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Time Submitter Organisation Consultation Sub. Page
No. No.
9.20am Sally King Individual DCFP 62 4
9.30am Trevor Glogau | Thorndon Residents’ DCFP 78 7
Association
9.40am Donald Individual DCFP 85 10
Armstrong
9.50am Bernie Harris Volgenmorn Kingston DAP / DCFP 202/73 | 12/18
Residents Association,
Brooklyn Residents
Association, FWRPA
10.10am | Bev Aspros and | Mirimar South School and DCFP 68 21
Signe Wellington South Nursing
Christensen Initiative
10.20am | Morning Tea
10.40am | Hold
10.50am | Tracy Hurst- Individual DCFP 83 25
Porter
11.00am | JulieAnne ACC DAP 212 27
Garnons-
Williams
11.10am Chris Horne Individual DAP 228 33
and Barbara
Mitcalfe
11.20am | Paul Turner Landlink DCCAP 28 38




11.30am Hold

11.40am Liz Springford Individiual DAP / DCCAP 307/76 | 45

11.50am Dr Scott OraTaiao (NZ Climate DAP / DCCAP 304779 | 49
Metcalfe and Health)

12.00pm | David Perks Positively Wellington DAP 214 70

Tourism

12.10pm | Jeremy Wellington Regional DCCAP / DAP 80/229 | 84
Harding Chamber of Commerce

12.20pm | Pele Tui Strathmore Community DAP 294 88

School

12.30pm | Lunch

1.30pm Andrew Berry Wellington Aquatic Sports DCFP 71 89
and Ross
McKitterick

1.40pm Greg Forsythe | Wellington Swimming DAP 219 101
and Mark
Berge

1.50pm Frank Cook Individual DAP / DCCAP 220/54 | 107 /109

2.00pm Alan Royal and | Disability Reference DAP 174 114
Sara Pviac Group
Alexander

2.10pm Fa'afetai Tui Individiual DAP 248 118

Key:

DCCAP Draft Climate Change Action Plan

DAP Draft Annual Plan

DCFP Draft Community Facilities Policy




COPY

Fiona Johnson

From: sally.king@xtra.co.nz

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 12:14 p.m.

To: BUS: Community Facilities

Subject: Draft Community Facilities Policy &amp; implementation Plan

The following details have been submitted from the Draft Community Facilities
Policy &amp; Implementation Plan form on the www.Wellington.govt.nz
website:

First Name: Sam and Sally

Last Name: Gray and King (respectively)

Street Address: 9 Upton Tce

Suburb: Thorndon

City: Wellington

Phone: 4999 033

Email: sally.king @xtra.co.nz

| would like to make an oral submission in mid May: Yes

| am making this submission: as an individual

Number of peopie you are representing: 8

Age: 31-50

How often do you use our libraries: Monthly

How often do you use our swimming pools: Other

Other - details:  In the summer as Thorndon is a summer pool
How often do you use our recreation centres: Other

Other - details:  There are NO rec centresfor Thormndon

How often do you use a community centre or hall: Other

Other - details: There are NO community facilities for Thorndon

Tell us what you think about the overall approach we are planning to take in the
1




draft Community Facilities Policy: The process appears o have taken very litile
effort to ascertain the needs of the Thorndon Community wrt to the local pool,
community facilities or any other matter. Evidence of the effort made would be
enlightening, | think.

Strategically, some important decisions appear to have preceded the
investment proposals - in particular, why swimming pools are dedicated to one
or another type of activity. The policy and process that has established
Thorndon pool as a lane swim facility has been requested, but has not yet been
received. 1 wonder what consultation was taken in determining the use of
Thorndon Pool. The policy decision, of course, ought to proceed what
investments are appropriate.

What do you think about the areas of focus in our strategic priorities? Are these
the right ones: The areas of focus for the local community of Thorndon are not
well considered. The strategic focus of learn to swim is in my view appropriate,
but the operationalising and investment programme to support the focus falls
well short of adequateadequate

Do you agree with the investment proposals we have identified in our plan? Are
there any others you think we should consider:

NO. All the medium term investments (bar option #1) place a roof over
Thorndon. This is a nice to have, not necessary to have. An investment of less
than 20% of the proposed spend for Thorndon would meet a far wider range of
swim education needs - and not just for the local community of Thorndon.

