that year’s projected operating expenses; but resolves that it is
financially prudent to set the projected operating revenues at that level,
having had regard to the matters set out in section 100(2)(a) to (d) and for the
reasons set out in this paper

5.

adopts the Environment Canterbury Long-Term Plan 2021-31 in the form
attached to this agenda including the Fees and Charges Policy
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6.

delegates authority to the Council’s Chief Executive to make alterations of
minor effect or to correct any minor errors to the adopted Long-Term Plan
2021-31.

Key points
 Consultation and deliberations on the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 and audit have
concluded. The final stage in the process is to adopt the Long-Term Plan 2021-31
and set the rates for 2021/22. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 for adoption
is attached to the agenda.
 Changes have been made to the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 consulted on to
incorporate the direction provided by Council at the Long-Term Plan deliberations
meeting on 20 May 2021. These changes are summarised in this report.
 Before adopting the Long-Term Plan, Council must adopt the Revenue and
Financing Policy (according to Clause 10 of Schedule 10, and section 102(1) of the
Local Government Act 2002) and receive the Independent Auditors report.

The Long-Term Plan 2021-31 also needs to be adopted before setting the rates for
year one of the plan. There is a separate agenda item with rates resolutions which
Council will need to make to set the 2021/22 rates.

Background
3.

On 25 February 2021, Council approved a Consultation Document ‘Deciding what the
future of Canterbury looks like – Environment Canterbury’s 10-year plan’ and draft
Long-Term Plan 2021-31 supplementary information. These documents outlined the
activity Council proposed to undertake over the next ten years and how the Council
proposed to pay for the activity. The documents provided the basis for consultation on
Environment Canterbury’s draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31.

4.

From 8 March to 11 April 2021 Environment Canterbury consulted on the draft LongTerm Plan 2021-31. Awareness of the Long-Term Plan was raised through multiple
channels, including:
 an engagement portal that included all the consultation information and an online
submission form. The portal had 25,000 visits during the consultation period.
 a postcard delivered to households across Canterbury (246,000). We also advertised
in print media (regional and local newspapers) and published a regular Chair’s
column in The Star and Canterbury Farming.
 a digital campaign that included social media posts and videos by the Youth Rōpū
members, targeted Facebook adverts, as well as advertising on screens at the Bus
Interchange. Additional advertising included adverts on buses, cinema adverts and
attendance at events and pop-ups.
 emails were sent to 228 stakeholders and 77 residents’ associations or community
groups.
 each library across the region received printed copies of the Consultation Document
and a reference copy of the Supplementary Information at the start of the
consultation. Councillors attended meetings and field day events.
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5.

1295 submissions in total were received.136 of the 1295 submissions were from an
organisation or group. Late submissions, received by 16 April, were accepted by
Council at the first public hearing on 27 April. 148 submitters presented their
submissions to Council over five days (27 and 28 April, and 4, 5 and 6 May).

6.

Following the hearings, at a public Council meeting on 20 May 2021, Council
considered and deliberated on all submissions received.
 Submissions received on the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 are published on
Environment Canterbury’s website and recordings of the public hearings are
available on YouTube.
 A summary of the hearings on the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 is provided in the
minutes of this Council agenda (17 June 2021).
 A full summary of submitter comments with staff notes by consultation topic was
provided in the submissions report attached to the Council meeting agenda on 20
May 2021. The 20 May 2021 Council agenda report ‘4.1 Long-Term Plan 2021-31
deliberations’ includes a summary of relevant submissions and examples of
submissions under each consultation topic.

7.

The minutes of the Council meeting on 20 May 2021, are provided in this Council
agenda. At the meeting, Council resolved to direct the Chief Executive on changes
required to the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 to form the final Long-Term Plan.

8.

Following the deliberations, staff have made changes to the draft Long-Term Plan 202131 based on the resolutions from the 20 May 2021. The final draft Long-Term Plan, with
these changes was audited by Audit NZ from 31 May to 11 June.

Changes to the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31
9.

The draft Long-Term Plan Consultation Document proposed two packages of work Option 1 (Council’s preferred option for consultation) and Option 2.
 Option 1: full package of work to bring about change, and deliver on statutory
requirements, existing commitments and some transformational work programmes.
The cost to deliver this option was $246.54 million plus around $5 million extra to
replenish reserves, with $143 million proposed to be funded by rates, a 24.5%
increase in total rates revenue needed in year 1.
 Option 2: package of work to deliver statutory requirements and existing
commitments. The cost to deliver this option was $240.19 million to deliver plus
around $4million extra for reserve top up, with about $135 million proposed to be
funded by rates, a 18% increase in total rates revenue needed in year 1.

10. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 as directed by Council at the deliberations
meeting is based on Option 1, with specific programmes re-phased or trimmed, and the
funding mechanisms of reserve use and borrowing used to bring the proposed rates
increase down. The cost to deliver the final Long-Term Plan is $243.92 million with
$129 million to be funded from general and targeted rates in year 1. This results in an
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average total rate increase of 12.6% in year one, 18.8% in year two and 4.6% in year
three.
11. The supplementary information provided with the Consultation Document (draft LongTerm Plan 2021-31) was based on Option 1, so changes to Option 1 are noted in this
report.

Summary of portfolio programmes changes
12. Significant changes to programme rate funding are summarised in this report. Financial
summary tables at the back of each portfolio section have been updated to reflect the
changes. Minor changes due to overhead reallocations, labour across programmes and
rounding have not been described in detail.
13. Amendments to the draft Long-Term Plan narrative and levels of service measures and
targets have been made to reflect the changes, and detailed changes are not
described.
Water and Land
14. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 includes the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Water and Land portfolio as per the supplementary information of
the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
 the provision for general rate funding of $115k for Project Manager in year one
onwards is decreased in the Freshwater resilience programme. No impact on
delivery as existing project support will be utilised.
 the targeted rate funding for capital expenditure (CAPEX) for Hekeao Hinds
Managed Aquifer Recharge of $600k in year one, and $1.2m in year two is
decreased to correct an error published in the consultation document regarding
provision for CAPEX in year 1. No impact on delivery.
 the general rate funding of $695k in year one for the Water Data initiative in the
Regional and Strategic Leadership portfolio is transferred to the Monitoring and
understanding our environment programme of the Water and Land portfolio. No
impact on delivery.
 general rate funding for the Canterbury Water Management Strategy (CWMS)
Community Engagement Fund is increased by $250k (in years two and three)
within the working together for Healthy water and land programme to enable zone
committees to implement their Action Plans.
15. Provision for Hekeao Hinds Managed Aquifer Recharge enhancements from year 2 has
been included via a Targeted Rate, noting that further engagement with Te Rūnanga o
Arowhenua and analysis of the role of a range of non-statutory initiatives (including
managed aquifer recharge) is needed to support achievement of the new freshwater
quality standards. This will be considered by the Council’s Natural Environment
Committee.
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16. Level of Service Performance Measure 9.3 has also been amended to delete the words
‘at a minimum’ to read: ‘Ensure aggregated consented entities are managed to meet
GMP.
Biodiversity and Biosecurity
17. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 includes the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Biodiversity and Biosecurity portfolio as per the supplementary
information of the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception of the following:
 $150k of Uniform Annual General Charge (UAGC) funding for Braided River Revival
has been moved from year 1 to year 2. This delays some regional park
maintenance work by one year.
 $300k of general rate funding each year for years 1, 2 and 3 has been moved from
the Priority habitat wetland protection programme to the Leading and partnering for
biodiversity outcomes programme. This has no impact on delivery of the work.
 $300k will be used from reserves in year 1 instead of $300k of 50/50 general and
targeted funding for work in the Regional pest management programme. This has
no impact on the delivery of the work.
 year 1 funding for the Me Uru Rākau programme has been allocated as follows:
o

$400k to QEII National Trust to use to protect high-value, landscape-scale
biodiversity projects in line with Environment Canterbury’s priorities outlined in
the Canterbury Biodiversity Strategy and Long-Term Plan, with priority given to
landowners committing to perpetual legal protection via covenants

o

$150k available to fund a proposed green philanthropy mechanism (should
Council determine to do this), and

o

$450k for Me Uru Rākau programme implementation at a scale that is
deliverable and will provide confidence to ratepayers that the outcomes are
achievable. Level of Service Performance Measure17.1, year one target has
been amended to ‘Engaged communities implementing projects in one priority
ecological catchment.’

o

The Me Uru Rākau funding package will be considered by the Council’s
Natural Environment committee.

Climate Change and Community Resilience
18. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 includes the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Climate Change and Community Resilience Portfolio as per the
supplementary information of the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception
of the following:
 the general rate funding for one of the two new full- time equivalents (FTE) proposed
for the coastal water quality monitoring and investigation work has been moved into
year two. Deferring FTEs will still allow this work to be achieved.
 a net increase in total targeted rate of $79k and an expenditure increase of $136k for
river rating schemes to correct errors in the consultation information and align with
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the River Rating District Committees’ recommendations, with the exception of
Upper Hinds.
19. A minor amendment has been made to Level of Service Performance Measure 22.1 to
align the notification of the review of the Canterbury Regional Coastal Environment Plan
alongside the other Regional Plans in year 4 of the Long-Term Plan rather than year 3.
20. A minor amendment has been made to Level of Service Performance Measure 23.2 to
reflect a change in the method of how Council will measure the number of people who
are engaged in understanding how they can adapt to the effects of climate change.
Air Quality, Transport and Urban Development
21. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 includes the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Air Quality, Transport and Urban Development portfolio as per the
supplementary information of the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception
of the following:
 inclusion of $394k for the Greater Christchurch Spatial Plan by using $197k of the
general reserve in year 1 to fund the Greater Christchurch Spatial Plan and in year
2, fund the $197k for the Greater Christchurch Spatial Plan through $41k of the
general reserve, $58k from general rate and $98k from within the regional transport
programme
 $250k included in year 1 for enhanced bus cleaning. This is new work to continue the
cleaning for buses provided during the COVID-19 response, which was previously
funded by Waka Kotahi NZTA.
 Public Transport reserve increased by $130k from the savings made in the 2020/21
year.
22. Council directed the consideration of a public transport service review through the
Council’s Transport and Urban Development Committee, in particular to investigate
cover in Christchurch where public transport routes have been removed and the use of
MyWay on-demand public transport in Greater Christchurch. This will be managed
within existing budget and no changes have been made to the draft Long-Term Plan
because of this recommendation.
Regional and Strategic Leadership
23. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31 includes the projects and funding for the
programmes in the Regional and Strategic Leadership portfolio as per the
supplementary information of the draft Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, with the exception
of the following:
 a reduction in year 1 funding of $1.1m for the Data for decision making programme
due to the Water Data initiative being transferred to the Water and Land portfolio,
and the delay of the start of three new data initiatives to year 2. These initiatives
are innovative data solutions, data sharing and citizen science.
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 $100k of general rate funding in year 1 has moved from the Tuia partnership
programme to the Engagement and Influence programme to better reflect
allocation of staff resources. This has no impact on delivery of this work.
 reduction of year 1 general rates funding for the Governance and advisory services
programme of $1.4m. This includes a decrease of $1.7m due to the use of
reserves funding instead of general rate funding (Council has unbudgeted rates
revenue for the 2020/21 year due to an increased number of properties and
increased Capital Values across the region), and a $300k increase in expenditure,
which includes funding for the new Office of the Chief Executive and the Chair.
 reduction of year 1 general rate funding of approximately $700k for the Investing for
the future programme that had been allocated to investigate a Council Controlled
Trading Organisation (CCTO), establishing green philanthropy options and creation
of a fundraiser role. Council is exploring alternative funding mechanisms to support
its strategic direction – if Council chooses at a later date to investigate
establishment of a CCTO, funding can be sought through a future annual plan
process. Council has retained the option of pursuing a green philanthropy
mechanism by using up to $150k of funding allocated to the Me Uru Rākau
programme in year 1, and $100k in years 2 and 3.
 displacing year 1 general rate funding of $1.3m for the Leading regional planning,
consents and compliance programme with the use of $1.3m of reserves due to
forecasted unbudgeted rates revenue for 2021/22 (see above)
 increase of $450k of general rate funding each year for years 1, 2 and 3 for the
Leading regional planning, consents and compliance programme to better
understand dust issues associated with quarries through increased monitoring and
working with communities in Greater Christchurch.
24. Levels of Service Performance Measures 39.3 and 39.4 have been amended to reflect
the above decisions.

Summary of financial changes
25. Borrowing for up to $6.237 million in year 1 to cover initial funding needed for the
planning programme of work (Regional Policy Statement, Coastal and Freshwater) has
been factored into the Long-Term Plan and repayments and will be included in the
Water and Land portfolio from year 1. This does not require the Treasury policy to be
changed.
26. There is no rates levy to replenish reserves other than the exceptions noted in
deliberations (note resolutions 17 in minutes). The exception is to replenish the civil
defence reserve. This means some reserves such as Flood Protection/Catchment
Reserve, General Reserve, and Pest Management Reserve will remain below policy
level.
27. Allowances for use of some reserves has been incorporated, including for public
transport (resolution 17.2) to enable some work to take place without the same need for
rates revenue.
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28. In the consultation process, changes to what activities and services Council currently
charge a Uniform Annual Charge for were proposed. The Uniform Annual General
Charge (UAGC) was estimated at $43.51 (including GST) plus Civil Defence UAC of
$14.68 based on the model consulted on and the agreed assumptions about
programmes being funded by UAGC.
29. Through the deliberations, the assumptions around the activities to be included as part
of the UAGC did not change. Council ultimately resolved to keep the UAGC at that
estimated level, which represented 9.8% of total rates. After applying the final LongTerm Plan financials this results in a Uniform Annual General Charge of $36.71
(including GST) plus Civil Defence UAC of $14.42 ie around $51.13 applied to each
property (rateable unit) in the region, which represents 9.7% of total rates..

Strategy and Policy changes
30. No significant changes have been made to the Fees and Charges Policy, Treasury
Policy, Financial Strategy, Development Contributions or Financial Contributions Policy,
Policy on the Remission and Postponement of Rate on Māori Freehold Land, Rates
Remission Policy, Rates Postponement Policy and the Engagement, Significance and
Māori Participation Policy.
31. Minor changes to make appropriate updates to financial information and narrative have
been made in the Revenue and Financing Policy, Financial Strategy and Infrastructure
Strategy. Changes have also been made to the financial information including the
detailed rates information.

Cost, compliance and communication
32. Following the flooding events in Canterbury at the end of May, a disclosure has been
added to the Long-Term Plan under challenges and opportunities for the region. A
disclosure has also been included to acknowledge information from Waka Kotahi NZ
Transport Agency that funding constraints may impact some public transport
programmes. Any changes required to the Long-Term Plan, for example as a result of
the May 2021 Canterbury flooding events, funding programmes or new government
direction will be considered through the usual annual plan processes.
33. Section 100(1) of the Local Government Act 2002 requires that a Council ensures that
each year’s projected operating revenues are set at a level sufficient to meet that year’s
projected operating expenses – that is, that the Council sets a balanced budget.
34. However, section 100(2) of the Act allows a Council to set projected operating revenues
at a level that is not sufficient to meet its operating expenses where the Council
resolves that it is “financially prudent” to do so, having regard to four factors, set out in
section 100(2)(a) to (d). Those four factors are:
 the estimated expenses of achieving and maintaining the predicted levels of service
provision set out in the Long-Term Plan, including the estimated expenses
associated with maintaining the service capacity and integrity of assets throughout
their useful life;
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the projected revenue available to fund the estimated expenses associated with
maintaining the service capacity and integrity of assets throughout their useful life;

 the equitable allocation of responsibility for funding the provision and maintenance of
assets and facilities throughout their useful life; and


the Council’s funding and financial policies.

35. The Council has a balanced budget in Years 2-10, however in Year 1 being the 2021/22
financial year the projected operating revenues are not set at a level sufficient to meet
that year’s projected operating expenses.
36. For the reasons set out below, it is considered financially prudent to set the projected
operating revenue at that level. Those reasons are:
 The first factor is addressed as follows: there is no expected impact on the levels of
service provision, including maintaining the service capacity, revenue, maintenance
and integrity of the assets through-out their useful life;
 Factors two and three are addressed as follows: the Council is incorporating debt
funding for the Freshwater Regulatory Framework programme, and reserve use in
some programmes in 2021/22. The debt funding will be repaid over the ten-year life
of the plan. The use of borrowing meets the Treasury Policy criteria (natural
capital). The use of debt and reserves contributes to the equitable allocation of
responsibility for funding these programmes. It also smooths the projected rate
increase out from year 1 to address affordability concerns raised by the community
during consultation; and
 In terms of the fourth factor, council funding and financial policies have been
reviewed.

Risk assessment and legal compliance
37. The Local Government Act 2002 sets out the requirements and process for Council’s
Long-Term Plan. A long-term plan must be adopted before the commencement of the
first year to which it relates, and continues in force until the close of the third
consecutive year to which it relates. The Council risks contravening the Local
Government Act 2002 if the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 is not adopted before 1 July 2021.
38. Throughout the Long-Term Plan process, staff have worked to ensure that the process
has complied with the various legal requirements, particularly those under the Local
Government Act 2002. The final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31, including the changes
made as a result of the deliberations has been audited. Audit have not identified any
significant issues with the final draft Long-Term Plan 2021-31. The independent Auditor
report will be included in the final Long-Term Plan 2021-31.
39. Changes to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 have incorporated staff advice on delivery
risks and several programmes have been rescoped or deferred to smooth the plan and
enhance ability to deliver anticipated outcomes. Environment Canterbury’s
performance in delivering the Long-Term Plan will be reported quarterly and any plan
adjustments will be considered in the subsequent Annual Plans.
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Significance and engagement
40. A special consultative procedure was carried out in accordance with the Local
Government Act 2002. Changes to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 for adoption do not
digress significantly from what was consulted on with the community.
41. The revised Environment Canterbury Engagement, Significance and Māori Participation
Policy is included in the Long-Term Plan 2021-31.

Communication
42. Following adoption of the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 we will send out a media release,
email newsletters, share the outcome and key messages on the engagement portal,
update website content and send hard copies of the plan to all libraries in the region.
43. Submitters will be contacted from mid-July to inform them of the outcomes of the LongTerm Plan consultation and deliberations.

Next steps
 Council resolve to set the rates for year one of the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 (202122). Next in this Council meeting agenda is the rates resolution.
 Following adoption of the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 and setting of the rates for year
one of the Long-Term Plan, the plan will be effective from 1 July 2021.
 The final Long-Term Plan 2021-31 and associated material will be uploaded to
Environment Canterbury’s website within one month of the adoption date.

Attachments
Nil

File reference

[SharePoint link for this paper]

Legal review

Catherine Schache

Peer reviewers

Adrienne Lomax
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8.2. Setting the Rates 2021/22

Council Report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Catherine McMillian, Acting Chief Financial Officer

Responsible Director

Katherine Trought, Acting Director Finance & Corporate Services

Purpose
To enable Canterbury Regional Council to set the draft rates for the 2021/22 financial year
following the adoption of the 2021/22 Long Term Plan. The Council now needs to formally adopt
the rates resolution setting the rates for the period 1 July 2021 to 30 June 2022.

Value proposition
Rates are required to be set in order to be legitimately levied on the community so that the
Council's activities can be funded.