On the matter of a community hall for Thorndon, there appears {o have been no
consideration, & no consultation with the local community. | understand the
Residents Assn have discussed the matter 18 months ago - what evidence
have the council officers provides to give assurance that this has been
adequately reviewed?

What do you think of the timing of these investment proposals: Cleatly the
economic downturn provides a significant rein on investment options. I'd
suggest the Council defer the big ticket investment in favour of high value, high
impact tactical improvements such as the bulkhead proposal for Thorndon. As
a ratepayer, so moderation in spending would be welcomed.

Tell us what you think about limiting public access to some parts of our pools at
peak times so we can provide more learn-to-swim classes until the new
learners pools are built: Sharing facilities is an essential part of ensuring high
use. That said it's sharing, not domination by one interest group over another.
Consistently throughout the summer, the kids of Thorndon are actively
discouraged from using their local pool; and staff have even refused to provide
the minimum number of lanes - inadequate asitis. Most swimmers learnt to
enjoy the benefits of swimming themselves by first playing around in the water.
I doubt, if they realized the effect on the next generation of their demand to
remove Kids from the pool, they — and those who set the policy - could be
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anything other than ashamed.

Moreover, kids who pay public rates are banned from lane training during high
use periods. 'm not at all sure this could be enforceable if challenged. Plenty
of 12 yr olds are far more competent swimmers than slow lane users! 1'd like
to see this blatant bias against kids removed from WCC policies.

Appilication of an appropriate policy will require education, tolerance — and
some retraining and adherence to policy by the pool staff. -

Any other comments: Investments at the pool over the past few years have
revitalized it and | am most grateful for the Council’s interest in preserving and
in seeking good use for the pool over the long haul.

Changing the layout of the pool with a bulkhead , as proposed by TRA, along
with installing a small platform to raise the floor of the pool to an appropriate
learner height would allow the Thorndon pool to be a far more versatile facility
than at present. Moreover, the impact on other swimmers, whilst
accommodating youngsters and learn to swim classes would be greatly
mitigated by a bulkhead option. This is entirely consistent with the council
objectives of making the most of existing pool space and improving aquatic
education opportunities. And it is relatively inexpensive.

The revised layout would be a step fowards the community's aspirations of
making the pool a facility that can be shared by the local AND greater
Wellington. In the medium term developing modest family facilities on the site
such as a toddler pool would be welcomed. A retractable roof would be great ~
but only if this investment IS able to be enjoyed by a much broader cross
section of those who have an interest in Thorndon pool than is currently
indicated by the proposals.

Finally, any invesiments in this much cherished open air community facility (one
of the very few community meeting points left in Thorndon)- must be consistent
with the heritage values of this facility and designed in consultation with the
community.




COPY

Fiona Johnson

From: tglogau@paradise.net.nz

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 2:51 p.m.

To: BUS: Community Facilities

Subject: Draft Community Facilities Policy &amp; implementation Plan

The following details have been submitted from the Draft Community Facilities
Policy &amp; Implementation Plan form on the www.Wellington.govi.nz
website:

First Name: Trevor

Last Name: Glogau

Street Address: 273A Tinakori Rd

Suburb: Thorndon

City: Wellington

Phone: 4727142

Email: tglogau @ paradise.net.nz

| would like to make an oral submission in mid May: Yes

I am making this submission: on behalf of an organisation
Organisation name: Thorndon Residents Association

Your role in that organisation: Committee member

Age: 51-65

Other - details:  N/A

How often do you use our swimming pools: More thah once a week
How often do you use our recreation centres: More than once a week
Other - details:  N/A

Teli us what you think about the overall approach we are planning fo take in the
draft Community Facilities Policy: Our comments pertain to Thorndon pool;

Apparently, WCC has consulted all the local schools on the use of Thorndon
Pool, however the emails we have received from the local schools suggest
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otherwise. The message we are getting from the Schools is that they are far
from satisfied with both the provision of learner facilities at Thorndon pool and
intermediate swimmer access to swim lanes.

We have emails from the local Schools to support this position and these
emphasise that the local Schools feel the WCC have missed the community
view about the use of our local pool. This is reinforced by the fact that there is
nothing in the Council recommendations about the local schools use of
Thorndon pool, or for that matter, any use for kids in Thorndon (sports, swim
squads etc).

What do you think about the areas of focus in our strategic priotities? Are these
the right ones: Our comments pertain to Thorndon pool;

The Council's plan includes a propesal to add a retractable roof in order to
extend the pool*s season of use from the current 5 months of the year up to 10
months. This is great, but inadequate to the community's real needs. Whilst the
retractable roof on Thorndon pool might be a valuable addition to the pool, from
the TRA and community - and we believe from the local schools' - perspective
it would be desirable for the council to create a facility and further opportunities
to share the pool, making it a more children friendly facility with a shallow
learner area and in the long term the addition of a toddler pool.

Do you agree with the investment proposals we have identified in our plan? Are
there any others you think we should consider: The only option we disagree
with is option 1 (status quo) We can live with the other three options providing
they include provision for our suggested enhanced learner facilities.

To this end we would like to see for Thorndon pool the immediate budget
allowance of $100K to install a movable mini bulkhead across the pool which
along with a raised floor platform would create a shallow learners section to the
pool. This is expanded on in our later comments.

What do you think of the timing of these investment proposals: For Thorndon
pool we believe a movable bulkhead and floor platform is a low cost urgent first
priority.

If the bulkhead were fitted we believe the community would accept a fiscally
realistic timeframe for the retractable roof option..

Tell us what you think about limiting public access to some parts of our pools at
peak times so we can provide more leam-fo-swim classes until the new
learners pools are built: This is a concept we would fully endorse and believe
our suggestion of a bulkhead/floor platform would allow the Thorndon pool fo
be a far more versatile facility than at present, and the impact on other users of
running leam to swim classes would be greatly mitigated.
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Any other comments: The council in their report put strong emphasis on
Aquatic Education and Learn to Swim along with making the most of existing
pool space. Whilst other pools such as Karori and Keith Spry have been
earmarked for the development of teaching pools, Thorndon pool appears in
the report to be classified with Freyberg as an “aquatic sports facility rather than
a pool for use by children”. Whilst the retractable roof on Thorndon pool might
be a valuable addition to the pool, from the Thorndon Resident Association
(TRA), Local Schools and community perspective it would be desirable for the
council to transition the pool to a more children and family oriented facility with
a shallow learner area and in the long term the addition of a toddler pool.

To this end the council should consider in its proposals ways to make
Thorndon pool more versatile. One way to achieve this relatively cheaply would
be to fit a moveable bulkhead in particular a Mini Swimwall style which is
relatively cheap . (50K to 60K estimated) Such a bulkhead in conjunction with a
floor platform would allow the shallow end of the pool to be sectioned off for
learmer classes and at other times the bulkhead could be moved to the deep

- end of the pool to divide off such activities as Water polo and underwater
hockey training. As the Thorndon pool is 30m long by approximately 12m wide,
sectioning off say 5m of the shallow pool end would still allow for standard 25m
training lanes and if the full 30m length needed to be utilised the bulkhead
would simply move to the end of the pool.

Changing the layout of the pool in this way would go hand in hand with the
council objectives of making the most of existing pool space and improving
aquatic education opportunities. The revised layout would be a step towards
TRA and local Schools objectives of making the pool more of a community
facility, with the medium term view of developing other family facilities on the
site such as a toddler pool.

To summarise the TRA position;

- TRA wish 1o ensure that any future development of the Thormdon pool
includes provision for the pool’s use as a community facility with emphasis on
increasing pool areas for children and toddlers.

- TRA in principle supports the concept of a retractable roof for the pool
providing that this is aesthetically sympathetic and maintains the historic
nature of the pool as an open air facility. TRA propose the council include a
moveable bulkhead in its plans for the pool to allow the shallow end of the pool
to be divisioned off for children and learner use. The installing of this bulkhead
should be on a more immediate timeframe than the retractable roof.

- That the council include in its longer term plan the concept a toddler pool
on the site (sited perhaps over the plant room?)
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Fiona Johnson

From: donwdc@gmail.com

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 4:26 p.m.