Recommendations
1.

Resolves: to
Appoint under Section 53(1) of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002
those territorial authorities set out in resolutions XX - XX2 to collect
rates on behalf of Council in instalments on the due dates set out in resolution
XX and to apply the penalties on unpaid rates set out alongside their names in
Resolutions XX1 and XX2. Noting that the rates collected by Mackenzie District
Council include the rates in relation to that part of the Waitaki District
that is in the Canterbury Regional Council boundary); and
b) Delegate under Section 27 of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 to
those territorial authorities the function of keeping and maintaining a
rating information database and rates records.
a)

2. Delegates authority pursuant to the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 to the
Chief Executive, Director Finance and Corporate Services and the Chief
Financial Officer (any one of them acting alone) to:
a) apply penalties stated under resolution XX1 - XX2 and YY2 - YY3 on unpaid
rates
in accordance with Sections 57 and 58, and
b) approve applications for rates postponement and rates remissions in
accordance with Council’s policy, and
c) carry out all other functions permissible under the Act that are not
required to be a Council responsibility.
3. Resolves to approve the delegation for the Director Finance and Corporate
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Services to sign the Rating collection and District Valuation Data agreements with
Environment Canterbury territorial authorities to continue to collect Environment
Canterbury rates on its behalf.

4 Resolves that pursuant to the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002 that in
accordance with Canterbury Regional Council’s 2021-31 Long Term Plan and the
Funding Impact Statement:
A) to set the rates (including GST) as set out in sections a to bl below on rating
units in the region for the financial year commencing 1 July 2021 ending on 30
June 2022.
B) that the due dates for payment in accordance as set out in sections XX and
YY1 below with Sections 24 Local Government (Rating) Act 2002, and
C) apply penalties on unpaid rates as set out in sections XX1 to XX2 and YY2 to
YY3 below in accordance with Sections 57 and 58 Local Government (Rating) Act
2002 on rating units in the region for the financial year commencing 1 July 2021
ending on 30 June 2022.
a) That a Uniform Annual General Charge (Fixed Rate) be set, for all rateable
land at $36.71 per rating unit as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$36.71

fixed amount per rating Unit

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Uniform Annual General Charge
Canterbury region

10,197,949

b) That the general rate is set for all rateable land based upon capital value. The
Council has used projected values to arrive at capital values for each territorial authority
area.
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

Kaikōura

$42.97

per $100,000 Capital Value

703,635

Hurunui

$40.76

per $100,000 Capital Value

3,043,872

Waimakariri

$40.18

per $100,000 Capital Value

6,984,131

Christchurch

$41.20

per $100,000 Capital Value

44,833,271

Selwyn

$39.91

per $100,000 Capital Value

9,767,015

Ashburton

$38.52

per $100,000 Capital Value

7,331,461

Timaru

$39.43

per $100,000 Capital Value

5,749,102

Mackenzie

$39.51

per $100,000 Capital Value

1,947,882

Waimate

$39.63

per $100,000 Capital Value

1,926,812

Waitaki

$37.73

per $100,000 Capital Value

948,373

General Rate
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c) That Passenger Transport Services targeted rates be set differentially based on location at a
rate in the dollar or at a fixed rate amount per rating unit as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT
$

Targeted Public Passenger Transport Services Rate
Kaikōura (Kaikoura Township Urban Area under the
Kaikōura Vehicle Trust)
Christchurch – City (Christchurch
and Lyttelton Urban Areas excluding
the Kainga defined area)
Christchurch – Kainga defined area
Christchurch – all properties under the Governors Bay
Community Vehicle Trust
Ashburton (Ashburton and Tinwald
urban area for Total Mobility only)
Timaru – City (Timaru and
Washdyke Urban areas)
Timaru – all properties under the Geraldine Community
Vehicle Trust
Timaru –Temuka urban area

$0.73

per $100,000 Capital
Value

5,007

$27.71

per $100,000 Capital
Value

28,754,442

$5.72
$2.22
$0.98
$23.19
$3.92
$1.44

Mackenzie – Twizel and Tekapo urban areas under the
$0.60
Twizel-Tekapo Community Vehicle Trust)
Mackenzie – Tekapo urban area under the Twizel-Tekapo
$0.21
Community Vehicle Trust
Mackenzie – Fairlie urban areas for the Fairlie Community
$2.54
Vehicle Trust
Waimate – Waimate Township
$1.84
urban area for the Total Mobility only
Uniform Targeted Public Passenger Transport Services Rate
Hurunui – all properties under the
$5.50
Cheviot Vehicle Trust
Hurunui – all properties under the Culverden Community
$8.17
Vehicle Trust
Hurunui – all properties under the Amberley Community
$1.51
Vehicle Trust
Hurunui – all properties under the Hawarden Waikari
$6.41
Community Vehicle Trust
Waimakariri – Urban areas of
Rangiora, Kaiapoi, Woodend and
$141.48
Pegasus.
Waimakariri – all Rural areas of Waimakariri excluding Lees
$20.71
Valley
Waimakariri – Waikuku Beach urban areas

$32.49

Selwyn – Urban areas of Rolleston, Prebbleton, Springston
and Burnham Camp

$137.06

Selwyn – all Rural areas of Selwyn

$17.16

Selwyn – the urban areas of Darfield, West Melton and
Kirwee
Selwyn – the urban areas of Leeston, Doyleston and
Southbridge
Selwyn– all properties under the Ellesmere Community
Vehicle Trust)
Selwyn – all properties under the Malvern Community
Vehicle Trust)

$20.79
$56.76
$2.40
$0.93

Ashburton – all properties under the Mid-Canterbury

$1.17

Timaru – all properties under the Pleasant Point Community
Vehicle Trust

$3.83
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per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
per $100,000 Capital
Value
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit

57,624
6,008
34,046
1,419,930
29,743
9,012
5,304
1,706
5,007
8,762

5,007
5,007
5,007
5,007
2,270,692
199,535
14,911
1,811,397
229,301
53,720
83,041
6,509
5,007
5,007
5,007
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Waimate – all properties under the Waitaki Community
Vehicle Trust
Waitaki – all properties under the Waitaki Community Vehicle
Trust

$3.38
$3.38

fixed amount per rating
Unit
fixed amount per rating
Unit

527
4,479

d) That Greater Christchurch Transport and Urban Development targeted rates be set
differentially based on location for a rate in the dollar based on capital value as set out in the
table below on all properties within the Territorial Authorities listed:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Targeted GC Transport & Development Rate
Waimakariri
Christchurch
Selwyn

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$0.39
$0.40
$0.39

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

67,513
433,390
94,415

e) That Air Quality targeted rates be set differentially based on location for a rate in the dollar
based on capital value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT
$

Targeted Air Quality
Rate
Waimakariri urban areas of Rangiora and Kaiapoi
Christchurch City area north of the Port Hills
Ashburton urban areas of Ashburton and Tinwald
Timaru and Geraldine urban areas
Waimate township urban
area

$1.19
$1.21
$1.14
$1.16

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

91,015
1,208,903
42,509
74,193

$1.17

per $100,000 Capital Value

6,832

f) That Air Quality Heating Assistance targeted rates be set differentially based on location
for a rate
in the dollar on capital value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Air Quality Heating Assistance Rate
Timaru urban area

$0.81

per $100,000 Capital
Value

46,000

g) That a Voluntary Clean Heat Loan targeted rate be set based on the provision or
availability of service for different categories of land at different fixed amounts as set out in
the table below:
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TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Voluntary Targeted Clean Heat Loan Rate
Loan Advanced - Band A:
the provision of service to
1800 to 2000
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band B:
the provision of service to
2000 to 2200
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band C:
the provision of service to
2200 to 2400
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band D:
the provision of service to
2400 to 2600
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band E:
the provision of service to
2600 to 2800
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band F:
the provision of service to
2800 to 3000
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band G:
the provision of service to
3000 to 3200
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band H:
the provision of service to
3200 to 3400
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band I:
the provision of service to
3400 to 3600
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band J:
the provision of service to
3600 to 3800
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band K:
the provision of service to
3800 to 4000
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band L:
the provision of service to
4000 to 4200
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band M:
the provision of service to
4200 to 4400
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band N:
the provision of service to
4400 to 4600
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band O:
the provision of service to
4600 to 4800
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band P:
the provision of service to
4800 to 5000
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band Q:
the provision of service to
5000 to 5200
the rating unit
Loan Advanced - Band R:
the provision of service to
5200
the rating unit

RATE

$180.00
$200.00
$220.00
$240.00
$260.00
$280.00
$300.00
$320.00
$340.00
$360.00
$380.00
$400.00
$420.00
$440.00
$460.00
$480.00
$500.00
$520.00

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit
the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

180
0
220
480
0
0
300
320
0
360
1,140
1,600
420
440
920
3,360
1,500
5,720

h) That a Voluntary Healthier Homes Canterbury Receivables targeted rate be set based
on the extent of provision of service to the rating unit as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE CATEGORIES
OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the
following targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Voluntary Targeted Healthier Homes Canterbury Receivables Rate
Receivable Advanced - Band the provision of service to
$66.68
H06: 500 to 600
the rating unit

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

67

Receivable Advanced - Band
H07: 600 to 700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$77.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

311

Receivable Advanced - Band
H10: 800 to 900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$100.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

300
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Receivable Advanced - Band
H11: 900 to 1000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$111.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

556

Receivable Advanced - Band
H12: 1100 to 1200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$122.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

733

Receivable Advanced - Band
H13: 1200 to 1300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$133.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

800

Receivable Advanced - Band
H14: 1300 to 1400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$144.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

578

Receivable Advanced - Band
H15: 1400 to 1500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$155.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

311

Receivable Advanced - Band
H16: 1500 to 1600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$166.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,000

Receivable Advanced - Band
H17: 1600 to 1700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$177.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,778

Receivable Advanced - Band
H18: 1700 to 1800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$188.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

756

Receivable Advanced - Band
H20: 1800 to 1900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$200.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,000

Receivable Advanced - Band
H21: 1900 to 2000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$211.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,267

Receivable Advanced - Band
H22: 2000 to 2100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$222.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,111

Receivable Advanced - Band
H23: 2100 to 2200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$233.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,167

Receivable Advanced - Band
H24: 2200 to 2300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$244.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

4,155

Receivable Advanced - Band
H25: 2300 to 2400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$255.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,789

Receivable Advanced - Band
H26: 2400 to 2500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$266.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

2,400

Receivable Advanced - Band
H27: 2500 to 2600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$277.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,389

Receivable Advanced - Band
H28: 2600 to 2700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$288.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

2,311

Receivable Advanced - Band
H30: 2700 to 2800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$300.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

2,700

Receivable Advanced - Band
H31: 2800 to 2900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$311.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

2,178

Receivable Advanced - Band
H32: 2900 to 3000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$322.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

2,256

Receivable Advanced - Band
H33: 3000 to 3100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$333.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,333

Receivable Advanced - Band
H34: 3100 to 3200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$344.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,855

Receivable Advanced - Band
H35: 3200 to 3300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$355.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

3,200

Receivable Advanced - Band
H36: 3300 to 3400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$366.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,134

Receivable Advanced - Band
H37: 3400 to 3500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$377.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

7,933

Receivable Advanced - Band
H38: 3500 to 3600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$388.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,444

Receivable Advanced - Band
H40: 3600 to 3700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$400.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,600

Receivable Advanced - Band
H41: 3700 to 3800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$411.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

12,334
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Receivable Advanced - Band
H42: 3800 to 3900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$422.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

13,089

Receivable Advanced - Band
H43: 3900 to 4000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$433.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,533

Receivable Advanced - Band
H44: 4000 to 4100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$444.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

11,555

Receivable Advanced - Band
H45: 4100 to 4200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$455.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,567

Receivable Advanced - Band
H46: 4200 to 4300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$466.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,600

Receivable Advanced - Band
H47: 4300 to 4400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$477.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

6,211

Receivable Advanced - Band
H48: 4400 to 4500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$488.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

10,266

Receivable Advanced - Band
H50: 4500 to 4600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$500.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,000

Receivable Advanced - Band
H51: 4600 to 4700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$511.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,111

Receivable Advanced - Band
H52: 4700 to 4800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$522.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

8,356

Receivable Advanced - Band
H53: 4800 to 4900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$533.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

8,000

Receivable Advanced - Band
H54: 4900 to 5000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$544.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,255

Receivable Advanced - Band
H55: 5000 to 5100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$555.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

8,333

Receivable Advanced - Band
H56: 5100 to 5200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$566.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,067

Receivable Advanced - Band
H57: 5200 to 5300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$577.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

10,400

Receivable Advanced - Band
H58: 5300 to 5400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$588.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

4,711

Receivable Advanced - Band
H60: 5400 to 5500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$600.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

12,600

Receivable Advanced - Band
H61: 5500 to 5600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$611.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,778

Receivable Advanced - Band
H62: 5600 to 5700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$622.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

7,467

Receivable Advanced - Band
H63: 5700 to 5800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$633.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

7,600

Receivable Advanced - Band
H64: 5800 to 5900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$644.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,156

Receivable Advanced - Band
H65: 5900 to 6000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$655.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,900

Receivable Advanced - Band
H66: 6000 to 6100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$666.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

13,334

Receivable Advanced - Band
H67: 6100 to 6200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$677.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

8,811

Receivable Advanced - Band
H68: 6200 to 6300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$688.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

13,778

Receivable Advanced - Band
H70: 6300 to 6400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$700.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

15,400

Receivable Advanced - Band
H71: 6400 to 6500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$711.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

11,378

Receivable Advanced - Band
H72: 6500 to 6600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$722.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

13,000
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Receivable Advanced - Band
H73: 6600 to 6700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$733.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

21,266

Receivable Advanced - Band
H74: 6700 to 6800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$744.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

8,933

Receivable Advanced - Band
H75: 6800 to 6900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$755.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

9,822

Receivable Advanced - Band
H76: 6900 to 7000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$766.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

16,867

Receivable Advanced - Band
H77: 7000 to 7100

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$777.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

12,444

Receivable Advanced - Band
H78: 7100 to 7200

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$788.88

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

12,622

Receivable Advanced - Band
H80: 7200 to 7300

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$800.00

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

11,200

Receivable Advanced - Band
H81: 7300 to 7400

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$811.12

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

15,411

Receivable Advanced - Band
H82: 7400 to 7500

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$822.24

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

11,511

Receivable Advanced - Band
H83: 7500 to 7600

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$833.32

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

26,666

Receivable Advanced - Band
H84: 7600 to 7700

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$844.44

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

50,666

Receivable Advanced - Band
H85: 7700 to 7800

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$855.56

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

44,489

Receivable Advanced - Band
H86: 7800 to 7900

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$866.68

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

64,134

Receivable Advanced - Band
H87: 7900 to 8000

the provision of service to
the rating unit

$877.76

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

43,888

i) That Uniform Civil Defence Emergency Management targeted rates be set as at a
uniform fixed amount per rating unit as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Uniform Targeted Civil Defence Emergency
Management Rate
Canterbury Region excluding Waitaki

$14.42

fixed amount per rating
Unit

3,977,956

j) That Regional Environmental Infrastructure Local targeted rates be set at a rate in the
dollar on capital value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the follow ing targeted rates:

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Selwyn-Waihora Regional Environmental Infrastructure Rate
Christchurch

$1.78

per $100,000 Capital Value

28,856

Selwyn

$1.73

per $100,000 Capital Value

414,820

$3.99

per $100,000 Capital Value

7,362

Lower A

$15.97

per $100,000 Capital Value

676,490

Lower B

$15.97

per $100,000 Capital Value

192,253

Targeted Hinds Regional Environmental Infrastructure Rate
Ashburton
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k) That a Rabbit Pest Control targeted rate be set differentially based on location for
different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Rabbit Pest Control Rate
Banks Peninsula Rabbit Rating District
Negligible
where the land is situated
Low Plains
where the land is situated
Moderate
where the land is situated

RATE

$0.23
$0.31
$1.04

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land

3,725
14,902
18,627

l) That Pest-free Banks Peninsula targeted rates be set differentially based on location at a
rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Targeted Differential Rate
Christchurch
Selwyn

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$4.85
$4.74

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $
271,083
7,637

m) That Pest-free Banks Peninsula targeted rates be set at a rate per hectare of land as
set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Uniform Targeted Rate
Christchurch
Selwyn

RATE

$0.83
$0.83

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land

66,028
3,651

n) That Pest Management Targeted rates be set at a rate in the dollar on land value using
projected values or a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table below:
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TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Targeted Pest Management Rate
Kaikōura
Hurunui
Waimakariri
Christchurch
Selwyn
Ashburton
Timaru
Mackenzie
Waimate
Waitaki
Targeted Pest Management Rate
Kaikōura
Hurunui
Waimakariri
Christchurch
Selwyn
Ashburton
Timaru
Mackenzie
Waimate
Waitaki

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$6.31
$6.26
$6.15
$6.16
$6.03
$5.74
$5.71
$6.22
$5.83
$5.41

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

33,705
251,871
275,766
122,368
474,217
645,448
230,780
98,397
173,477
45,455

$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20
$0.20

per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land
per Hectare of Land

17,675
119,784
34,046
16,996
77,299
82,003
41,361
81,659
63,798
53,251

o) That Catchment Works and Services targeted rates be set differentially based on location
at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Targeted Catchment Works and Services Rate
Kaikōura
Hurunui
Waimakariri
Christchurch
Selwyn
Ashburton
Timaru
Mackenzie
Waimate
Waitaki

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$5.18
$0.71
$1.01
$0.35
$0.98
$1.24
$2.38
$1.61
$2.29
$0.41

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

84,811
53,189
175,881
382,475
241,817
236,678
347,117
79,235
111,428
10,341

p) That a Little River Wairewa Catchment Works targeted rate be set at a uniform fixed
amount per rating unit as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE LAND
Subcategorised as the following targeted rates:
Little River Wairewa Rating District
Class A
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RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$83.21

fixed amount per rating Unit

35,363
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q) That a Waimakariri Eyre Cust Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based
on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waimakariri Eyre Cust Rating District
Class A (Christchurch)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class A (Waimakariri)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class B (Selwyn)
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$2.59
$1.73
$0.69
$0.52
$0.35
$0.17
$2.53
$1.69
$0.68
$0.51
$0.34
$0.17
$1.67
$0.67
$0.50
$0.33
$0.17

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

11,620
25,468
38,574
454,580
1,198
12,623
69,592
42,153
2,774
3,181
4,542
4,889
571
733
1,564
9,137
6,702

r) That a Waimakariri Flood Protection Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set
out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waimakariri Flood Protection Project
Class A (Christchurch)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class A (Waimakariri)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class A (Selwyn)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
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situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$0.81
$0.16
$0.79
$0.16
$0.78
$0.16

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

771,573
11,728
23,611
12,138
25,386
6,032
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s) That an Ashley River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Ashley River Rating District
Class A
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is
Class U3
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$20.76
$13.84
$10.38
$5.54
$8.30
$8.30
$8.30

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

132,337
26,113
53,635
325
334,901
57,726
59,861

t) That a Selwyn River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on location
for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Selwyn River Rating District
Class A
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$70.06
$63.05
$56.04
$42.03
$28.02
$10.51
$63.05
$28.02