To: BUS: Community Fagcilities

Subject: Draft Community Facilities Policy &amp; Implementation Plan

The following details have been submitted from the Draft Community Facilities
Policy &amp; Implementation Plan form on the www.Wellington.govt.nz
website:

First Name: Donaid

Last Name: Armsirong

Street Address: 35 Seatoun Heights Road

Suburb: Seatoun

City: Wellington

Phone: 021

Email: donwdc @ gmail.com

| would like to make an oral submission in mid May: Yes

| am making this submission: as an individual

Organisation name: Wellington Diving

Your role in that organisation: exPresident and current member
How often do you use our libraries: Monthly

How often do you use our swimming pools: More than once a week

Tell us what you think about the overall approach we are planning to take in the
draft Community Facilities Policy: | enjoy seeing our Wellington Diving Club
divers on the cover of your consultation document. Don't they look great in
Wellington's purpose built facility! It is a pity they don't get much time to use it.
In general your policy document is looking at local community needs only but
not in the context of Wellington's place nationally or internationally. It doesn't
seem o encompass Wellington's role as a regional, national or even
international centre for sports and culture. For example your policy of pool
provision should include planning in line with a strategic vision with Wellington's
WRAC developing into a world class aquatic centre. [f an 8 lane swimming
pool was built next to the current pool, it would get round the clock use {ie

I
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efficient use), would serve learn to swim needs but ALSO assist all aguatic
sports by 1/ relieving pool space for diving,

2/ create enough space for other aquatic sports, 3/ increase Wellington's
standing as a destination for nationals and international events (swimming
needs a proper warm down pool), 4/ create less disruption from pool closures.
This is a win, win - round the clock use, great for leamers, ALL clubs benefit,
Waellington becomes a destination, attracts visitors, money and reputation.
Note, there would be no need for the risk of partnerships as WCC would
operate it.

What do you think about the areas of focus in our strategic priorities? Are these
the right ones: It is mostly localised and a "band aid" approach but serves the
community for basic facilities.

Do you agree with the investment proposals we have identified in our plan? Are
there any others you think we should consider: The area around WRAC should
be reserved for long term development for aquatic and indoor sport with top
priority an 8 lane swimming pool. Other needs are a dryland (gym type) facility
for diving that could be shared with other sports and office space for regional
sporis organisations. The Kilbirmie community centre should remain in the
"centre” of Kilbirnie, perhaps expanded, closest to the community it serves. A
feasability study should take into account the council's strategic vision of the
WRAC area as a sports destination

What do you think of the timing of these investment proposals: Wellington
cannot wait 10 years for more pool space at WRAC. In the meantime the
council should approve funds to develop community learn o swim at Wellington
East and Rongotai College. Secondary schools would be reliable partners and
could provide infrastructure. The pools would get extensive use. Primary
schools are possibly too small and would have high admin costs relative to size.

Tell us what you think about limiting public access to some parts of our pools at
peak times so we can provide more learn-to-swim classes until the new
learners pools are built: It is a balance, however kids need to lsam to swim.

Any other comments: Please do not underestimate the value of higher level
sport. We are all proud of Danyon Loader and he needed pool space and
training. He is an inspiration to all learners. He recently moved from
Wellington to Auckland due to more attractive training facilities and
opportunities.
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10 MAY 2010 NUMBER
Baz Kaufman |___
From: Bernie Harris [btharri@clear.net.nz]
Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 2:26 p.m.
To: BUS: Annual Plan
Subject: Draft Annual Plan 2010-11
Attachments: OAG Balanced Budget - Copy.doc

OAG Balanced

Budget - Copy.doc.. : :
HEE P Your attention is drawn to Section 82 of the Local Government

Act 2002 - Principles of consultation, subsection (1) which states that
"Consultation that a local authority undertakes in retation to _any decision or
other matter must be undertaken,_ subject to subsections (3) to (5), _in
accordance with the following principles:

_l have deliberately prefaced this submission with the above statutory reminder
due to the insulting way in which my oral submissions to last year's LTCCP left
much to be desired. | would go so far as to suggest that, either it was
deliberate to subvert my 6 submissions covering several items in the Plan, or
plain ignorance of the most important principles allowed in a modern
democracy.

The only variation to those principles are covered in subsections (3) to

(5) which had been recognised in the National Rates Review in 2007 and a
specific recommendation to remove the discretion available in these
subsections was awaiting validation.

I am therefore not giving any sincerity to this Draft Annual Plan until there is a
clear acknowledgment that subsections (1) and (2) will not be subverted again
this year nor treated with ignorance of the statute.

| am pleased to record that | have personally been very impressed with the new
presentation of the Draft Annual Plan and the transparency available in
tracking the application of the funding and expenses of the Strategy areas and
the summarisation of each of them in the Body of the Draft Plan. | hesitate to
pass any further compliments when | personally do not use many of the
services made available to the community, yet am coerced by the statutory
powers given in legislation to people whom | know have little understanding or
comprehension of the extent to which their 'misused' powers are capable of
imposing great difficulties on the community as a whole, to subsidise the use of
those services by anyone else. My interpretation of such abuse of power is
called "fiat" or 'might is right'".

It may be satisfying for those using such powers to ignore the plaints of the

1
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informed, of which | claim to have such credentials.

Your attention is therefore directed to the final paragraph of the SUMMARY OF
SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES on page150 of the plan in which one
finds the following statement:

The Council is responsible for the prospective financial statements presented,
including the assumptions underlying prospective statements and all other
disclosures. The Annual Plan is prospective and as such contains no actual
operating results.

Council in this respect means the elected members who are their to represent
the views of their community.

| seek to give an oral submission in support of this submission
Yours sincerely

Bernie Harris

84 Mills Road

Brooklyn

Phone 389 6637

Attached is my letter to the Controller and Auditor General dated 9 May 2010
as an attachment to this submission
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Live Longer and Be Happy
Bernie’s University of Life

Smiles are really contagious
Bernard Harris Emts. FNZIM
84 Mills Road
WELLINGTON 6021
Phone: (04) 389 6637
e-mail: btham@clear.net.nz

9 May 2010

Controller and Auditor General
P O Box 3928
WELLINGTON

Re: Wellington City Council (WCC)

Resulting from a phone conversation last week with Sarah Lineham of your office, a
request was made to present my continuing concemns regarding the application of certain
accounting policies by WCC.

My original inquiry by phone on Monday, 3 May 2010 was recorded due to the absence
of the person to whom the call was transferred: it related to the consistency between the
balanced budget and depreciation in the financial policies adopted by WCC.. The
following day a message was recorded on my phone referring to Section 100 of the Local
Government Act 2002 (LGA) which enabled an unbalanced budget and set out "the four
criteria and mentioned the 'cost' of depreciation included in the operating expenses."

Legislation

Section 100(1) states that "A local authority must ensure that each year's projected
operating revenues are set at a level sufficient to meet that year's projected operating
expenses.

Section 100(2) states "Despite subsection (1), a local authority may set projected
operating revenues at a different level from that required by that subsection if the local
authority resolves that it is financially prudent to do so, having regard to -

(without the need to print each of the four sub-sections below, your attention is drawn to
specific wording in each):

{a) "the estimated expenses........... in the long-term council community plan ........... with
maintaining the service capacity and integrity of assets throughout their useful life; and
(b) "the projected revenue........ to fund the estimated expenses.......with maintaining the
service capacity and integrity of assets throughout their useful life; and

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

(d) the funding and financial policies adopted under section 102.
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(the emphasis added in the above subsection is to draw precise attention to the proper
application of the legislation, as the purpose of legislation is to set the legal
boundaries for all those guided by that legislation, not just a local authority)

Enclosed with this letter 1s past correspondence etc. relevant to the above.

1 Letter dated 21 June 2004 addressed to Kevin Simpkins, Deputy Controller and
Auditor General.

2 Agenda of a meeting on Thursday, 22nd July 2004 attended by Kevin Simpkins &
Bruce Robertson of OAG, and Athol Swann, FICANZ, and myself.

3 Letter dated 27 August 2008 addressed to Kevin Brady, Controller and Auditor
General from the Federation of Wellington Progressive & Residents Associations Inc.

Your attention is now drawn to section 102 of LGA, due to the cross-reference from
section 100 above, in which the following wording must inevitably apply:

102(1) states that "A local authority must, in order to provide predictability and certainty
about sources and levels of funding, adopt the funding and financial policies described in
subsection (4).

102(4) states that " A local authority must adopt -

(a) arevenue and funding policy; and

(b) to (f).

102(5) state that "A local authority may adopt all or any of the following policies:

(a) a rates remission policy:

(b) a rates postponement policy

102(6) states that "A policy described in this section may be amended only as an
amendment to the long-term council community plan."

Attention is also drawn to section 101(3)(b) of LGA which states "The funding needs of
the local authority must be met from those sources that the local authority determines to
be appropriate,following consideration of - the overall impact of any allocation of
liability for revenue needs on the current and future social, economic, environmental, and
cultural well-being of the community.