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

45,854
81,908
22,503
30,299
22,660
9,837
4,730
739

u) That a Lake Ellesmere Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

137 of 215

table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lake Ellesmere Rating District
Class A (Christchurch)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class A (Selwyn)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class E
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$69.74
$58.12
$37.20
$9.30
$4.65
$67.42
$56.18
$35.96
$4.49

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

9,928
1,434
2,485
779
376
43,175
10,852
56,156
7,091

v) That an Ashburton Rivers Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Ashburton Rivers Rating District
Class AA
where the land is
Class AB
where the land is
Class AL
where the land is
Class BL
where the land is
Class CL
where the land is
Class DL
where the land is
Class EL
where the land is
Class FL
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class AU
where the land is
Class BU
where the land is
Class CU
where the land is
Class DU
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$44.43
$41.70
$38.97
$27.48
$20.66
$13.84
$6.82
$2.34
$3.70
$228.99
$137.45
$91.54
$68.58

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

29,025
31,331
212,227
13,747
67,493
42,185
12,811
4,353
114,246
22,395
114,288
2,709
217

w) That a Prices Valley Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based
on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
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the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Prices Valley Drainage District
Class A
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$210.71
$56.19
$28.09
$14.05

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

1,193
168
185
174

x) That a Sefton Ashley Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Sefton Ashley Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$21.10
$10.55

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

12,909
3,194

y) That a Lower Hinds River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Hinds River Rating District
Class Main
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$14.84

per $100,000 Capital Value

77,509

z) That an Upper Hinds River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Upper Hinds River Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$54.92
$49.43
$10.98

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

34,358
43,366
3,943

aa) That an Orari-Waihi-Temuka Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based
on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
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the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Orari-Waihi-Temuka Rating District
Class A
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$100.02
$70.01
$46.68
$23.34
$10.00
$3.33

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

42,219
109,491
261,134
260,486
77,055
20,201

ab) That an Opihi River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Opihi River Rating District
Class A (Timaru)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is
Class U3
where the land is
Class U4
where the land is
Class U4A
where the land is
Class B (Mackenzie)
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U3
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$97.27
$92.41
$72.95
$53.50
$19.45
$6.81
$97.27
$38.91
$19.45
$6.81
$13.62
$92.56
$73.07
$53.59
$19.49
$6.82
$19.49

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

43,131
108,902
143,451
17,139
40,685
32,058
9,055
17,780
5,047
3,997
9,795
15,176
123,978
2,056
14,449
71,669
31,744

ac) That a Lower Pareora River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based
on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
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the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Pareora River Rating District
Class A (Timaru)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is
Class B (Waimate)
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$142.72
$107.04
$71.36
$42.81
$21.41
$7.14
$85.63
$14.27
$107.43
$71.62
$42.97
$21.49
$7.16

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

1,851
3,832
20,595
3,419
1,096
726
28,990
6,670
20,562
12,521
9,009
5,918
972

ad) That a Kapua Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Kapua Drainage District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$189.51
$94.75

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

876
560

ae) That a Lower Waitaki River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Waitaki River Rating District
Class A (Waitaki)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class A (Waimate)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$90.49
$45.25
$45.25
$94.78
$47.39

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

36,322
11,107
1,873
99,519
42,669

af) That a Waiau River-Bourne Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
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table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waiau River-Bourne Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$3,767.41

per $100,000 Capital Value

21,851

ag) That a Waiau River-Rotherham Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set
out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waiau River-Rotherham Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$394.64
$256.52

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

2,940
33,855

ah) That a Waiau Township Area Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waiau Township Area Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$74.70

per $100,000 Capital Value

58,395

ai) That a Kaikōura River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Kaikōura River Rating District
Class A
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is
Class U3
where the land is
Class U4
where the land is
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situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$87.83
$52.70
$35.13
$21.96
$17.57
$8.78
$87.83
$21.96
$13.17
$8.78

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

229,152
3,743
1,589
1,864
8,966
13,458
41,133
2,073
19,848
34,710
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aj) That a Kowai River - Leithfield Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based
on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Kowai River - Leithfield Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$5.27

per $100,000 Capital Value

6,094

ak) That a North Kowai River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
North Kowai Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$25.68
$12.84

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

4,049
2,681

al) That a Conway River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Conway River Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$684.04

per $100,000 Capital Value

7,199

am) That a Sefton Town Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Sefton Town Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$30.23

per $100,000 Capital Value

an) That a Washdyke Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on location
for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on capital value as set out in the table
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2,298

below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Washdyke Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

$53.39
$32.03

per $100,000 Capital Value
per $100,000 Capital Value

43,791
22,909

ao) That a Halswell River Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set
out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Halswell River Drainage District
Class B (Christchurch)
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class A (Selwyn)
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class E
where the land is
Class F
where the land is
Class U1
where the land is
Class U2
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

RATE

$62.00
$43.76
$29.18
$4.38
$10.94
$72.17
$61.35
$43.30
$28.87
$4.33
$10.83
$72.17
$14.43

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

212,927
48,930
20,478
10,807
12,734
15,258
192,108
130,231
18,919
28,969
11,767
33,892
9,001

ap) That a North Rakaia River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
North Rakaia River Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

RATE

$257.68

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value

105,802

aq) That a Rangitata River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the
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table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Rangitata River Rating District
Class A
where the land is
Class B
where the land is
Class C
where the land is
Class D
where the land is
Class AA
where the land is

situated
situated
situated
situated
situated

RATE

$117.64
$70.58
$47.05
$23.53
$1,399.86

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

219,962
57,403
19,845
6,550
6,761

ar) That a Staveley Storm Channel Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set
out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Staveley Storm Channel Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated

RATE

$5.27
$4.22
$1.58

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

458
284
119

as) That an Upper Chatterton & Hanmer West Catchment Works targeted rate be set
differentially based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land
value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Upper Chatterton & Hanmer West Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated
Class D
where the land is situated
Class U
where the land is situated

RATE

$30.13
$19.37
$12.91
$36.59
$59.18

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

1,957
1,191
3,018
18,934
6,720

at) That a Makikihi River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the
table below:
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TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Makikihi River Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated

RATE

$55.18
$22.07
$5.52

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

1,475
124
42

au) That a Dry Creek Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on location
for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Dry Creek Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated
Class C
where the land is situated

RATE

$39.69
$27.79
$5.95

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

6,406
4,889
1,126

av) That a Lower Pahau River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land value as set out in the
table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Pahau River Rating District
Class A
where the land is situated

RATE

$204.09

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value

9,186

aw) That a Waihao-Wainono Flood & Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set
differentially based on location for different categories of land at a rate in the dollar on land
value as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waihao-Wainono Flood & Drainage District
Class A
where the land is situated
Class B
where the land is situated

RATE

$115.74
$15.05

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

per $100,000 Land Value
per $100,000 Land Value

104,079
8,617

ax) That a Lower Hurunui Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
below:
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TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Hurunui Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$9.12

per Hectare of Land

3,563

ay) That a Lower Flats Groyne Waiau Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Flats Groyne Waiau Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$10.80

per Hectare of Land

3,310

az) That a Lyndon Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on location for
different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lyndon Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$29.26

per Hectare of Land

527

Class B

where the land is situated

$17.56

per Hectare of Land

790

Class C

where the land is situated

$12.87

per Hectare of Land

72

ba) That a Waiau River Spotswood Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Waiau River Spotswood Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$43.87

per Hectare of Land

10,528

Class B

where the land is situated

$39.48

per Hectare of Land

1,046
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bb) That a Pahau River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially Based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Pahau River Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$2.00

per Hectare of Land

498

Class B

where the land is situated

$1.83

per Hectare of Land

508

Class C

where the land is situated

$1.19

per Hectare of Land

244

Class D

where the land is situated

$0.76

per Hectare of Land

169

Class E

where the land is situated

$0.71

per Hectare of Land

133

bc) That a Lower Rakaia River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Rakaia River Rating District
Class A (Ashburton)

where the land is situated

$406.31

per Hectare of Land

6,042

Class B

where the land is situated

$20.32

per Hectare of Land

7,430

Class C

where the land is situated

$16.25

per Hectare of Land

6,556

Class D

where the land is situated

$12.19

per Hectare of Land

6,877

Class E

where the land is situated

$8.13

per Hectare of Land

1,669

Class B (Selwyn)

where the land is situated

$20.32

per Hectare of Land

31,432

Class C

where the land is situated

$16.25

per Hectare of Land

5,380

Class D

where the land is situated

$12.19

per Hectare of Land

1,420

Class E

where the land is situated

$8.13

per Hectare of Land

5,243

Class F

where the land is situated

$4.06

per Hectare of Land

366
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bd) That an Ashburton-Hinds Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially
based on location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in
the table below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Ashburton-Hinds Drainage District
Class A

where the land is situated

$9.68

per Hectare of Land

122,301

Class B

where the land is situated

$6.78

per Hectare of Land

32,732

Class C

where the land is situated

$4.84

per Hectare of Land

24,545

Class D

where the land is situated

$2.90

per Hectare of Land

4,497

Class E

where the land is situated

$1.94

per Hectare of Land

6,346

Class F

where the land is situated

$0.97

per Hectare of Land

4,287

Class U1

where the land is situated

$37.70

per Hectare of Land

6,561

be) That a Seadown Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Seadown Drainage District
Class A

where the land is situated

$88.08

per Hectare of Land

34,139

Class B

where the land is situated

$52.85

per Hectare of Land

23,534

Class C

where the land is situated

$17.62

per Hectare of Land

9,477

Class D

where the land is situated

$8.81

per Hectare of Land

791

bf) That an Otaio River Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
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below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Otaio River Rating District
Class A

where the land is situated

$75.95

per Hectare of Land

29,072

Class B

where the land is situated

$30.38

per Hectare of Land

4,141

bg) That a Kaikōura Drainage Catchment Works targeted rate be set differentially based on
location for different categories of land at a rate per hectare of land as set out in the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Kaikōura Drainage District
Class A

where the land is situated

$32.95

per Hectare of Land

43,005

Class B

where the land is situated

$16.47

per Hectare of Land

1,029

Class C

where the land is situated

$9.88

per Hectare of Land

824

bh) That a Lower Makikihi River Catchment Works targeted rate be set per the table
below:
TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Lower Makikihi River Rating District
Class A (prorated)

bi)

where the land is situated

$18.06

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,806

That a Esk Valley Catchment Works targeted rate be set per the table below:

TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

CALCULATION BASIS

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Esk Valley Rating District
Class A (prorated)
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$6.67

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

667
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bj)

That a Mount Harding Creek Catchment Works targeted rate be set per the table below:

TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Mount Harding Creek Rating District
Class A (prorated)

bk)

where the land is situated

$17.22

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

1,722

That a Penticotico River Catchment Works targeted rate be set per the table below:

TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Penticotico River Rating District
Class A (prorated)

bl)

where the land is situated

$57.42

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

5,742

That a Rakaia Double Hill Catchment Works targeted rate be set per the table below:

TYPE OF RATE
CATEGORIES OF RATEABLE
LAND
Subcategorised as the
follow ing targeted rates:

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
CATEGORIES

RATE

2021/22
REVENUE
SOUGHT $

CALCULATION BASIS

Targeted Differential Catchment Works Rate
Rakaia Double Hill Rating District
Class A (prorated)

where the land is situated

$460.05

the extent of provision of
service to the rating unit

46,005

XX) That in the 2021/22 financial year the due rates in the tentative instalments as set out
in the table below:
Territorial Authority

Instalment

Instalment

Instalment

Instalment

No.1

No.2

No.3

No.4

Kaikōura

20-Sep-21

20-Dec-21

20-Mar-22

20-Jun-22

Hurunui

20-Aug-21

20-Nov-21

20-Feb-22

20-May-22

Waimakariri

20-Aug-21

20-Nov-21

20-Feb-22

20-May-22

Christchurch - Area 1

15-Aug-21

15-Nov-21

15-Feb-22

15-May-22

Christchurch - Area 2

15-Sep-21

15-Dec-21

15-Mar-22

15-Jun-22

Christchurch - Area 3

31-Aug-21

30-Nov-21

28-Feb-22

31-May-22

Selwyn

15-Sep-21

15-Dec-21

15-Mar-22

15-Jun-22

Ashburton

20-Aug-21

20-Nov-21

20-Feb-22

20-May-22

Timaru

20-Sep-21

20-Dec-21

21-Mar-22

20-Jun-22

Waimate*

28-Aug-21

27-Nov-21

26-Feb-22

28-May-22

MacKenzie*

20-Sep-21

20-Dec-21

20-Mar-22

20-Jun-22

Waitaki

31-Jan-22

Notes: Waimate and Mackenzie rate setting dates are yet to be confirmed and their
instalment dates may differ from those above.
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XX1) That further penalties of 10% may be added to any portion of rates assessed in the
2021/22 financial year that are not paid by or near the due date as set out in the table below:
Territorial Authority

Instalment

Instalment

Instalment

Instalment

No.1

No.2

No.3

No.4

Kaikōura

25-Sep-21

25-Dec-21

25-Mar-22

25-Jun-22

Hurunui

21-Aug-21

21-Nov-21

21-Feb-22

21-May-22

Waimakariri

27-Aug-21

27-Nov-21

27-Feb-22

27-May-22

Christchurch - Area 1*

19-Aug-21

18-Nov-21

18-Feb-22

19-May-22

Christchurch - Area 2*

20-Sep-21

20-Dec-21

18-Mar-22

20-Jun-22

Christchurch - Area 3*

3-Sep-21

3-Dec-21

3-Mar-22

3-Jun-22

Selwyn**

16-Sep-21

16-Dec-21

16-Mar-22

16-Jun-22

Ashburton

21-Aug-21

21-Nov-21

21-Feb-22

21-May-22

Timaru

24-Sep-21

24-Dec-21

25-Mar-22

24-Jun-22

Waimate

1-Sep-21

1-Dec-21

2-Mar-22

1-Jun-22

MacKenzie**

22-Sep-21

22-Dec-21

22-Mar-22

22-Jun-22

Waitaki

1-Feb-22

XX2) That penalties of 10% may be added to the balance of rates levied in any previous
financial year, including any additional charges previously imposed which remain unpaid,
and an additional 10% may continue thereafter to be added to all arrears and additional
charges that remain unpaid (with the exception of current instalments) at six monthly
intervals, by the date fixed for that purpose by the territorial authority collecting rates on
behalf of the Canterbury Regional Council for that district.
Territorial Authority

Additional Penalty Dates

Further Additional Penalties

Kaikōura

20-Jul-21

20-Jan-22

Hurunui

1-Jul-21

1-Jan-22

Waimakariri

1-Jul-21

1-Jan-22

Christchurch - Area 1*

1-Oct-21

1-Apr-22

Christchurch - Area 2*

1-Oct-21

1-Apr-22

Christchurch - Area 3*

1-Oct-21

1-Apr-22

Selwyn**

1-Jul-21

continuing annually

Ashburton

31-Aug-21

continuing annually

Timaru

21-Sep-21

21-Mar-22

Waimate

1-Jul-21

1-Jan-22

MacKenzie

1-Jul-21

1-Jan-22

Waitaki

1-Jul-21

1-Jan-22

Notes: * Christchurch Penalties will be 7% for all late instalments and both additional
penalties as noted above
Notes: ** Selwyn and Mackenzie Penalties will be 5% for all late instalments and both
additional penalties as noted above
XX3) That the discount for the early payment of rates be set in accordance with the policy
of the territorial authority collecting the rates on behalf of the Canterbury Regional Council.
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XX4) That the Rates are to be paid at the venues determined by the territorial authorities
collecting the rates on behalf of Canterbury Regional Council and to be paid by the methods
determined by the territorial authorities collecting the rates on behalf of Canterbury Regional
Council.
YY1) The following schemes have Targeted Catchment Rates applied by Canterbury
Regional Council.
Group No.1

Buttericks Rd

Omarama Stream

Lower Makikihi River

Chertsey Rd

Penticotico River

Mount Harding Creek

Esk Valley

Seadown Rd Drain Twizel River

Green Street Creek
Group No.2

Rakaia Double Hill

Regional Authority Due Date
All Targeted Rates issued directly by Canterbury Regional Council shall be due and payable.
On the following dates

Group No.1

Group No.2

20-Nov-21

20-Feb-22

YY2) That further penalties of 10% may be added to any portion of rates assessed in the
2021/22 financial year that are not paid by or near the due date as set out in the table below.
Regional Authority Penalty Date
All Targeted Rates issued directly by Canterbury Regional Council and outstanding.
On the following dates

Group No.1

Group No.2

21-Nov-21

21-Feb-22

YY3) That penalties of 10% may be added to the balance of rates levied in any previous
financial year, including any additional charges previously imposed which remain unpaid,
and an additional 10% may continue thereafter to all arrears and additional charges that
remain unpaid (with the exception of current instalments) at the intervals listed below, by or
near the date fixed for that purpose by Canterbury Regional Council for that group.
Regional Authority

Additional Penalty Dates

Canterbury Regional
Council

1-Jul-21

Further Additional Penalties
1-Jan-22

[End of recommendations]
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Background
The Council has a range of rates that are required to be set for the 2021/22 year. The
following table and subsequent commentary describes these in more detail.

Type of Rate
Fixed rate annual general charge
General rates
Environmental Infrastructure
Catchment Works and Services

Basis for Rating
Rating unit
Capital value
Capital value
Capital value, land value, land area, the
provision of services or fixed targeted rate

Civil Defence

Rating unit

Air Quality

Capital value and/or provision of services

Passenger Transport

Capital value or fixed targeted rate

Greater Christchurch Transport and Urban
Development

Capital value

Pest Management

Land value and/or land area

The rating basis for each rate type is consistent with the Revenue and Financing Policy
adopted within the Environment Canterbury Long-Term Plan 2021-31. All figures are GST
inclusive.
Detailed GIS data which defines each rating area can be accessed at
https://mapviewer.canterburymaps.govt.nz/?webmap=a0ab417b735e456d92cd1ed2e0dd54
c0
Changes to rating areas
The following rating changes will apply from the 2021/22 financial year which differ from the
basis on which the rates were set for the 2020/21 financial year. These are:
a. One new vehicle Trust to be operated in Ashburton funded by targeted rates from within
this area;
b. the Greater Christchurch Transport and Urban Development targeted rate.
Financial implications
The Financial Implications of all the proposed rates are shown in the tables that form part of
the proposed resolutions.
Legal compliance and risk assessment
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The rates proposed to be set are in accordance with the Local Government Act 2002 and the
Local Government (Rating) Act 2002. The rates recommendations below are to be read in
conjunction with the 2021-31 Long Term Plan.
The Council is legally required to set rates to ensure it has revenue to undertake its
activities. The risk of making the proposed resolution is assessed as low.

Significance and Engagement
The consultation period for the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 was held between 8 March and 11
April 2021. Full versions of submissions on the Consultation Document were provided to
Councillors and are available on our website. Close to 1300 submissions were received, 136
of these were from an organisation or group. The Revenue and Financing Policy and Fees
and Charges Policies were also consulted on during this period.
Consistency with council policy
Rates proposed to be set are consistent with Council revenue and financing policies as
outlined in the Long-Term Plan 2021-31.
Communication
Council will communicate with all submitters as well as the wider community through a
media release and updates to the engagement portal and Environment Canterbury website
following the Council meeting. We will also update via emails sent to partners, stakeholder
organisations and community groups.
Projected Capital Value
The Canterbury Region is made up of ten Districts. Each District is valued at different times.
It is important to take into the account timing differences, so that ratepayers in Districts that
have been revalued more recently don't unfairly pay more than districts valued two or three
years ago. To adjust for timing differences, we annually project all District values to work out
an individual Districts share of the General Rate. This service is done by Quotable Value Ltd
under contract to Environment Canterbury.
General & Targeted Rate Differentiation Across the Region
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District / City

KAIKŌURA
HURUNUI
WAIMAKARIRI
CHRISTCHURCH

ECV $

District / City

as at 30/09/20

% of ECV

Valuation

ECV $

Revision Date as at 30/09/19

District / City

Valuation

% of ECV

Revision Date

1,783,723,516

0.85%

1-Sep-18

1,711,002,972

0.85%

1-Sep-18

7,716,255,232

3.66%

1-Sep-19

7,398,839,000

3.68%

1-Sep-16

17,704,864,032

8.39%

1-Aug-19

16,965,853,000

8.44%

1-Aug-16

113,652,928,691

53.86%

1-Aug-19

106,329,679,665

52.88%

1-Aug-16

SELWYN

24,759,510,448

11.73%

1-Jul-18

23,810,279,528

11.84%

1-Jul-18

ASHBURTON

18,585,348,731

8.81%

1-Jul-18

18,711,504,675

9.31%

1-Jul-18

TIMARU

14,574,049,600

6.91%

1-Sep-20

14,236,941,186

7.08%

1-Sep-17

MACKENZIE

4,937,905,600

2.34%

1-Oct-20

4,614,509,555

2.29%

1-Jul-17

WAIMATE

4,884,492,801

2.31%

1-Jul-19

4,847,228,650

2.41%

1-Jul-16

WAITAKI (pt)

2,404,138,500

1.14%

1-Sep-20

2,445,470,232

1.22%

1-Sep-17

Total

211,003,217,151

201,071,308,463

Projected Land Value - Halswell River Targeted Rate Differentiation
District / City

CHRISTCHURCH

ELV $

District / City

as at 30/09/20

% of ELV

Valuation

ELV $

Revision Date as at 30/09/19

919,330,286

36.13%

1-Aug-19

SELWYN

1,624,894,282

63.87%

1-Jul-18

Total

2,544,224,568

District / City

Valuation

% of ELV

Revision Date

849,026,106

35.18%

1-Aug-16

1,564,634,049

64.82%

1-Jul-18

2,413,660,155

Projected Rural Land Value - Targeted Rate Differentiation Across The Region
District / City

KAIKŌURA
HURUNUI

ERLV $

District / City

as at 30/09/20

% of ERLV

Valuation

ERLV $

Revision Date as at 30/09/19

District / City

Valuation

% of ERLV

Revision Date

1-Sep-18

542,244,305

1.38%

10.71%

1-Sep-19

4,039,042,000

10.29%

1-Sep-16

4,483,466,400

11.42%

1-Aug-16

2,010,035,800

5.12%

1-Aug-16

552,423,488

1.43%

4,128,172,875

WAIMAKARIRI

4,519,803,199

11.73%

1-Aug-19

CHRISTCHURCH

2,005,611,701

5.20%

1-Aug-19

1-Sep-18

7,772,419,336

20.17%

1-Jul-18

7,870,819,535

20.06%

1-Jul-18

10,578,912,211

27.45%

1-Jul-18

11,030,319,357

28.11%

1-Jul-18

TIMARU

3,782,484,600

9.81%

1-Sep-20

4,073,113,123

10.38%

1-Sep-17

MACKENZIE

1,612,733,000

4.18%

1-Oct-20

1,482,202,184

3.78%

1-Jul-17

WAIMATE

2,843,294,562

7.38%

1-Jul-19

2,959,980,400

7.54%

1-Jul-16

745,006,500

1.93%

1-Sep-20

752,655,632

1.92%

1-Sep-17

SELWYN
ASHBURTON

WAITAKI
Total

38,540,861,472

39,243,878,736

Projected Land Value - Predator Free Banks Peninsula Targeted Rate Differentiation
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District / City

CHRISTCHURCH
SELWYN
Total

ELV $

District / City

as at 30/09/20

% of ELV

Valuation

Revision Date as at 30/09/19

5,824,922,326

97.26%

1-Aug-19

164,092,832

2.74%

1-Jul-18

5,989,015,158
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ELV $

District / City

Valuation

% of ELV

Revision Date

5,604,885,650

97.24%

1-Aug-16

158,807,500

2.76%

1-Jul-18

5,763,693,150
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8.3. Adoption of the Regional Land Transport Plan

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Clare Pattison

Responsible Director

Katherine Trought

Purpose
1.

To adopt the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31 (RLTP or ‘the Plan’).
This paper outlines the purpose of the Regional Land Transport Plan and the process
followed in developing the plan.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

notes that the RLTP was approved by the Canterbury Regional Transport
Committee on 27 May 2021 and the recommendation from the Regional
Transport Committee that Council adopt the RLTP.

2.

adopt the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-31

3.

directs council staff to forward copies of the Plan on to:
o Waka Kotahi,
o the Commissioner of Police,
o the Chief Executive of the Ministry of Transport,
o the Department of Conservation
o and all territorial authorities in the Canterbury Region.

4.

notes that the version of the RLTP in the agenda pack does not include minor
corrections from proofing, which staff can speak to. The final plan will be
tabled on the day.

Key Points
2.

The Canterbury Regional Transport Committee approved the Canterbury Regional Land
Transport Plan 2021-31 at their meeting on 27 May 2021 and recommends the
Canterbury Regional Council adopts the Plan.

3.

The RLTP sets the regional direction for $5.5 billion of sought investment in the
Canterbury land transport network over the next 10 years.

4.

The RLTP has been developed in accordance with the relevant legislation and
government policies, and the committee considers it is feasible and affordable.
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5.

A draft RLTP went out for consultation between 9 February and 5 March 2021. The
feedback received was strongly supportive of the strategic direction of the Plan and its
headline targets. There was broad support for increasing the use of rail. There was also
strong support for reducing private and heavy vehicle use, improving public and active
transport, and urban form that facilitates mode shift.

Background
6.

The Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan 2021–31 guides land transport planning
and investment within Canterbury. It sets out the state of the region’s transport network,
and the challenges and priorities for future investment.

7.

As required by the Land Transport Management Act 2003 (LTMA), the RLTP is fully
reviewed every six years. We began this process in 2019.

8.

The RLTP sets new headline targets for road safety, transport emissions and rail freight.
 40% reduction in deaths and serious injuries
 30% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from all transport in the region
 100% increase in tonnage of freight carried by rail.

9.

The RLTP outlines the direction for an investment of $5.5 billion in our land transport
networks over the next decade. This is a 10% increase from the previous 10-year plan,
which is mostly due to shovel ready funding in the first 3 years from the Provincial
Growth Fund and New Zealand Upgrade Programme.

10. Two thirds of the funding is from the National Land Transport Fund and around a third
comes from councils, via their own Long-Term Plans. Projects are proposed by Road
Controlling Authorities and so the nature of the projects, the timing and delivery are not
the responsibility of this council, except for public transport services and our regional
transport investment management responsibilities.
11. This RLTP prioritises ‘business as usual’ activities, which account for $4 out of every $5
in the Plan. These ‘business as usual’ activities focus on existing infrastructure and
services, including the maintenance of local roads, low-cost, low-risk improvements in
every district and the provision of public transport.
12. The RLTP then ranks regionally significant improvements to the existing network,
totalling $444 million in the first 3 years. These significant improvements of the transport
network aim to:
 create a safer network
 manage demand from growth in population, freight and tourism
 shift transport modes to reduce emissions from the transport network
 increase resilience to extreme events.
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Adoption of the Regional Land Transport Plan 2021-2031
13. The role of the Regional Council is to adopt the Regional Land Transport Plan once it
has been approved by the Regional Transport Committee, as the Regional Transport
Committee is a statutory sub-committee of the Canterbury Regional Council.

Approval by the Regional Transport Committee
14. In approving the RLTP, the Regional Transport Committee (the Committee) has fulfilled
a range of obligations under Section 14 of the Land Transport Management Act 2003
(LTMA).
15. Firstly, the committee is satisfied that the plan contributes to the purpose of the LTMA
and is consistent with the Government Policy Statement on Land Transport. The plan
achieves this through the strategic framework and includes a table which clearly
outlines the alignment with the central government strategic areas.
16. The Committee has considered any relevant National Policy Statements, Regional
Policy Statements and plans made under the Resource Management Act 1991. This
policy context was taken into consideration in the development of the plan and is
outlined in the first half of the plan.
17. The Committee has also considered the New Zealand Energy Efficiency and
Conservation Strategy 2017-2022 which advocates for efficient and low emissions
transport. The RLTP is strongly aligned with this through its objectives, targets,
priorities, and activities.
18. The Committee considered alternative regional land transport objectives and
workshopped options last year. From this the objectives in the Plan were developed.
Feedback from consultation indicated a very high level of support for the draft objectives
and their relative weighting.
19. The Committee also considered the feasibility and affordability of its objectives.
Proposed activities have been assessed and planned expenditure aligns with the
objectives. Overall, the proposed activities are considered feasible. While there is some
residual uncertainty regarding the regionally significant state highway activities in Table
5 of the Plan, details continue to be clarified and there are no concerns regarding the
delivery of these corridor-based work programmes in the duration of the plan.
20. Affordability is a large part of the feasibility of delivering the activities in the plan. There
are no concerns regarding the ability to deliver for the Road Controlling Authorities once
funding is secured. The National Land Transport Fund contributes over 60% of the
funding in the Plan. There is pressure on funding at the national level, with the potential
for Road Controlling Authorities to receive low levels of funding compared with previous
years. However, the Plan does not seek a significant increase in funding from the
National Land Transport Fund. This improves the affordability of the Plan for the region.
21. Section 14 of the LTMA notes consideration of likely funding from any source. This plan
has 5 different funding sources:
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 The National Land Transport Fund
 Council Contributions (e.g targeted rates, general rates, uniform annual general
charges, where appropriate)
 New Zealand Upgrade Programme
 Provincial Growth Fund
 Department of Conservation Contribution
22. Given the range of income sources to achieve the objectives, there are no concerns
regarding affordability. The Plan also includes a priority to advocate for more central
government funding, which will be monitored for the duration of the Plan.
23. The Committee has previously workshopped funding options. Road Controlling
Authorities did not propose any activities that would suit other funding mechanisms.
There are activities on the horizon, such as the potential for changes to transport and
urban form in Greater Christchurch, which may lend themselves to consideration of
these options in the future. These may be incorporated when the Plan is reviewed in 3
years (the mid-term review) or by a variation if the activities are ready earlier.
24. The committee also noted the changes in the statutory context in New Zealand, such as
 the RMA reforms,
 proposed development of a Strategic Planning Act
 proposed development of a Climate Change Adaptation Act.
25. These reforms will have an impact on the statutory context within the planning horizon
of this Plan. It is unclear what the impact on transport planning will be at this stage.
However, the key long-term issues facing the regional transport network, such as
safety, resilience, decarbonisation, demand, and maintenance, will likely remain key
issues within that timeframe. And so, irrespective of the statutory framework within
which these matters are addressed, the Committee considers the objectives of the Plan
are likely to continue to have relevance.
26. The Plan includes a significance policy to identify when a variation is required and when
consultation on that variation is required. For example, the Regional Transport
Committee can approve a variation without consultation if there is a significant change
to the activities in the plan resulting from funding for emergency reinstatement activities,
such as the recent regional flooding damage to the network.

Cost, compliance and communication
Risk assessment and legal compliance
27. There is low risk in the Regional Council adopting the approved Plan, as the Regional
Transport Committee has outlined how it has fulfilled its duties in developing the Plan in
accordance with the Land Transport Management Act and the Local Government Act.
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Significance and engagement
28. The public consultation period was Tuesday 9 February to Friday 5 March 2021. The
approach to engagement resulted in a significant increase in submissions from the
previous RLTP. There was more emphasis on digital engagement in line with ECan
Digital First approach. We were able to gather data intelligence which will allow us to
build on further improvements in future e.g., facebook posts reached over 10,000
people. Social media drove traffic to the Engagement HQ portal, where submitters could
fill in a structured survey designed to support best practice analysis of submissions.
There were over 400 downloads of the draft plan which resulted in 81 submissions.
Seven submitters added to their submissions in person at the hearing.
29. In total, 81 submissions were received, with the location of submitters being broadly
representative of the region’s population distribution. There was strong support for the
direction set in the plan, and especially for better use of the rail network for both
passengers and freight. The strategic objectives had the highest level of support, with
96 per cent of submitters supportive.
30. Submitters sought change in terms of better monitoring, so the committee approved
increased monitoring of active transport uptake (walking and cycling), accessibility and
investment in rail.
31. Local councils also undertake their own consultation and engagement processes
regarding their transport activities in the Plan as part of their responsibilities as a Road
Controlling Authority.

Consistency with council policy
32. Adoption of the Plan is consistent with council policies.

Climate Change Impacts
33. Climate change has a material impact on the planning of the transport network and the
RLTP acknowledges this. The headline target of a 30% reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions from land transport in Canterbury addresses mitigating the effects of climate
change. This is an outcome indicator and achievement is dependent on the progress
made by others. For example, the Ministry of Transport’s role in government policy on
vehicle emissions.
34. The need to adapt the network to the changing climate is addressed by the priority to
manage risk of exposure to extreme events. Climate change has also been considered
by each Road Controlling Authority as appropriate to their area of responsibility, prior to
activities being proposed. For example, Environment Canterbury’s public transport
service will aim to reduce emissions from the fleet within the period of the plan.

Next steps
35. As per the LTMA requirements, before 30 June 2021 copies will be provided to
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 The Chief Executive of the Ministry of Transport
 The Commissioner of Police
 Waka Kotahi New Zealand Transport Agency
 Territorial Authorities in the region
 Department of Conservation
36. Copies will also be provided to libraries and the document will be available on our
website.
37. The Regional Transport Committee will progress a work programme that includes
advocacy and raising awareness with key stakeholders regarding the objectives and
priorities contained in the Plan.

Attachments
Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan – circulated separately
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8.4. Environment Canterbury submission on the Aotearoa New
Zealand Infrastructure Strategy Consultation Document

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Bridget Lange, Senior Strategy Advisor

Responsible Director

David Perenara-O’Connell, Director Strategy and Planning

Purpose
1.

This report seeks Council approval of the Environment Canterbury submission on the
Aotearoa New Zealand Infrastructure Strategy consultation document.

2.

This Strategy is important for Environment Canterbury as an infrastructure asset owner,
and as a regional leader in protecting the health of our environment and addressing
climate change. The Strategy will set the overall direction for prioritising and funding
future infrastructure projects in New Zealand.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

agrees that the Environment Canterbury submission provided as Attachment
1 is submitted to the New Zealand Infrastructure Commission, Te Waihanga

2.

delegates to the Chief Executive and Chair the authority to finalise and
approve the final submission on behalf of the Council.

Background
3.

The New Zealand Infrastructure Commission, Te Waihanga is developing a 30-year
Infrastructure Strategy for New Zealand. The Strategy will:
 assess the overall fitness for purpose of New Zealand’s infrastructure system
 determine how well the current system is working
 identify priorities
 identify barriers to good outcomes
 identify the root cause of systemic issues
 determine how best to meet future community expectations
 use foresight planning to consider a range of future possibilities.

4.

The Strategy will focus on key strategic issues for infrastructure, rather than individual
projects. It will replace the Government’s current 30-Year Infrastructure Plan.
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5.

Te Waihanga created an evidence base to inform the development of the Strategy. This
evidence base involves State of Play reports for the telecommunication, energy, waste
and resource recovery, water, transport, and social infrastructure sectors. Surveys of
infrastructure asset owners and the New Zealand public (through ‘Our Aotearoa 2050’)
also gauged views on infrastructure issues to help inform the Strategy.

6.

The consultation document released by Te Waihanga sets out a proposed direction for
the Strategy. This includes a proposed vision for infrastructure through to 2050,
proposed outcomes and principles to guide infrastructure investment decision making,
and proposed action areas where change is required to meet the proposed vision and
challenges facing New Zealand.

7.

The focus of the submission is on those key issues and matters that are of most
relevance to Environment Canterbury. This includes climate change, transport, water,
waste minimisation, planning and asset management. The submission includes more
general comments on the proposed vision, outcomes and principles, and specific
comments on each of the three proposed areas of action. The submission is provided
as Attachment 1.

Cost, compliance and communication
Financial implications
8.

The Strategy will set direction for prioritising and funding infrastructure projects in New
Zealand for the next 30 years. This will have implications for the planning, funding and
delivery of infrastructure in the Canterbury region, and could have implications for
Environment Canterbury as an infrastructure asset owner.

Significance and engagement
9.

Environment Canterbury is contributing to the separate submissions being made on the
consultation document by the Canterbury Mayoral Forum and the Greater Christchurch
Partnership. This will help support alignment across the Canterbury region.

Climate Change Impacts
10. The consultation document recognises that supporting a zero carbon economy and
preparing for climate change in New Zealand should be a priority for the Strategy. The
preparation of a submission provides Environment Canterbury with the opportunity to
advocate strongly for natural environment and climate change considerations to be at
the forefront of infrastructure investment decisions in New Zealand.

Next steps
11. Subject to the Council’s approval of the Environment Canterbury submission provided
as Attachment 1, staff will work with the Chief Executive and Chair to finalise the
submission and submit this to Te Waihanga before the consultation period ends on 24
June 2021.
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Attachments
1.

20210617 Environment Canterbury Submission on the Aotearoa New Zeala [8.4.1 - 12
pages]

File reference

[SharePoint link for this paper]

Legal review

Catherine Schache, General Counsel

Peer reviewers

Sam Bellamy, Team Leader Strategy and Planning
Adrienne Lomax, Senior Strategy Advisor
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Attachment 8.4.1

Environment Canterbury submission on the Aotearoa New Zealand
Infrastructure Strategy Consultation Document
Introduction
1.

Environment Canterbury welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Aotearoa New
Zealand Infrastructure Strategy Consultation Document. We provide our submission in
the context of our roles and responsibilities as a regional council, including those under
the Resource Management Act 1991, Local Government Act 2002, Land Transport
Management Act 2003, and the Climate Change Response (Zero Carbon) Amendment
Act 2019.

2.

Environment Canterbury is the regional council for the largest geographical region and
second most populous region in New Zealand. Our region encompasses substantial
diversity, both in terms of our geography and population, which contributes to a wide
range of community needs and expectations.

3.

Our scope of activities as a regional council ranges from providing public transport
services – primarily within urban areas – to providing resource management regulatory
services within the context of our large rural economy. Our main infrastructure assets
include river management and flood protection assets. Environment Canterbury
manages 59 river control and drainage schemes from Kaikōura to Waitaki, which has a
total asset value of more than $690 million.

4.

In this context, the focus of our submission is on those key issues and matters that are
of most relevance to Environment Canterbury. We have provided general comments
on the proposed vision, outcomes and principles for the Infrastructure Strategy, and
more specific comments on each of the three proposed Action Areas and their related
needs. We also wish to endorse the separate submissions provided by the Canterbury
Mayoral Forum and the Greater Christchurch Partnership (Environment Canterbury is
a partner both).