Depreciation of revalued assets per IPSAS 17

Your office is aware that the Federation, of which I am Treasurer, has been active in
attempting to resolve many of the concemns affecting the whole ratepayer base of
Wellington. Uppermost in these concerns has been the imposition of the depreciation
element in the renewal/replacement of infrastructure assets which are properly recognised
in para.2] of IPSAS 17. It is equally concerning that para. 50 of IPSAS 17 states that
"...any accumulated depreciation at the date of the revaluation is treated in one of the
following ways:

(a) Restated proportionately with the change in the gross carrying amount of the asset so
that the carrying amount of the asset after revaluation equals its revalued amount.
(applicable for indexed revaluations of replacement cost).

(b) Eliminated against the gross carrying amount of the asset and the net amount,
restated to the revalued amount of the asset. This method is often used for buildings (no
mention of mfrastructure assets).
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N.B. WCC combines both ways, not just one, in their Revaluations i.e. Accumulated
depreciation at revaluation date is eliminated against the gross carrying amount so that
the carrying amount after revaluation equals the revalued amount. As a consequence of
this practice, the omission of para. 88 of IPSAS 17 requires an explanation.

Para.s 66-75 of IPSAS 17 covering Depreciation Amount and Depreciation Period are
equally deserving of attention as to their application by WCC. Para. 70 is particularly
relevant to the revaluation of infrastructure assets as renewal/replacement costs are
invariably higher than their carrying amount, making the asset's depreciation charge zero.
Recognising that infrastructure assets depreciate over time does not mean that renewal or
replacement requires capital expenditure to restore its service capability when regular
maintenance achieves the same operational result and thereby removes the depreciation
charge in subsequent periods. Upgrades and new assets are funded from borrowings.

Revenue and Financing Policy

Perhaps the most sensitive concem relates to the application of section 100(2)(c) and the
relevance of section 101(3)(b) in the Revenue and Funding policy, which allocates the
rates per planned activity, as determined by that policy, to individual ratepayers.

Firstly, section 100(2) allows different levels of operating revenue if it is resolved that it
is financially prudent to do so, without establishing what is the meaning of "financially
prudent”. Who decides, and from what parameters or discussion have those percentages
been determined? In too many cases the public good, whatever that is defined to be,
bears the major allocation yet is definitely not equitable i.e. fair to everyone.

Secondly, section 100(2)(c) expects the equitable allocation of responsibility for funding
the provision and maintenance of assets and facilities. Equitable means being fair to
everyone and is not financial terminology at all. It relies upon a recognition that a
community comprises other than just residential (?) and commercial ratepayers, but is a
diverse demographic and socio-economic amalgam of people, public and private
Institutions with a huge variety of needs for facilities/amenities that satisfy those needs.
The question arises once again as to who decides and by what parameters or discussion
have/ has taken place with those likely to be affected. Sections 100(2)(a) & (b) refer to
the financial considerations whereas (c) and (d) refer to the means to acquire them
through the approprate policy mechanisms available.

However, section 101(3)(b) directs attention to appropriate funding sources following
consideration of the social, economic, environmental and cultural well-being of the
community. The relevant question here is who and how were the four well-beings
considered, and by whom? In what way has that been demonstrated in the Annual Plan
or long term council community plan which are focused on the prudent financial
management of the local authority and the community it serves? Where is the evidence
that any of these situations have been considered at all, when there is a prevalent belief
that neither the council nor the elected representatives treat consultation with their
community with the sincerity required by the above legislation?

Conclusion
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It has become clearly evident however that recent changes in the senior financial
personnel of WCC, has resulted in significant changes in the presentation of the financial
information in the WCC Draft Annual Plan 2010/11. No explanation has been given for
these changes which, in many instances, but not all, answer most of the concems
identified in the attachments. It would therefore be very much appreciated if you could
consider whether the concerns identified above warrant further attention before the audit
clearance of the WCC Annual Plan 2010/11, and advise accordingly.

Yours sincerely
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Draft 2010 Community Facilites Policy and Implementation Plan submission form 4

We want to know your views. You can make a submission by mail, email, internet and fax.

Fost:  Freepost 199, Community Facilities Policy Review, Weilington City Council, Wellington
Email: community.facilities@wcc.govt.nz

Online:  www.Wellington.govt.nz

Fax: 04 8013124

Submissions close at 5pm Monday 10 May 2010.