Vision, Outcomes and Principles
Vision
5.

Environment Canterbury strongly supports the use of Te ao Māori to think about
infrastructure in New Zealand from the perspectives of wellbeing, kaitiaki, integration,
longevity and connection to place, as well as using it to shape the proposed vision for
infrastructure in New Zealand looking out to 2050. We agree that it is important that a
holistic, intergenerational view of infrastructure is taken in New Zealand, recognising
its connections with our land, environment, communities and people.

6.

In this context, we support the proposed infrastructure vision for New Zealand and
note its strong alignment with Environment Canterbury’s own vision (see below):
Taking action together to shape a thriving and resilient Canterbury, now and for future
generations | Toitū te marae o Tāne, toitū te marae o Tangaroa, toitū te iwi.
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7.

While we recognise that the key issue of resilience has been considered in developing
the proposed vision, we still wish to strongly emphasise the criticality of resilience to
achieving this vision, and enabling our people, places and businesses to thrive for
generations. Key strategic infrastructure in Canterbury and the wider South Island is
vital for a well-functioning national network. This was an important lesson learnt in
Canterbury following the disruptions caused by the earthquakes. The importance of
resilient core infrastructure has also been highlighted more recently during the
Canterbury flooding in May 2021. Given that we will encounter future stresses and
shocks, especially in the context of climate change, ensuring our infrastructure is
resilient will enable us to face these future stresses and shocks more confidently, and
needs to be a key outcome of the New Zealand Infrastructure Strategy. This
preparedness will require integrated, long-term thinking, partnership with central
government, and ongoing conversations about how infrastructure is funded.

Outcomes and principles
8.

Environment Canterbury supports the proposed outcomes and principles to guide
infrastructure decision making in New Zealand, particularly the overarching principles
that infrastructure decisions must be guided by Te Tiriti o Waitangi and its principles,
and that infrastructure should support oranga tangata or the wellbeing of people. We
agree that the benefits of infrastructure should be considered – and appropriately
balanced – across the four wellbeings (economic, social, environmental and cultural)
when assessing the value for money of infrastructure decisions.

9.

Other decision-making principles that could be considered alongside the principles
already identified in the Consultation Document include:

10.



Being bold: The Consultation Document recognises that we need to think about
how we want to live in the future in the context of issues like a changing climate,
new technology, and challenges like earthquakes and pandemics. This means
some difficult questions will need to be asked and big decisions will need to be
made. We must be bold and brave in our decision making to deal with these
issues and challenges and support the wellbeing of our people.



Being creative: The Consultation Document identifies a principle about
considering all relevant options to deliver outcomes. We agree with this principle
but think it could be stronger in terms of encouraging creativity and innovation in
how we deliver outcomes. We have the opportunity to increasingly think outside
the box for how we plan, build, operate and pay for infrastructure, particularly as
new technology is rapidly changing what is possible.

The following sections provide more specific comments on each of the proposed
Actions Areas for the Infrastructure Strategy, and their related needs.
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Building a Better Future
F1. Prepare infrastructure for climate change
11.

Environment Canterbury notes the importance the strategy places on transitioning to a
low-carbon economy. We encourage the Infrastructure Commission to strongly
emphasis the perspectives of oranga and kaitiaki in all aspects of the natural
environment when making infrastructure decisions.

12.

Environment Canterbury understands and acknowledges the importance of and urgent
need to address climate change for the benefit of current and future generations. We
strongly agree with the need to prepare our infrastructure for climate change. We are
pleased to see the attention given to climate change and its impacts, and support an
approach to reducing emissions that is ambitious, achievable, enduring and
transparent. We also advocate for the need for long-term thinking when planning how
to prepare for, and adapt to, the effects of climate change.

13.

When considering how to prepare infrastructure for climate change, consideration also
needs to given to how we fund initiatives that increase the resilience of existing and
planned infrastructure. Local authorities and communities are often having to meet the
financial burden of repair and maintenance of infrastructure which is integral to wider
networks. Increased frequency and severity of meteorological events as a result of
climate change will only increase this cost burden.

14.

Environment Canterbury supports actions that will increase the uptake of low carbon
transport options. We recognise that the greatest opportunities to reduce transport
emissions will be in urban areas. However, decarbonisation also needs to be
considered in relation to our freight networks, and our more sparsely populated rural
areas where people regularly need to travel longer distances to access and fulfil their
basic needs.

15.

We agree that infrastructure is the foundation for thriving communities. It enables the
connectedness between people and communities. Enhanced connectivity is
fundamental to community wellbeing and supports the economic health of the regions.
As such, we encourage a greater emphasis on initiatives that improve access to
infrastructure and the connectivity of rural communities.

16.

We agree with the principle that non-built solutions be considered ahead of physical
changes to infrastructure. Infrastructure is expensive to build and maintain. Much of
our infrastructure is long-lived, lasting in excess of 50 to 100 years, and similarly has a
long-lasting influence on human behaviour. In a rapidly changing economy and
society, what we expect from our infrastructure is rapidly evolving also. Considering
non-built solutions first reduces the risk of over-investing in stranded assets and allows
infrastructure providers to be more adaptable and responsive to emerging behavioural,
demographic and technological needs, and emerging risks.

17.

We support options that further encourage use of public transport. While electrification
of public transport will contribute to reduced emissions, the greatest impact will be
made by shifting more journeys from private motor vehicles to public transport and
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other low carbon transport options. We believe there needs to be a discussion about
how improvements to public transport are funded, because to truly improve service
levels and make public transport attractive, increased funding is required. Such
improvements relate to more and better services for our communities.
18.

We also support options that further enable active modes of transport. Increasing
densities in our urban areas can support low carbon transport options like walking and
cycling, but a greater shift in transport choice might be achieved when coupled with
other interventions, such as requiring secure cycle parking in new developments,
improved pavements and surfacing of cycleways, better integration of existing cycle
networks, and improved signage, wayfinding and traffic signalling. These interventions
largely provide non-built transport solutions.

19.

Environment Canterbury supports using better waste management to help reduce
emissions. While Environment Canterbury has no direct responsibility to collect waste
or run schemes for diverting waste from landfills, we actively engage with territorial
authorities that are responsible for these schemes. We work with territorial authorities
for the purposes of waste minimisation, diversion of waste from landfill and modern
waste management.

20.

We would like to see a stronger emphasis placed on waste minimisation as part of the
Infrastructure Strategy. The efficacy of using procurement processes to drive waste
minimisation would be bolstered by applying a product life cycle lens to decision
making. Additionally, while agreeing that there is a need for waste-disposal charges to
better reflect the true cost of waste disposal, we would like to see financial incentives
for waste reduction at the source instead of focussing on end of pipe solutions.

21.

We support the aims of diverting waste from landfill. However, there are environmental
issues associated with stockpiling and storage of the feedstocks resulting from higher
recycling and recovery rates. Without stronger drivers to reduce waste, there may be a
continued reliance on exporting our waste. We support consideration of how emerging
technologies can create opportunities for better waste reuse, recycling and disposal.
We also advocate for actions for mitigating the impact of climate change on existing
landfills.

22.

Environment Canterbury is working with territorial authorities and Te Rūnanga o Ngāi
Tahu to prepare a climate change risk assessment for Canterbury (the initial results of
the assessment fed into the National Climate Change Risk Assessment). We believe
that this work is critical to developing a collective understanding of the risks and
opportunities of climate change, and the adaptation work that needs to be progressed.
We are surprised the need for a robust evidence base to better understand climate
change risks has not been strongly highlighted in the Consultation Document.

F2. Transition energy infrastructure for a zero-carbon 2050
23.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need for energy production from renewable
sources to increase substantially to meet a growing demand for electricity and clean
energy. This includes to support the major shift of our transport system to net zero
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emissions, which will require electrification of transport, along with greater use of
public and active transport.
F3. Adapt to technological and digital change
24.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to embrace emerging technologies that
will help deliver better outcomes for the infrastructure sector. We note that technology
is constantly evolving and that it is impossible to predict with any certainty what the
future will look like. We therefore believe in taking a bold and innovative approach to
trialling and testing new ideas, learning from them, and being committed to continual
improvement.

25.

We advocate for there to be more support for trialling and testing new ideas or
technologies, particularly where there would be national benefit in doing so. We also
support increased uptake of data and technologies that provide better ways to operate
our transport system by optimising use of our assets, managing the network efficiently,
and gathering useful data about problems and opportunities across the network.

26.

We also note the work that Environment Canterbury is currently doing with territorial
authorities and private sector water infrastructure owners in Canterbury on a significant
initiative to improve Audited Self-Management practices based on data. This work is
being undertaken using a three part approach: a water meter programme, a wider
water data programme, and a digital twin approach to enable a better understanding of
infrastructure interactions with water bodies. We would be happy to further discuss this
work with Te Waihanga.

F4. Respond to demographic change
27.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to understand how the population will
change over time and where people will live to better plan for future infrastructure. With
rapid population growth expected to continue in the upper North Island, there will be
more pressure placed on infrastructure in this area. We believe that further thought
should be given to how growth could be encouraged in other New Zealand cities and
regions where there is capacity – and in some cases a need – for additional growth.

28.

This includes Greater Christchurch where significant investment has been made by the
public and private sector as part of the earthquake recovery. Leveraging these
investments in infrastructure and assets represents a unique opportunity to support
growth at a lower marginal cost than would be required in other New Zealand cities.
We believe that there is value in better distributing growth across the country to
support national resilience and achieve higher wellbeing for New Zealanders overall.
This could be considered as part of any future national population strategy.

F5. Partner with Māori: Mahi Ngātahi
29.

We strongly endorse all decision-making about infrastructure being guided by Te Tiriti
o Waitangi (the Treaty of Waitangi) and its principles, and that collaboration and
partnering with Māori will lead to better outcomes for all.
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30.

Environment Canterbury works closely with Ngāi Tahu Papatipu Rūnanga to achieve
better outcomes for everyone. The Tuia Relationship Agreement, signed in 2012,
underpins our partnership with the ten Papatipu Rūnanga of the region. This
agreement acknowledges and brings together the tikanga responsibilities of Ngāi Tahu
and the statutory responsibilities of Environment Canterbury. Additionally, two Tumu
Taiao (mana whenua experts) to were appointed to Council in 2020.

31.

Environment Canterbury supports conversations and investigations about how
infrastructure can support Māori aspirations related to papakāinga and the protection
of Māori owned land.

32.

We also support steps to better integrate te ao Māori into infrastructure planning and
delivery, and actions that will increase Māori participation in the infrastructure sector.

F6. Ensure security and resilience of critical infrastructure
33.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the importance of preparing infrastructure for
climate change. We would support a unified approach to risk management that
encompasses increased meteorological events as a result of climate change, natural
hazards, climate change’s multiplying effect on existing hazards, and cyber security.
This would be aided by linking infrastructure decision-making with the National
Disaster Resilience Strategy.

34.

We also strongly encourage the Alpine Fault being a headline consideration when
assessing the resilience and security of critical infrastructure. New research on the
Alpine Fault indicates that there is a 75% probability of an Alpine Fault earthquake
occurring in the next 50 years. This brings an almost certain event into the planning
window of all current and planned infrastructure in the South Island, and lower North
Island.

35.

The proposal to move towards open data for better provision of infrastructure projects,
would also help support emergency management. Transparent and open data
supports planning for, and responding to, shocks and stressors. This requires a
common format and framework for gathering and aggregating data.

Enabling Competitive Cities and Regions
C1. Enable a responsive planning system
36.

Environment Canterbury agrees in principle with the need to enable a responsive
planning system in New Zealand that provides more opportunities to build new homes,
particularly where this supports increased intensification in our urban areas. We note
that most of the options identified to address this need in the Consultation Document
relate to processes already being progressed by the Government, including the
resource management reforms, National Policy Statement on Urban Development and
National Planning Standards. Environment Canterbury is actively engaged in these
processes.
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37.

The main concern we have about the concept of a more responsive planning system is
the increased risk of misalignment between development and infrastructure provision.

38.

For instance, the National Policy Statement on Urban Development requires councils
to have particular regard to plan changes that provide significant development
capacity, regardless of whether it is enabled in a plan or in sequence with planned land
release. While this policy provides more opportunities for housing supply, it also risks
development occurring in areas where infrastructure is not currently well planned, and
infrastructure that has already been identified in growth and urban regeneration areas
in resource management plans and/or spatial plans being under-utilised.

C2. Coordinate delivery of housing and infrastructure
39.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need for integrated planning that coordinates
the delivery of infrastructure and development, and reduces the pressures that growth
places on infrastructure networks. We highlight the importance of investing in our
infrastructure now to provide sufficient capacity for future growth, rather than investing
in infrastructure once the pressure on our networks reaches a crisis point.

40.

We support the option identified in the Consultation Document that relates to regional
spatial planning being a way to improve coordination across the sector. We note that
Environment Canterbury has allocated funding through our draft Long-Term Plan
2021-31 for spatial planning, and would encourage the Government to also consider
helping to fund and resource the development of these plans. We also note the work
being progressed by the Greater Christchurch Partnership – of which Environment
Canterbury is a partner – to prepare a Greater Christchurch spatial plan.

41.

We also agree that pressures on infrastructure funding could be reduced by increasing
development opportunities in areas where there is capacity in existing networks, or
where there are low-cost opportunities to upgrade networks. While we assume that
this point is focused on the city or regional level, we suggest that it would equally apply
when considering where additional growth should occur at the national level. We again
note that the Government should consider how it could encourage growth in cities and
regions where there is existing capacity for higher levels of growth.

42.

We also recognise the need for better monitoring and agree with the approach of using
post-implementation reviews of transit-orientated development policies. There is
currently little comparative information at the regional level, so we see advantages in
conducting a review of recent transit-oriented developments in New Zealand cities and
assessing these against international best practice.

43.

Environment Canterbury recognises the challenges that growing cities place on water
infrastructure and agrees with the need to ensure that the provision of three waters
infrastructure effectively supports urban development. We note that the options
identified in the Consultation Document to address this issue generally relate to the
three waters reform. Environment Canterbury is actively engaged in this process.

44.

While the Consultation Document focuses on challenges for three waters infrastructure
in the context of urban growth, we believe the Infrastructure Strategy should also
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address the key issues facing water infrastructure in the context of our rural economy.
This includes the water storage and distribution networks used for a variety of
purposes that benefit rural communities, such as during times of drought, as a
mechanism for controlling water flow – including during heavy rain events – and for
power generation. This is particularly important for Canterbury given our large
agricultural and horticultural economy, with 70 to 80% of irrigated land in New Zealand
in Canterbury. We consider this to be a key gap in the Consultation Document that
should be addressed.
45.

We also advocate for the Infrastructure Strategy to reflect the role of infrastructure in
delivering on Te Mana o Te Wai. While the Consultation Document references the role
of stormwater and wastewater infrastructure in contributing to these outcomes, it does
not mention the role of green infrastructure (e.g. constructed wetlands or managed
aquifer recharge) to improve water quality outcomes. While the overall scale of this
infrastructure will be much smaller than three waters infrastructure, the same principles
of good practice in planning, managing and funding the infrastructure should apply.

46.

A good example of a green infrastructure project is the work being undertaken by
Environment Canterbury on a region-wide braided river berm transition project that will
transition braided river berms to multi-functioning areas. The goal is for these areas to
be rich in native biodiversity, and have enhanced mahinga kai and recreational
opportunities, while also strengthening the berms to enhance their resilience to floods.
We would be happy to further discuss this work with Te Waihanga.

C3. Improve access to employment
47.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to ease traffic congestion and improve
access on our transport networks. We support the use of congestion pricing and/or
road tolling to improve urban accessibility and the removal of legislative barriers to
implementing these tools. These tools have the potential to support key transport
outcomes, including enabling a user-pays approach for funding road maintenance
(particularly low volume, high value roads).

48.

The transport funding model currently favours roads that carry high volumes of traffic,
and is not well suited to roads that have high heavy vehicle usage but low annual
average daily traffic counts (such as rural roads primarily used to access forestry and
farming blocks). In such circumstances local communities effectively subsidise heavy
vehicle usage on these roads. Applying new pricing tools could support a fairer
allocation of these costs.

49.

We note that the use of financial deterrents as a behaviour change mechanism can be
accompanied with unintended consequences and unforeseen impacts that undermine
the intended outcome. This can exacerbate existing inequities in transport access.
Through our behaviour change work with both homeowners and the farming
community, we have learned that there are households whose behaviour is impervious
to price changes – it just results in making day to day life more expensive. Behaviour
change initiatives need to consider motivations and target initiatives accordingly.
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50.

We also support greater use of pricing mechanisms in locations that are already well
serviced by alternative transport modes or in combination with investment that make
alternative transport choices more attractive.

C4. Plan for lead infrastructure
51.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to better plan for lead infrastructure,
which includes protecting and providing for such infrastructure in advance of new
development. We support in principle the options identified in the Consultation
Document for legislative and policy reform to enable corridor protection for lead
infrastructure, and for establishing a corridor reservation fund to help protect lead
infrastructure corridors.

52.

We recognise the need for new mechanisms to identify and protect corridors, set aside
funding for their development and identify clear triggers for delivery that complement a
competitive land market where the location of future growth is far less certain. Such an
approach needs to recognise the significant holding costs to local government and
infrastructure providers in the expansion of existing networks to facilitate new growth.
We also support extending a 10 year lapse period for infrastructure corridor
designations to 30 years (to be consistent with spatial planning).

53.

We note that we are working with Christchurch City Council, Selwyn District Council,
Waimakariri District Council and Waka Kotahi NZ Transport Agency to develop a Mass
Rapid Transit Business Case for Greater Christchurch. This work will identify any
preferred route(s) and mode(s) for future mass rapid transit in Greater Christchurch,
and could significantly benefit from a better approach to planning for lead infrastructure
in New Zealand. We note that this work is also being integrated spatial planning work
being progressed by the Greater Christchurch Partnership.

C5. Improve regional and international connections
54.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to improve regional and international
connections in New Zealand. We note that the option identified in the Consultation
Document to develop a long-term national supply chain strategy aligns with the
direction set out in the recently adopted Canterbury Regional Land Transport Plan
2021-2031. Such a national strategy would support more effective and efficient
movement of freight, and investment in the supporting infrastructure

Creating a Better System
S1. Integrate infrastructure institutions
55.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need for better coordination in the planning,
funding and delivery of infrastructure in New Zealand, and acknowledges that local
government functions related to infrastructure could change following the Review of
the Future for Local Government, and other reforms for resource management and
three waters. Environment Canterbury is actively engaged in these processes.
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56.

Given that there will be an ongoing need to ensure that agencies work collaboratively
to progress infrastructure planning and delivery, regardless of the reform outcomes,
we again support the option of regional spatial planning that outlines how and where
regions will grow, and what infrastructure is required to support this growth.

57.

A strengthened partnership approach between local and central government, iwi, and
other key agencies will also be necessary to develop and implement regional spatial
plans, and ensure effective planning and delivery of infrastructure. We note the urban
growth partnerships being set up to help address the opportunities and challenges of
growth in high growth areas in New Zealand as good examples of a strengthened
partnership approach.

S2. Ensure equitable funding and financing
58.

The provision and maintenance of river management and flood protection
infrastructure would benefit from a clarification of roles and responsibilities between
territorial authorities and regional councils. Funding arrangements may need to be
updated to better reflect these roles and responsibilities and apportionment of costs
between councils.

59.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the depreciation of infrastructure assets being
budgeted for. An ongoing challenge for local government is the ongoing of asset
maintenance, including depreciation and renewal, of capital works which were initially
co-funded by central government.

60.

We encourage further investigation and consideration of how income streams other
than rates – for example fuel tax, parking levies, tolls, or a tourist tax – could help local
government meet and fund future infrastructure needs. Consideration will need to be
given to how new funding streams may adversely, and disproportionally, impact lowincome earners.

S3. Make better use of existing infrastructure
61.

To ensure infrastructure is affordable for providers and users, and to prioritise new
investment, we agree that optimising existing infrastructure should be a first order
consideration when planning for future needs. In Canterbury, most of the required
flood protection, land drainage, and erosion control infrastructure is already in place.
Therefore, the main focus of asset managers is the ongoing maintenance required to
keep the infrastructure fit for purpose.

62.

We encourage assessing the ability of existing infrastructure to respond and adapt to
changes in climate, population, technology, and land use against the emissions
generated by developing new infrastructure. Where new infrastructure is necessary,
we encourage investigating the opportunities these projects provide to enhance the
surrounding natural environment at the same time.
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S4. Require informed and transparent decision-making
63.

We agree with encouraging the further adoption of Better Business Cases to support
decision making. This aligns with Environment Canterbury’s approach to project
scoping, selection, and delivery. We also support making publicly available information
that supported decision-making for public infrastructure, and rigorous evaluation of
projects once implemented.

S5. Develop and prioritise a pipeline of work
64.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need for a prioritised list of infrastructure
projects for New Zealand. We suggest that this pipeline should include both upcoming
infrastructure investments or major construction opportunities, as well as projects that
are already underway. We believe there would be value in tracking the progress of
projects. We also suggest that the pipeline identifies, where possible, the alignment of
projects to key outcomes across the wellbeings. This would help demonstrate how the
infrastructure pipeline is delivering to different outcomes for New Zealand.

S6. Improve project procurement and delivery
65.

Environment Canterbury manages flood protection and control works for the region.
We support in principle initiatives that improve the planning, funding, decision making
and delivery of infrastructure projects. While our flood protection projects would
generally not be large enough to warrant the level of external influence that a central
government procurement agency would provide, we recognise that the responsibilities
for flood protection and management at a regional and territorial level could be better
understood and defined. Our flood protection and control works protect other vital
infrastructure. Climate change puts stress on these works and should help inform
broader considerations of funding, maintenance, and management.

S7. Reduce costs and improve consenting
66.

Environment Canterbury agrees in principle with the need for a planning system that is
suitably enabling of infrastructure, and that reduces costs and delays associated with
consenting. We note that the option identified to address this need largely relates to
the resource management reforms. Environment Canterbury is actively engaged in this
process. We would caution that being more enabling of infrastructure should only be in
appropriate locations, with the right checks and balances in place to prevent perverse
planning outcomes.

67.

We also support efforts to grow the capability and capacity of the workforce – including
in relation to consenting – to achieve productivity gains and cost reductions for
planning and delivering infrastructure. We make this point in the context of the influx of
plan change requests that have been received by councils in response to the National
Policy Statement on Urban Development (particularly in Greater Christchurch), which
has put council consenting functions under pressure. It is important to recognise the
wider system challenges associated with increased infrastructure delivery.
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S8. Activate infrastructure for economic stimulus
68.

Environment Canterbury agrees with the need to have a clear pipeline of infrastructure
projects in New Zealand, and that this pipeline should have the ability to identify
priority projects that can help stimulate economies and preserve jobs during periods of
economic downturn. This pipeline should have both new projects that can be brought
forward and existing projects that can be ramped up. We also note that there would be
value in being able to prioritise projects based on other key outcomes, for example the
impact of projects on delivering environmental outcomes for New Zealand.
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8.6. Navigation Safety Bylaw Review

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Ian Fox, Harbourmaster

Responsible Director

Katherine Harbrow, Director Operations

Purpose
1.

The purpose of this report is to seek that the Council makes the necessary
determinations under section 155 of the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) to review
the Canterbury Regional Council Navigation Safety Bylaw 2016 (2016 Bylaw).

2.

The LGA requires that new bylaws be reviewed within five years of them being made.
For Environment Canterbury to meet its statutory responsibilities, and to avoid
unnecessary costs, it is important that the 2016 Bylaw is reviewed so that it remains in
place for the following ten years.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

determines under section 155(1) of the LGA that a bylaw is the most
appropriate way of addressing problems relating to the maritime safety in the
region.

2.

notes the staff recommendations that the overall form of the Canterbury
Regional Council Navigation Safety Bylaw 2016 is generally appropriate but
that amendments should be made to improve the substance of the Bylaw.

3.

determines under section 155(2)(a) of the LGA that the Canterbury Regional
Council Navigation Safety Bylaw 2016 is not the most appropriate form of
bylaw.

4.

directs staff to provide to Council proposed amendments to the Canterbury
Regional Council Navigation Safety Bylaw 2016 and recommendations on the
consultation process to be undertaken.

5.

determines under section 155(2)(b) of the LGA that the Canterbury Regional
Council Navigation Safety Bylaw 2016 does not give rise to any implications
under the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990.

Background
3.

The 2016 Bylaw enables maritime safety in the region by regulating and controlling the
uses of vessels and waterways in the region.
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4.

Section 33M in the Maritime Transport Act 1994 gives regional councils the power to
make navigation safety bylaws for the purpose of “ensuring maritime safety” in their
region.

5.

The 2016 Bylaw was created in accordance with the consultation provisions of the LGA.
The 2016 Bylaw covers all inland waterways and coastal waters out to twelve nautical
miles from shore, and is aimed at improving the safety of users on these waters. The
2016 Bylaw sets out safe practices for people using the inland and coastal waters of the
Canterbury region for activities such as water-skiing, swimming, kayaking and other
forms of boating, including safe practices for harbours and ports, moorings and
anchorages. The primary focus of the 2016 Bylaw is recreational boating.

6.

Under the 2016 Bylaw, Environment Canterbury has undertaken ongoing education and
enforcement activities that have seen a continued improvement in boating safety
behaviour throughout the region.

Bylaw review process
7.

The LGA requires that all new bylaws must be reviewed within five years after the date
on which the bylaw was made. The 2016 Bylaw was made by the Council on 22
September 2016 and came into force on 10 October 2016, therefore it needs to be
reviewed by 22 September 2021. After this 2021 review is completed, subsequent
reviews are only required every 10 years (section 159, LGA).

8.

The review required by 22 September 2021 involves the Council making determinations
as to whether a bylaw is the most appropriate way of addressing the perceived problem,
the appropriateness of the Bylaw and any implications under the New Zealand Bill of
Rights Act 1990.

9.

After these determinations are made by the Council, staff will provide a further report to
Council with the proposed amendments to the 2016 Bylaw to Council, together with
recommendations as to the appropriate consultation process. The amendment Bylaw
must be adopted by 22 September 2023 (two years following the review date).

10. The following sections of the LGA set out the process for reviewing a bylaw:


Section 158(1) states that "A local authority must review a bylaw made by it under
this Act... no later than 5 years after the date on which the bylaw was made."



Section 160 outlines the procedure and nature of the review:
o

It requires the Council to make determinations under section 155 as to the
appropriateness of the Bylaw and whether it gives rise to any implications
under the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990. Once these determinations
have been made, the review has been undertaken in accordance with section
160 (meeting the 22 September 2021 deadline).

o

If, after the review, the Council considers that the Bylaw should be amended,
revoked, or revoked and replaced, it must consult on the proposal in
accordance with section 156 of the LGA. Staff will report further to Council on
any proposed amendments and appropriate consultation.
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Section 160A provides that if the review is not completed by 22 September 2021, it
will be revoked on 22 September 2023. If the review of the 2016 Bylaw is
undertaken, but after 22 September 2021, it will be processed as a new bylaw. A
subsequent review will therefore be required after five years.

The perceived problem
11. Safety – Ensuring the safety and enjoyment of all waterway users in the Canterbury
region is vital. National and regional education initiatives are in place to address key risk
factors contributing to injury or drowning, for example encouraging people to wear
personal flotation devices. However, education alone is not seen as a comprehensive
way of addressing the issue.
12. Conflict of users – If we relied solely on the national rules, we would have no areas
reserved for swimming, sailing or rowing. We would also have no regional standards for
moorings or navigation within the port areas. The national speed-limit of 5 knots within
200 metres of the shore or water’s edge would apply on all waterways. This would, for
example, make it difficult for jet-boaters on our braided rivers.
13. Community input – Through previous consultation processes it is evident that the
community values the ability to influence how maritime safety on our waterways is
managed. The bylaw process provides the community with an opportunity to do so.
14. Consistency – In Canterbury, navigation safety bylaws have worked well and have
been a reasonable method of providing for local conditions. This is an approach
mirrored throughout New Zealand with other regional bylaws. This leads to a public
expectation that there will be a bylaw and that this will provide for safe places to swim or
use non-powered craft, and a way to modify unsafe behaviour.

Determination of whether a bylaw is appropriate
15. A bylaw is considered by staff to still be the most appropriate way of ensuring maritime
safety in the region for the following reasons:


Canterbury has an extensive range of waterways and a diverse user group. The
Council has previously considered the restrictions of the national maritime rules on
our waterways and the potential conflict between different water-based activities.
The 2016 Bylaw provides regional versions or geographically specific rules for the
purpose of maritime safety. These supplement the national rules, providing for the
desires and requirements of local users.



The continuation of the 2016 Bylaw balances the finite resources of the Council
with the need and public desire to have a clear, practical and efficient approach to
maritime safety enforcement. The use of a bylaw is consistent with the approach
taken by other regional councils throughout New Zealand, thus providing
nationwide consistency.



The 2016 Bylaw is only one aspect of achieving maritime safety in the region.
Public education initiatives are in place and look to address some of the key risk
factors which compromise maritime safety. However, education alone is not
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considered sufficient as a method to ensure safety on our waterways; legislative
requirements are considered a much more robust method to control unsafe
behaviour.


It is considered the community involvement, practicality and proven performance of
previous bylaws to manage issues means a bylaw remains the most effective and
reasonable method to manage current water safety matters.

Form of the Bylaw
16. It is considered that the overall form of the Bylaw is generally appropriate for the
reasons listed below:


The 2016 Bylaw has been current for almost five years. During this time, the bylaw
has been well received and has proven to be a simple method for achieving its
objectives.



The 2016 Bylaw is of similar format and content to bylaws used by other regional
councils to ensure maritime safety (e.g. Otago Regional Council, Auckland Council
and Bay of Plenty Regional Council).

17. However, staff consider that some amendments to the 2016 Bylaw should be made to
improve the substance of the bylaw. These possible amendments fall into two broad
categories:


There is a review being carried out by Maritime New Zealand of Part 91 of the
Maritime Safety Rules (MRP91). MRP91 deals with matters relating to navigation
safety nationally, and the review of it could result in its being expanded to include
matters covered by regional navigation bylaws, including the Canterbury Regional
Council’s. Once this review is complete, changes to the 2016 Bylaw will be
desirable to ensure consistency. For instance, matters that, as a result of that
review, become covered on a national level in MRP91 could be removed from the
Bylaw to ensure clarity and consistency.



Some minor changes, mainly of an administrative/editing nature, which it makes
sense to do at the time of this review.

18. Given that improvements can be made to the Bylaw, Council should determine that the
2016 Bylaw is not the most appropriate form of bylaw. Staff will provide a further report
to Council with the proposed amendments and recommendations on the consultation to
be undertaken.

New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990
19. The New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 establishes certain fundamental human rights
as well as rights in relation to offences and other matters. Legal advice has been
obtained from Wynn Williams confirming that the 2016 Bylaw is not inconsistent with
that Act and does not give rise to any implications under this Act. The 2016 Bylaw
contributes to the safety of navigation and does not place any limitations on the rights
and freedoms affirmed in the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990.
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Cost, compliance and communication
Financial implications
20. Preliminary scoping and initial legal advice costs have been met by existing budgets.
21. If a public hearing is required on the proposed amendments to the Bylaw, this would
occur during the first two years of the 2021-2031 Long-Term Plan. A budget of
$550,000 is being sought in the current Long-Term Plan for these costs. If it is
determined that a full consultation process is not required, there would be considerable
cost savings.
22. Ongoing implementation is the responsibility of the Harbourmaster’s Office – Coastal
Team.

Risk assessment and legal compliance
23. In any bylaw process there is a risk of judicial review. To address this risk, Wynn
Williams have reviewed this report and confirmed its content meets the review
requirements under the LGA. They have also provided advice on the consultation
requirements for the next stage of the review. We will continue to seek legal advice
throughout the process.

Significance and engagement
24. Legal advice is that the proposed amendments will fall below the level of significance
that would require a full special consultation process, provided it can be completed and
the bylaw amendments made prior to 22 September 2023 (two years following the
review date).
25. With the above in mind, an engagement plan will be completed once the full scope of
proposed amendments is known. This scope would be subject to the previously
mentioned MRP91 review, which is expected to be completed late 2022/early 2023.
Formal notification of proposed amendments to the 2016 Bylaw would follow this,
ensuring there would be sufficient time to complete any required process.

Consistency with council policy
26. The 2016 Bylaw is consistent with the purpose of local government to promote the
social, economic, environmental, and cultural well-being of communities, in the present
and for the future. The scope of the Bylaw is consistent with the power of regional
councils to make bylaws for the purpose of ensuring maritime safety under section 33M
of the Maritime Transport Act 1994.
27. The 2016 Bylaw contributes to the achievement of community outcomes for navigation
and recreational boating safety in the Long-Term Plan by providing Council with the
necessary powers to enable safe navigation throughout the region.

Climate Change Impacts
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28. Climate change has no material impact on this advice, or on any of the
recommendations within it, or on any actions that would arise from it.

Communication
29. An engagement plan will be completed once the full scope of proposed amendments is
known.

Next steps
30. Provided the MRP91 review is completed within the expected timeframe (by early 2023)
a draft amended 2016 Bylaw and an engagement plan would be available for
consideration by Council as soon as possible after that. Ongoing engagement with
Maritime NZ will ensure the necessary information is available to minimise drafting time.
The target date for a Council decision on approving an amended bylaw is not later than
July 2023 so that it could be in force by 22 September 2023.

Attachments
Nil

Legal review

Catherine Schache, General Counsel

Peer reviewers

Jim Dilley, Regional Harbourmaster
Sam Bellamy, Team Leader Strategy and Planning
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8.7. Standing Orders Review

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Toshi Hodliffe

Responsible Director

Stefanie Rixecker

Purpose
1.

To recommend to Council to adopt new Standing Orders to align with the standard
approach Standing Orders used across local government.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

adopts the Standing Orders in the form attached to this paper, noting the
inclusion of the following amendments and options compared with the Local
Government New Zealand model;
 the default for speaking and moving motions is “Option A”, which is the
most formal of the options.
 that the Chair may use a casting vote only for prescribed types of
decisions
 that Council retains its current practice of providing a 10-minute time limit
for public forum and deputations as outlined in paragraph 19.

Background
2.

Standing Orders outline rules for the conduct of meetings of the Council and its
committees. They must not contravene the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA), the
Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 (LGOIMA), or any other
Act.

3.

Councils are required to adopt a set of standing orders as per clause 27, Schedule 7 of
the LGA. Standing Orders also provide a set of agreed principles and rules for how
meetings will be conducted and for how members should behave in meetings.

4.

Once adopted, a council’s Standing Orders continue in existence and force until they
are replaced or altered in accordance with Schedule 7 of the LGA 2002. The current
Standing Orders to apply to all meetings of this Council and its committees. They were
last reviewed by Environment Canterbury on 19 May 2016.

5.

The adoption or amendment of Standing Orders by a council requires a vote of not less
than 75 percent of the members present. A council may also temporarily suspend
Standing Orders during a meeting where not less than 75 percent of the members
present and voting agree to do so.

Council Meeting 2021-06-17

185 of 215

6.

A working group of Chair Hughey, Councillors Edge, McKenzie and Clearwater has
reviewed the proposed Standing Orders, considered the optional clauses and is now
making its recommendations to the Council.

Optional Clauses for Council Decision
Speaking and Moving Options
7.

The LGNZ Standing Orders template offers councils a choice of three frameworks
(Options A, B or C) for speaking to and moving motions and amendments:

8.

Option A is the most formal of the three and limits the number of times members can
speak and move amendments, for example, members who have moved and seconded
a motion cannot then move and second an amendment to the same motion. Only
members who have not spoken to a motion or substituted motion may move or second
an amendment to it. It should be noted this is the framework used in the Standard New
Zealand Model Standing Orders

9.

Option B is less formal than Option A. While limiting the ability of movers and
seconders of motions to move amendments, it allows any other members, regardless of
whether they have spoken to the motion or substituted motion, to move or second an
amendment

10. Option C provides substantial flexibility by removing the limitations placed on movers
and seconders by the other two options.
NOTE:
o

The Council is asked to agree on a default option which will apply to all
meetings unless a chairperson, or meeting, agree to apply one of the other
two options at a specific meeting. It is recommended that the default option be
marked as Default in the adopted Standing Orders.

o

Option A is Environment Canterbury’s current option, but not always used
quite so formally (for example, a proposed motion may be fleshed out/worked
on collectively in order to get it just right).

o

Although this is the most formal of the options, in practice it is not always
applied quite so strictly (for example, a proposed motion may be fleshed
out/worked on collectively in order to get it just right) – which is also allowed in
that a Council may choose to set aside Standing Orders for any particular
meeting. It should be noted that Option A is the framework used in the
Standard New Zealand Model Standing Orders

11. Working Group recommendation: the recommendation is that Council retains Option
A as it is Council’s current model and works well. It is consistent with the model
Standing Orders. There is flexibility within the Standing Orders for the Council to vote to
set them aside for any particular meeting or matter.
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Casting Vote
12. Current - The chairperson at any meeting has a deliberative vote and, in case of
equality of votes, does not have a casting vote. To avoid doubt, in the case of the
equality votes, the question is defeated and the status quo is preserved
13. New - The LGA 2002 allows chairpersons to use a casting vote if provision for such a
vote is made in a council’s standing orders. The vote can be used when there is an
equality of votes and, despite some views to the contrary, a casting vote is not limited to
supporting the status quo.
14. There are three approaches to consider:
(i)

The Chairperson or any other person presiding at a meeting has a
deliberative vote and, in the case of an equality of votes, has a casting vote.

(ii)

The casting vote provision, Standing Order 19.3, is removed from the draft
standing orders before the standing orders are adopted.

iii)

A casting vote can only be used for prescribed types of decisions. This option
could specify, for example, that a casting vote can only be used for the
adoption of statutory plans, such as the annual and long-term plans (see p14
of the 2019 Guide for Standing Orders).

15. Incorporating a casting vote in a council’s Standing Orders is optional under cl. 24 (4)
Schedule 7, LGA 2002.
16. Working Group recommendation: The limited casting vote option has been included
to enable a meeting to conduct and conclude statutory decisions without the risk that a
vote might be tied and, as a result, a significant statutory timeframe might be exceeded.

Deputation Time Limits
17. Current — Unless the meeting determines otherwise in a particular case, a limit of 10
minutes is placed on a speaker making a presentation, or if there are two members of
the deputation addressing the meeting, 10 minutes in total for the two speakers. The
Chair shall determine additional time for members to put questions to the deputation.
18. New — Speakers can speak for up to five minutes, or longer at the discretion of the
Chair. No more than two speakers can speak on behalf of an organisation’s deputation.
With permission of the Chair, questions of clarification can be raised at the conclusion
of the deputation (not time constrained).
19. Working Group recommendation: the recommendation is to retain the current
provision of 10 minutes, which is in keeping with Council’s desire to encourage members
of the public to participate in the democratic process.
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Risk assessment and legal compliance
20. Staff consider the new orders meet the requirement to comply with Part 4 and Schedule
7 of the Local Government Act 2002 and Part VII of the Local Government Official
Information Meetings Act 1987.

Consistency with council policy
21. This proposal is in line with Council Policy

Attachments
Canterbury Regional Council Standing Orders – circulated separately

Legal review
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8.8. Councillor Reimbursement Policy

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Toshi Hodliffe & Catherine Schache

Responsible Director

Katherine Trought

Purpose
1.

This report outlines recommended changes to the Councillors’ Expenses, Allowances
and Reimbursements Policy to incorporate feedback from the auditors and to reflect
changes to the way Council works.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

considers and adopts the Environment Canterbury Councillors’ Expenses,
Allowances and Reimbursements Policy and submits it to the Remuneration
Authority for approval.

Background
2.

The Remuneration Authority (the Authority) is the independent body set up by
Parliament to deal with the remuneration of key office holders including local
government representatives. It operates under the Remuneration Authority Act 1977
and the Local Government Act 2002. Its role is to set the remuneration, expenses and
allowances for local government representatives

3.

The Authority is required to approve arrangements made for the reimbursement of
expenses and allowances to councillors. Appended to this report is a draft Expenses
Allowances and Reimbursements Policy for consideration and adoption. This will be
forwarded to the Authority for its approval. (Please refer to Attachment 1.)

4.

The draft Policy is an amended version of the Council’s current Policy. Amendments
have been made to:
a. Incorporate recommendations from the Auditors, required to ensure that
expense claims are approved on a ‘one-up’ basis or, where that is not
possible to ensure that there is a process where there is no reciprocal
arrangement for approving sensitive expenditure (that is, to avoid a person
approving expenditure having their own expenditure approved by the person
whose expenditure they are approving);
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b. Make other changes recommended by the Auditors, including clarity around
claims for meal expenses for more than one person; and whether the Council
will meet councillors’ partners’ costs;
c. To provide for the option for councillors who live more than 100km from
Christchurch seeking reimbursement of rental accommodation costs. The
current policy is silent on this option (providing only for hotel or other
overnight accommodation) and this change is recommended to clarify that
longer term accommodation is also covered by the policy;
d. Update references to the role of GM Governance;
e. Update references to the current Remuneration Determination.

Cost, compliance and communication
Financial implications
5.

Councillor remuneration, allowances and expenses are budgeted for in the Council’s
Long Term Plan and Annual Plans.

Risk assessment and legal compliance
6.

There are no additional risks or legal implication associated with the decision Council is
being asked to make.

Consistency with council policy
7.

The Expenses, Allowances, and Reimbursements Policy has been drafted to align with
relevant Council Policy and the current Remuneration Determination. It will need to be
reviewed after the new 2021/22 Remuneration Determination is issued by the
Remuneration Authority some time in July.

8.

The amended Policy will be consistent with the Auditor General’s Guidelines on this
issue, titled Controlling sensitive expenditure: Guide for public organisations and
available at https://oag.parliament.nz/2020/sensitive-expenditure

Next steps
9.

Following the Council’s decision, the adopted Expenses, Allowances, and
Reimbursements Policy will be sent to the Remuneration Authority as soon as possible
and, subject to any comments from the Remuneration Authority, will then take effect.

Attachments
Attachment 1: Draft Expenses Allowances and Reimbursements Policy
Legal review
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remove-from-minutes-end}
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Environment Canterbury Corporate Policy
Councillors’ Allowances and Reimbursements
Effective date

[date]

Review date

July 2022 or earlier, as required

Policy Owner

Director Finance and Corporate Services

Policy statement
1. The remuneration, expenses and allowances payable to members of Environment
Canterbury are set out in the Local Government Members (2020/21) Determination
2020, and actual and reasonable expenses are outlined in this policy, formally
approved by the Remuneration Authority (but subject to the provisions in the
Determination).
2. Clause 6 of Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002 specifies the
Remuneration Authority must determine the remuneration, allowance and expenses
payable to members of local authorities. It also states that the Remuneration
Authority may prescribe the rules under which remuneration or expenses are applied
or reimbursed.
3. Remuneration, allowances and expense reimbursements not determined by the
Remuneration Authority cannot be paid.
4. In all situations Environment Canterbury is mindful of the requirement to use public
funds responsibly and to maintain public confidence in the organisation.
5. Actual and reasonable expenses may be incurred in relation to legitimate Council
business events or legitimate Council business needs and travel.
6. Environment Canterbury will not (with some rare exceptions) fund alcohol related
expenses and will be an alcohol-free site/organisation.

Purpose
7. This policy outlines the eligible expenditure that may be reimbursed to members of
Environment Canterbury in performing their duties as prescribed in the Local
Government Act 2002.
8. From time to time members incur expenses on the Council’s behalf, for which they
can be reimbursed. Reimbursement and use of council supplied resources apply only
to members personally, and only while they are acting in their official capacity as
Councillors for Environment Canterbury.
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Applies to
9. All Councillors of Environment Canterbury.

Responsibilities
10. The Council Chairperson is the primary signatory to approve members’
expense claims and expenditure (except for the Chair of Audit, Finance and Risk
Committee – see 11 below).
11. The Chair of Audit, Finance and Risk Committee is the primary signatory to
approve the Chairperson’s expenditure.
12. The Deputy Chair is the primary signatory to approve the Chair of Audit,
Finance and Risk Committee’s expenditure.
13. The Director Finance and Corporate Services is a second signatory to approve
Chairperson and Councillor expense claims and expenditure.
14. The General Manager Governance Services is responsible for ensuring members
are aware of the policy and accompanying guidelines, facilitating the preparation of
Councillor expense claims, and checking for compliance before they are submitted to
the Director Finance and Corporate Services and the Chairperson for approval.
15. Members are responsible for understanding and abiding by the policy.
16. The Finance Section is responsible for processing expenditure that complies with
the policy.

Policy principles
17. To be reimbursable, expenses must:


have a justifiable council-related business purpose; council business includes
formal Council meetings, committee meetings, workshops, seminars, statutory
hearings, training courses, site visits, meetings with staff, meetings with
community groups and meetings with members of the public (It does not include
events where the primary focus is on social activity, political meetings or
electioneering.)



be moderate and reasonable, having regard to the circumstances and able to
pass the test of prudent use of ratepayers’ money under public scrutiny



be actual and justified by an original receipt



be approved by the relevant authoriser



be within relevant budget provisions
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be presented on the approved Environment Canterbury Claim Form



be signed as true and correct by the claimant



be consistent with the rules set by the Remuneration Authority.

18. Costs for reimbursement will be processed through the payroll system.

Related Information
19. Information relating to the Councillors’ Expenses, Allowances, and Reimbursements
Policy include:


Guidelines to this Policy



Members Code of Conduct



Environment Canterbury Fraud Policy



Clause 6 of Schedule 7, Local Government Act 2002



Remuneration Authority Act 1977



Local Government Members (2020/21) Determination 2020

Monitoring and review
20. Monitoring of this policy is the responsibility of the General Manager Governance
Services and a review will occur every three years or earlier, in response to legislative
changes, Remuneration Authority determinations and best practice. Any proposed
amendments to this policy will be reviewed by the policy owner and presented to the
Council for approval and adoption.

Policy Authorisations
21. The policy, and any amendments, must be approved by the Council.
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Councillor’s Expenses, Allowances and Reimbursements
Guidelines and Procedures
Council process for payment
1. Payment of expense reimbursements require a claim form to be signed and submitted
for approval. Councillor claims are processed and paid monthly.


All claims are to be accompanied by a detailed receipted tax invoice. It is not
sufficient for payments made by credit card or EFTPOS to be supported only
by the credit card/EFTPOS docket. Receipts must be itemised, for example, a
hotel receipt must specify accommodation and meal costs separately.



Claims will be refused if no receipts are provided.



It is preferable for each person to submit their own meal and
accommodation claims. However, where this is not possible and only
combined claims are possible, meal and accommodation claims for
multiple people must list the names of those people.



Detailed description of business reasons must be supplied.



Alcohol cannot be claimed unless pre-approval is obtained from the
Chairperson.



Members must seek approval first before incurring expenses and submit an
expense claim in the same month (where possible) as the expense is
incurred.



Authorised approvers must review and approve each member’s expense
claim and pre-approved overnight stays, travel, accommodation, and
conference attendance.



Claim forms are to be submitted to the General Manager Governance
Services who will check and verify, arrange for the Chairperson and the
Director Finance and Corporate Services to approve, and arrange
payment with the payroll system.



Claim forms for each month are to be received within five working days
following the end of the month. Members must submit their expense claims in
the financial year expenses were incurred.



Receipts/claims submitted after three months will not be reimbursed except in
extraordinary circumstances.



Submitted claims will be reimbursed in the next available payment run.
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Travel
Airline clubs / air points / loyalty rewards
2. No air points or loyalty rewards accumulated on travel or accommodation etc, while
on Council business can be used for personal benefit.
Air travel – domestic
3. Members are entitled to use domestic air travel for Council related travel where air
travel is the most cost-effective travel option. All approved travel bookings are made
through the Executive Assistant to the Chair and Councillors or Governances
Services team.
4. For the sake of clarity, if a member resides outside of the Canterbury Regional
Council area and, for personal reasons, chooses to travel by airline to the Council
area on Council business, compensation will be paid for travel time only, as outlined
in paragraphs 33 and 34.
Air travel – international
5. The prior approval of the Council is required for any international air travel, where
costs or partial costs are paid for by council funds. As a general policy all international
air travel by members is economy class, where Council funds all or part of the fares.
Council approval is required for exceptions, e.g., where Premium Economy or the
equivalent air travel is desirable for health or other compelling reasons.
6. All approved bookings are to be made by the Executive Assistant to the Chair and
Councillors.
Accommodation in exceptional circumstances for Council related meetings
7. The Executive Assistant to the Chair and Councillors or the Governance Services
team may arrange overnight accommodation for members when travel or business
requirements make it unreasonable for a member to return on the same day, e.g,
travelling after a late meeting, travelling in excess of 100km one-way, or in
exceptional circumstances.
8. Environment Canterbury has negotiated corporate rates with hotels/motels and unless
extraordinary circumstances arise, members are to use these venues where
appropriate. Bookings are to be made in consultation with the Executive Assistant to
the Chair and Councillors or the Governance Services team.
9. Accommodation should be cost-effective, taking into account the location relative to
where members are working, the standard of accommodation and safety and security
issues.
10. Purchases from hotel mini-bars and charges for in-room video or cable movies are to
be paid for by the Councillor before checking out of the accommodation.
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11. Councillors who choose to stay with friends or relatives are entitled to a special
allowance of $50 per overnight stay. In this instance, the member cannot claim other
expenses such as meals and incidentals.
12. Alternatively, Councillors who live more than 100km one-way from Christchurch and
who rent a property in Christchurch may seek reimbursement of their rental costs
from Environment Canterbury, up to a maximum of:


In the case of the Deputy Chair or Chair (who are required to be in
Christchurch on average more than two nights/week), $450 per week; and



In the case of all other councillors, $300 per week.

13. Any lease for any such property should be in the name of the Councillor in question
and not in the name of the Council and should be for a term not exceeding one year.
Councillors who seek reimbursement of rental cost may not also claim for other
expenses such as meals and incidentals while they are in Christchurch.
Meals
14. Breakfast is not claimable on day one of travel, although in some exceptional
circumstances approval may be given by the Chairperson for this expense up to a
maximum of $30 per head (e.g., if travel time commences pre-breakfast).
15. When staying overnight, a reasonable cost for breakfast may be claimed for day two
onwards, or where possible, breakfast may be charged back to accommodation.
16. Lunch is not claimable on day one of travel within the boundaries of the Canterbury
Regional Council.
17. Lunch is claimable on day one of travel outside the boundaries of the Canterbury
Regional Council. A reasonable cost will be reimbursed.
18. Dinner is claimable when staying away overnight and will be reimbursed to a
maximum of $80 (including GST) per night.
19. Clams for alcohol will not be accepted unless pre-approval has been obtained from
the Chairperson.
20. Morning and afternoon tea are not claimable (this includes takeaway coffee and
bottled water).
21. Reimbursements will only be made when members are on official Council business.
22. Meals cannot be claimed if:


a complimentary meal is provided



a meal is prepaid through an accommodation package (e.g, hotel breakfast)
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the cost of the meal is included in the cost of seminar or conference



members are entertained by their hosts.

Car parking
23. Parking fees incurred while on Canterbury Regional Council business will be
reimbursed on production of an original detailed receipted GST invoice.
Rental cars
24. Rental cars may be used when attending meetings or conferences in other centres,
where this is the most cost-effective travel option.
25. Approved rental car bookings are to be made by the Executive Assistant to the Chair
and Councillors or the Governance Services team using Environment Canterbury’s
preferred rental car agency.
Taxis and other transport
26. Other than for agreed conference/meeting attendance, there may be occasions when
a member requires a taxi service. Taxi fares can be booked in advance through the
relevant Governance Services staff. Such taxi fare bookings will be paid directly by
the Council and there is no need for Councillors to pay for the taxi fare individually.
Pre-approval by the General Manager Governance Services (including taxi company
to be used) is required.
27. Taxi costs paid for by the individual member for unanticipated taxi travel within New
Zealand, or for international travel on Council business, will be reimbursed on
presentation of actual receipts.

Vehicles
Chairperson’s car
28. The Council Chairperson may be provided with a vehicle. The value of the vehicle
shall be reasonable for the purpose intended and appropriate for public service use
(as per the Office of The Auditor General guidelines and the then current
Remuneration Determination). If the Chair elects to have the vehicle available for
private use, a deduction will be made from their salary as determined by the
Remuneration Authority. The Chairperson will not be able to claim for vehicle
mileage.
Vehicle provision
29. The Council does not provide Council vehicles for members attending meetings,
except for the Chairperson of the Council.
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Mileage and travel time allowances
30. In accordance with the Local Government Members (2020/21) Determination 2020,
the following rules apply:


Vehicle mileage and travel time allowances will be paid for all travel on Council
business when the member is travelling in a private vehicle by the most direct
route that is reasonable in the circumstances.



The maximum allowance for a petrol or diesel vehicle is:
o 79 cents per km for the first 14,000 kms travelled in the determination
term (1 July to 30 June)
o 30 cents per kilometre for any distance over 14,000 kms travelled in
the determination term (1 July to 30 June).

 The maximum allowance for a petrol hybrid vehicle is:
o 79 cents per km for the first 14,000 kms travelled in the determination
term (1 July to 30 June)
o 19 cents per km for any distance over 14,000 kms travelled in
the determination term (1 July to 30 June).
 The maximum allowance for an electric vehicle is:
o 79 cents per km for the first 14,000 kms travelled in the determination
term (1 July to 30 June)
o 9 cents per km for any distance over 14,000 kms travelled in
the determination term (1 July to 30 June).
31. If the Council is providing transport, and a member chooses, for personal reasons, to
travel independently, they may not be entitled to a vehicle allowance.
32. Where a member chooses, for personal reasons, to travel by private vehicle to a
conference or seminar outside of the Canterbury region they will be entitled to
reimbursement of the mileage travelled, up to the value of equivalent airfare.
33. Any speeding fines and any other traffic infringement notices incurred will not be
reimbursed.
34. For the sake of clarity, the member is not required to be a member of the committee
or subcommittee to claim mileage attendance.
35. Compensation for travelling time within New Zealand on Council business can be
claimed by members (other than the Chair) at a rate of $37.50/hr for each hour of
travel time after the first hour of travel time in a day. Travel must be by the quickest
form of transport reasonable in the circumstances and by the most direct route
reasonable in the circumstances. Only time travelled in excess of one hour will
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qualify for payment, up to a maximum of eight hours in a 24-hour period.
36. If a member resides outside the Canterbury Regional Council area and travels to
the Council area region on Council business, compensation for travel time will only
be paid after the member crosses the Council’s boundary and after the first hour of
travel within the region.

Catering, hospitality and entertainment
Annual Councillor function
37. The Council will make budgetary provision for one Councillor function per year. The
purpose of this function is to provide:


a forum for building relationships between members and senior staff



an opportunity to give recognition to the supporting role that spouses/partners
give to members and senior staff.

38. Attendance is generally limited to members and senior management staff,
accompanied by spouses/partners.
39. If appropriate, costs of accommodation and associated meals will be paid for
by members and partners attending the annual function.
40. The Chief Executive or Chairperson, when it is deemed appropriate for the function,
may invite special guests.
Catering
41. The Councillors’ Lounge (adjacent to the Council chamber) is equipped with tea and
coffee making facilities. Catering and refreshments will be provided to councillors
attending formal meetings, served in the Councillors’ Lounge. Catering and
refreshments are arranged through the Governance Services team.
42. Members may use the Wharekai staff café at their personal cost. Light meals,
snacks, hot and cold beverages are available.

Communication allowance
43. In accordance with the Local Government Members (2020/21) Determination 2020,
the following communications allowances are payable when councillors use their own
mobile phone device and have chosen to use a council-owned HP X2 Tablet device:


for use of a multi-functional (or other) printer, $40 per annum



for use of a personal mobile phone, $150 per annum; and



for use of a personal mobile phone service, $400 per annum.
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44. When a councillor has chosen not to use a council-owned HP X2 Tablet device they
are entitled to the above allowance plus an additional $200 per annum for use of a
personal device.
45. The Council will supply any necessary sundry consumables such as printer ink and
paper. The council-owned device remains the property of Environment Canterbury
and must be returned when the member leaves office.
46. Sundry consumables should be arranged through the Executive Assistant to the Chair
and Councillors or Governance Services team.
Mobile phones
47. The Council will provide a mobile phone for the Chair and cover all expenses
associated with the use of that phone. The phone remains the property of
Environment Canterbury. The Chair will not receive a mobile phone allowance.

Childcare allowance
48. In accordance with the Local Government Members (2020/21) Determination 2020,
members may claim a childcare allowance as a contribution to expenses of up to
$6,000 per child per annum if:


the member is the parent or guardian of the child or is usually responsible for
the day-to-day care of the child; and



the child is under 14 years of age; and



the childcare is provided by someone who is not the member’s family member
and does not ordinarily reside with the member.

49. Satisfactory evidence of the amount paid for childcare must be provided in the form of
an original detailed receipted GST invoice.

Professional development, clubs and associations
Conferences, courses, seminars etc
50. An annual budget will be set aside for Councillors’ attendance at
conferences/courses/seminars. (Annual LGNZ Conference not included, see
below). Councillors will be allocated $2,500 each per year and can utilise future
budget as long as the total does not exceed $7,500.
51. When considered appropriate for a member to attend a conference/course/seminar at
the cost of Environment Canterbury, approval shall only be given for the purpose of
acquiring knowledge, including new developments, or transacting business that is
appropriate to that member. Costs of attendance must be able to be met within the
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approved budgets.
52. Attendance will generally be authorised by resolution in a public session of a Council
or Committee meeting but may also be authorised in writing by the Council
Chairperson.
53. Members who have been authorised to attend a conference/course/seminar etc will
have attendance fees, travel, accommodation and meals paid for. Unless otherwise
agreed by the General Manager Governance Services, all travel and
accommodation will be booked through the Executive Assistant to the Chair and
Councillors.
54. The Council will not meet costs of partners/spouses attending conferences/courses/
seminars except in the rare circumstances that the involvement of a partner/spouse
directly contributes to a clear business purpose.
55. Members, after attendance at an approved conference/course/seminar, should report
to an appropriate meeting on relevant matters including course content, matters of
interest to other members and staff, and an assessment of the value of the
attendance.
LGNZ Conference
56. Attendance at the Local Government New Zealand (LGNZ) Annual Conference will be
considered and resolved by the Council.
57. .
Councillors travelling overseas (other than courses/conferences)
58. Environment Canterbury may support the costs of members travelling overseas on
fact-finding visits after consideration of the following factors:


the information to be gained is necessary to the achievement of the performance
measures of a relevant Council project in the Annual Plan/Long Term Plan



a personal visit is required for the nature of the visit is such that a Councillor is
appropriate for the task



the visit is an effective means of obtaining information



the Councillor applying for support is an appropriate member to undertake the
proposed visit



any special circumstances which are seen to justify support.

59. All applications for support shall be in writing and will require support from the relevant
principal Committee prior to consideration by the Council.
60. When a member will be travelling overseas on a personal visit and is asked by the
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Council to undertake some work which can be conveniently included in their itinerary,
then the Council may approve any extra expense incurred as it sees fit.

Taxation of allowances
61. Taxation on allowances shall be deducted at the prevailing taxation rates as
determined by the Inland Revenue Department.

Resource consent hearing fees
Fees for attending ATA and RMA resource consent hearings
Refer to clauses 5, 6 and 13 of the Local Government Members (2020/21)
Determination 2020 for further information.

Breach of expense and reimbursement rules
62. Instances where this policy has not been followed may lead to an investigation
pursuant to the Members Code of Conduct.
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8.9. Climate Emergency Update

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Victoria Clare, Strategy Advisor
Dr Morag Butler, Senior Strategy Advisor

Responsible Director

Dr Tim Davie, Director of Science

Purpose
1.

Environment Canterbury declared a climate emergency on 16 May 2019, ensuring that
climate change is at the centre of the organisation’s work and the Council’s decision
making. As part of its strategic direction, the Council has identified a transformational
opportunity to ‘lead climate change resilience’.

2.

Councillors have requested a standing item at every Council meeting that provides an
update on Environment Canterbury’s climate change work programme.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

receives the update on the climate change work programme.

Background
3.

Environment Canterbury is progressing a climate change integration programme under
the Long-Term Plan 2018-2028. This programme seeks to:
 ensure that climate change is actively considered across workstreams
 increase the visibility of climate science and the potential impacts of climate change
on the Canterbury region
 work with iwi and other regional partners, and central government, on climate change
issues.

4.

The 2nd anniversary of Environment Canterbury’s climate emergency declaration was
marked on 16 May 2021.

Update
5.

This update focuses on Environment Canterbury's work on the 'It's time, Canterbury'
campaign, the new climate change workstreams in the proposed Long-Term Plan 202131, and upcoming national direction for emissions reduction.

Public launch of the ‘It’s time, Canterbury’ campaign
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6.

The 2020/21 Annual Plan included the development of a climate change communication
campaign. Environment Canterbury worked collaboratively with the ten local councils in
Canterbury to build an integrated region-wide campaign, based on providing the highest
quality science and information to our communities.

7.

The ‘It’s time, Canterbury’ communication campaign aims to spark a conversation within
Canterbury about what climate change impacts are expected for our communities and
region, and how we together can respond and increase our resilience over the coming
years.

8.

Environment Canterbury wants to ensure that ‘It’s time, Canterbury’ is a useful resource
for all our communities, especially those who are unsure or new to the conversation on
climate change. We have worked with our partners to ensure the information included is
localised, accurate, appropriate, and accessible, with ongoing considerations on how to
best provide resources in multiple languages.

9.

The campaign was publicly launched on Friday 28 May at a well-attended event hosted
by the Canterbury Mayoral Forum and Environment Canterbury. The event included
speeches by Minister Megan Woods, Selwyn Mayor and Mayoral Forum Chair Sam
Broughton, Environment Canterbury Chief Scientist Dr Fiona Shanhun, Environment
Canterbury Youth Rōpū member Erana Riddell and Dr Rod Carr of the Climate Change
Commission. They spoke to the need for a local conversation on the issues and the
necessity of urgent action, but also the hope that climate action can bring.

10. The proposed Long-Term Plan 2021-2031 includes funding, over the length of the plan,
to continue the campaign and a level of service to ensure the ‘provision of information,
advice, tools and resources through climate change communication projects’ (LoS23.1).

New climate change workstreams in the proposed Long-Term Plan
11. The proposed Long-Term Plan 2021-2031 has provision for two new workstreams in the
Climate Change Resilience Programme (‘Climate Change Adaptation’ and ‘Transition to
Low Emissions Economy’), which will replace the current Climate Change Integration
Programme. The two dedicated workstreams within the Programme will allow for more
directed actions in regard to climate change mitigation and adaptation, and align with
the direction of national government.
12. While the programme name has changed, the ‘integration’ of climate change into
Council decision-making will continue.
13. In the proposed Long-Term Plan 2021-2031, approximately 75% of programmes will
contribute to Environment Canterbury’s climate change response. In particular,
alongside the Climate Change Resilience Programme, these include Me Uru Rākau,
Leading Flood and River Resilience, Leading Community Resilience, Clean Air, Priority
Habitats and Wetland Protection, Freshwater Resilience, Transforming Public
Transport, and Managing the Coastal Environment.
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Upcoming national direction for emissions reduction
14. Following consultation in February and March this year, the Climate Change
Commission released their final advice on the emissions budgets to the Government on
31 May 2021 and to the public on the 9 June 2021.
15. The Government will now review this advice and use it to build the National Emissions
Reduction Plan. Consultation on this plan will be open in the spring, for the plan to be
adopted by 31 December 2021 as required under the ‘Zero Carbon Act’ (Climate
Change Response (Zero Carbon) Amendment Act 2019).

Attachments
Nil

File reference

[SharePoint link for this paper]

Legal review
Peer reviewers
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8.10. 2021 Council and Committee Meeting Schedule

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Toshi Hodliffe, Natalie Gunn

Responsible Director

Stefanie Rixecker

Purpose
1.

To set the Council and Committee schedule for the remainder of the 2021 calendar year
following the resolution to establish the standing committees and subcommittee at the
Council meeting on 29 April 2021.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

affirm and endorse the amended Council and Committee schedule for 2021.

Background
2.

The Council and Committee meeting schedule is prepared each year to meet the
requirements of Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002 (LGA) to give notice to
members of meetings. The existing 2021 meeting schedule was formally adopted at the
Council meeting on 10 December 2021.

3.

This meeting schedule has subsequently been amended to incorporate the four
additional standing committee and additional new sub-committee meetings. This
amended schedule reflects the rhythms set in the terms of reference for the Standing
Committees.

The proposal
4.

It is recommended that full Council and each of the Transport and Urban Development,
Natural Environment and Regional and Strategic Leadership Committees meet six
weekly, with:
 The Transport and Urban Development Committee and Natural Environment
Committee meeting on the same day (one in the morning and one in the afternoon)
 those meetings off-set from the Regional and Strategic Leadership
Committee and Council meetings by two weeks

5.

The dates for the Audit, Finance and Risk (AFRC) meetings are set to meet six weekly

6.

Council meetings are usually scheduled for two weeks after most AFRC meetings, plus
meetings as required to meet the requirements for the Long-Term Plan and Annual
Report processes
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7.

The proposed six-weekly meeting cycle will strike a good balance between timely
decision-making (keeping governors current, and ensuring staff receive ‘in-time’
direction and decisions from Council). It also allows each Committee’s minutes to be
approved promptly, which ensures easy decision tracking.

8.

It is proposed that the Climate Change Action Committee meet four-monthly (that is,
three times per year) given that its work will be occurring across longer timeframes and
given that the Terms of Reference of all of the other three new committees also include
climate change aspects.

9.

The Investment Entity Investigation Committee will meet at the request of the
Committee chair.

10. The Regulation Hearing Committee meetings are scheduled for every Thursday but will
occur as required.
11. The meeting dates for the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee and the
Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group Joint Committee are aligned
with the meetings of the Canterbury Mayoral Forum as many of the region’s Mayors are
members of both of those committees. These committees meet quarterly.
12. The Canterbury Water Management Strategy (CWMS) zone committee meetings are
set on a separate schedule, The CWMS Regional Committee meetings are shown on
both the CWMS and Council meeting schedules.
13. The meeting dates for the Greater Christchurch Partnership Committee have been
provided by the Greater Christchurch Partnership secretariat.
14. The dates proposed for the Councillors’ break are the two weeks of the July school
holidays

Cost, compliance and communication
Financial implications
15. Councillors are paid a salary and the only variable expenditure from the number of
meetings held is mileage and accommodation casts. There is a budget for Councillor
expenses.
16. There is a budget for Governance staff attending meetings. All other staff time is
charged to the project or activity that is the subject of the report.

Risk assessment and legal compliance
17. The meeting schedule meets the requirements of clause 19(5) of Schedule 7 of the
LGA, requiring the Chief Executive to advise members of meeting dates.
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18. Separate to the LGA requirements to advise members of meeting dates, Section 46 of
the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 requires the Council
to advertise meeting dates, times, and venues each month.

Significance and engagement
19. Consistency with council policy
20. This proposal is in line with Council Policy

Communication
21. The meeting schedule will be available on the Council’s website and will be updated
when any changes are made through the year

Attachments
1.

2021 06 17 2021 Meeting Schedule draft 17 June 2021 [8.10.1 - 1 page]
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2021 Council, Committees and Partnership Fora Meeting Schedule
JUNE

JULY

AUGUST

SEPTEMBER

OCTOBER

MON
TUE
WED

Attachment 8.10.1

NOVEMBER

DECEMBER
MON

1
1

TUE

2

2

1

THU

WED

3

1

4 RHC
RSLC
AFRC

2 RHC
NEC
TUDC

1

5 GCPC

3 Te Rōpū Tuia

THU

3 RHC

1 RHC
NEC
TUDC

4

2 Te Rōpū Tuia

5
6

3
4

1

4
5

2
3

6
7

4
5

7 Queen’s Birthday

5

2

6

4

8

6

8

6

3

7

5

9

7 CWMS Reg Cttee

9

7

4

8

6

10

8

10 RHC

8 RHC
Council

5 RHC
Council

9 RHC
RSLC
AFRC

7 RHC
CSC

11 RHC

11

9 GCPC

6

10 GCPC
Te Waihora

8 GCPC

12 Canterbury
Anniversary

10 GCPC

12
13

10
11

7
8

11
12

9
10

13
14

11
12

14

12

9

13

11

15

13

15 CWMS Reg Cttee

13

10 CWMS Reg Cttee

14

12 CWMS Reg Cttee

16

14

16

14

11

15

13

17

15

THU

17 RHC
Council

15 LGNZ conf

16 RHC

16 LGNZ conf

18 RHC
CSC
RTC
19 CMF
CDEMG

THU

18 GCPC

14 RHC
LGNZ
zone 5&6
15
LGNZ
zone 5&6

16

FRI

12 RHC
CCAC
CSC
13 GCPC

17

FRI

SAT

19

14

18

16

20

18

SAT

SUN
MON

20

15

19

17

21

19

18

22

20

SUN
MON

FRI
SAT
SUN
MON
TUE
WED
THU

FRI
SAT
SUN
MON
TUE
WED

TUE
WED

2 RHC

17 LGNZ conf &AGM
AAGMAGM
18

3 Te Waihora
LGNZ Regional

17

20

19

16

22

20

17

21

19

23

21

23

21

18

22

20

24

22

23 RHC
NEC
TUDC

21 RHC
Council

25
RHC
Council

23

19 RHC
RTC

SAT
SUN
MON

THU

FRI
SAT
SUN
MON
TUE
WED

TUE
WED
THU

24 RHC

22

FRI

25
GCPC partner councils

23

20 CMF
CDEMG

24
Te Rōpū Tuia

22
GCPC partner councils

SAT
SUN
MON

26
27

24
25

21
22

25
26

23
24

26
Te Waihora
LGNZ Regional
27
28

28

26

23

27 South Canterbury
anniversary

25 Labour Day

29

27 Christmas Day
holiday

29

27

24

28

26

30

28 Boxing Day holiday

30

28

25

29

27

29 Office closed

29 RHC
RSLC
AFRC

26 RHC

28 RHC

30 Office closed

30

27

29

31 Office closed

31

28

30
31

TUE
WED

THU

30 RHC
Council

TUE
WED

9 RHC
Council
CCAC

21

THU

FRI

24

FRI

25
26

SAT
SUN
MON

FRI

TUE
WED

THU
FRI

SAT
SUN
MON

29
30

TUE

SAT
SUN
MON
TUE

31

JUNE

JULY

Long-Term Plan 2021-2031 Timetable (Council)
17 June – adopt LTP and set rates
Annual Report Timetable
21 Oct – Council final Annual Report
Public holidays
Councillors’ Leave – Sat 10 July to Sun 25 July
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AUGUST

SEPTEMBER
Council
IEIC
CWMS Reg Cttee
RHC
RTC
CDEMG
GCPC
CMF
Te Waihora
Te Rōpū Tuia
LGNZ
NEC
TUDC
RSLC
AFRC
CSC
CCAC

OCTOBER

NOVEMBER

DECEMBER

Council meetings
Investment Entity Investigation Committee
Canterbury Water Management Strategy Regional Committee
Regulation Hearing Committee (8.30 am) as required
Canterbury Regional Transport Committee
Canterbury Civil Defence Emergency Management Group
Greater Christchurch Partnership Committee
Canterbury Mayoral Forum
Te Waihora Co-Governance Group
Partnership between Environment Canterbury and Ngā Rūnanga
Local Government NZ - Regional sector/Zone 5 & 6/AGM &Conference
Natural Environment Committee
Transport and Urban Development Committee
Regional and Strategic Leadership Committee
Audit, Finance and Risk Committee
Catchment Subcommittee (of the Natural Environment Committee)
Climate Change Action Committee
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8.11. Approval of contract for services for Chatham Islands Council

Council report
Date of meeting

17 June 2021

Author

Catherine Schache, Nicholas Hill

Responsible Director

Katherine Trought

Purpose
1.

Since 2004 Environment Canterbury has performed a range of services for Chatham
Islands Council (CIC) to support it in meeting its obligations as a Regional Council, in
return for which CIC (using funding from the Department of Internal Affairs) pays this
Council approximately $1.3m per annum. The contract to provide those services
expires on 30 June 2021 and accordingly needs to be renewed.

2.

CIC relies on Environment Canterbury and the contract needs to be renewed to ensure
continuity of service delivery to that Council.

Recommendations
That the Council:
1.

Agrees to Environment Canterbury renewing its contract with the Chatham
Islands Council for a further one year term, until 30 June 2022; and

2.

Delegates authority to the Director Finance and Corporate Services to finalise
and to sign that contract.

Background
3.

CIC has not only functions of a territorial authority but also the powers of a regional
council under statutes including the Resource Management Act and the Biosecurity Act.

4.

Since 2004 the Department of Internal Affairs has provided funding to CIC to obtain the
services it needs to support it in meeting its obligations as a regional council and since
that time, those services have been provided by Environment Canterbury. There have
been four successive contracts for services, each for a four-year term. The current
contract, signed in 2016 and extended in 2020, expires on 30 June 2021.

5.

The services provided under the contract consist of those needed for corporate
services, RMA matters, biosecurity, emergency management and maritime safety.

6.

The contract provides for the establishment of a Steering Group (made up of the CIC
CE, Owen Pickles, Environment Canterbury’s Director of Finance & Corporate Services,
and other Environment Canterbury senior managers who are involved in delivering
services). To date the Steering Group has been able to resolve any issues that have
arisen under the contract.
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7.

Payments under the contract reflect the value of the services that this Council provides
to CIC and therefore there is no cost to Canterbury ratepayers arising from the contract.
To the extent that there are slight ‘unders’ and ‘overs’ in any year, there is a reserve
account maintained.

8.

The renewal of a contract would ordinarily be a management matter, but as the value of
this contract (which will be $1.3m next year) is in excess of staff delegations Council
approval is needed for this renewal.

9.

This one-year renewal is needed to allow a review of wider Chatham Islands
governance arrangements and CIC funding review, being conducted by the Department
of Internal Affairs, that is due to start soon. Staff understand that this one-year renewal
would be helpful to the Department of Internal Affairs and to CIC, and that it fits with
their current planning.

Cost, compliance and communication
Financial implications
10. As noted above, the contract is cost-neutral to Environment Canterbury. However, it is
essential to CIC that Environment Canterbury continues to perform under the contract
for the forthcoming year.

Risk assessment and legal compliance
11. The contract renewal will be appropriately documented.

Next steps
12. Once approved, the contract renewal will be documented in time for the expiry of the
current term.

Attachments
Nil
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9. Exclusion of the Public from Part of the
Council Meeting
Council paper
Meeting Date

17 June 2021

Author

Louise McDonald

Recommendations
That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this
meeting, namely:
1. Performance, Audit and Risk Committee minutes- 29 April
2. Performance, Audit and Risk Committee minutes - 27 May 2021
3. Chief Executive Employment, Performance and Remuneration Committee
4. Event Update
1.

The general subject of the matters to be considered while the public is excluded, the
reason for passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the
Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this
resolution are as follows:

Item
No.

Report

Reason for passing this
resolution in relation to each
matter

1.

Performance, Audit and
Risk Committee minutes
Chief Executive
Employment, Performance
and Remuneration
Committee
Event Update

Good reason exists under
section 7

2.
3.

2.

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official
Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by
section 6 or section 7 of that Act which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole
or relevant part of the proceeding of the meeting in public are as follows:

Item
No.
1&2
1,2 & 3
2

1&2
3

2.

Ground(s) under
section 48(1) for the
passing of this
resolution
Section 48(1)(a)

Enable the Council holding the information to carry on, without prejudice or
disadvantage commercial activities – Section 7(2)(h)
Enable the Committee holding the information to carry on, without prejudice or
disadvantage, negotiations (including commercial and industrial negotiations - Section
7(2)(i)
Protect information which is subject to an obligation of confidence or which any person
has been or could be compelled to provide under the authority of any enactment,
where the making available of the information would be likely to prejudice the supply of
similar information, or information should continue to be supplied -Section 7(2)(c)(i))
Maintain legal professional privilege - Section 7(2)(g)
Protect the privacy of natural persons – Section 7(2)(a)

That appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Council.
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10. Other Business
11. Notices of Motion
12. Questions
13. Next Meeting
14. Mihi/Karakia Whakamutunga - Closing
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