Privacy statement:

Al submissions (including name and contact details) aze published and made available to elected members of the Council and the public. Personal information supplied will be used for
the administration of the consultation process. All information collected will be haid by the Wellington ity toundil, 101 Wakefield Street, Wellington. Submitiers have the right to access
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If you wish to malce an oral submission, we will arrange a time for you to come and talk to Councillors some time in mid-May 2010. . J
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Tell us what you think about h’mitihg public access to some partsbf our p'b'ols at péak times
so we can provide more learn-to-swim classes until the new learners’ pools are built.

/{@w Moo T - ,ﬁa& acw Mo.wcx. v Mmﬁ? -
,aa@.& alerena_, /wé&c-;&-?(}’ MM—» Aong oe? ,Z?za@/é/ Zhe..
{2 m@ce..}@.ﬂ_-—@c.z“m' »—u-ﬁgh > L ali. zCZﬁa,- — M:Z7 —

\ Kok ad.cr .e. a/ - ~Zeanso ,@4,_ P

19

-




Jwdple Ul Lldpe dere

: Do YOU have any Other cbfmﬁents’ 4 (Feel free to attach additional information.) )
7 [

/(M Aalar s dffa;_cw,._z‘ex-d@_, / ‘«—-1/3-&*.59 _;Q_-w

st /&n-v_( el e o Ty C-ie.c_mgu, ,a._a.‘é_,_,,? /

%&Zq P ol of Thow policy b ocnno Ao

M C g «(/Q.a-e.ﬁb . ,‘z.s__a&é«mex‘{e.w«‘_’@ a-‘-m-z.-, o,(

e d Ze z—v—u-_r.i-z._éc,_a h LMZ,, g_u...._Z M
s %Zaw Sor bl MML,Q._W o Boncty
%WM@/ mmg%quﬂwa%@w%
7 QMM y/&f\ @47-:;-.. =P § x__f o:._% 77
ww oA /Z'-—Aa_zu-u <-—<> A-/O//K.a el Tcrl <

j' L T _,@_aéa,., %&amgé,, Gatenioce Loy Com Aoa” Gl./ié./.q

V7N év\-gf/g,.,, ch: éé@-mg\iy/u GCET REAL

J/ /véﬂm z> Qoo (.%,ZM@;”

M7 M&Q,— ,JZ,M M&_@&&, L o 7Ke
~ el — M& M@,@zm«; i a,é'(, /Q.sﬁc;-; M—‘Zﬁm
c’,@z:a_eg&z;@ _,/ W N Coeenel @ ’/,@1«_«\47.

N

Absalutely
Posmvnv | .
WAL Wellington Free

Wellingion City Council
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Freepost 2199
Community Facilities Policy Review {((0(Yo)
Wellington City Council

PO Box 2199

Wellington 6140
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WELLINETOR CITY COUNCIL il

want to know your views, You can make a submission by mail, email, internet and fax.

Post:  Freepost 2199, Community Facilities Policy Review, Wellington City founcll, Wellington
Email:  community.facllities@wec.govt.nz
Onliner www.Weltington.govi.ng

XN [T/
Fak: Ok BOV3I2 @@ U:P) Y

Submissions dose at 5pm Monday 10 May 2010,

Privacy stataments

All submissions {induding name and contact delalls) are published and made available to elected members of the Counsi] and the public. Personal information supplied wilk be used for
the adminfstration of the consultation process. Al information oollectad will be held by the Wellington City (auncdl, 101 Wakefield Slizet, Welllngton. Submitters have the rlght to access
#nd cortect personal information.

Are youy making @ submission ax: [0 An Indlvidual \Sl,sﬂepresenting a group or organisation

if you are representing a group or organisation, how many people do you represent?

Namela) A 2. Chetsbagey ~ £ 0 < (BN

s D HunaecpoR o Romo  Loeii Aoy
Organisation (ifappllcable)u)gu._r Glp~ Souqgd wu g’_ &N G _’fr'\h /e
Organisation role (if applicable) & A4 2ol g Heawtel » Plun K\& 7\’ UVE &
Phona pay L HL& 2R0G 1 =Y W [53s N | (.p%"l""l G5

Email‘élair'\b-. ( m@QMQL@MMLLHﬂ\LJLCE@J_D%__
Age [ Under18 J18-30 ] 350 “u 51-65 [165+

How often do you (or your organisation) use our;

Libraries [ Mose than once a week ] weekly [ monthly {1 other (please specify)
Swimming pools ] More than once a week ] weekly ] monthly [ other {plaase specify}
Recreation centres [1 More than once a week 1 weekly (0 monthly [ other (please specify)

Cemmunity centre or hall [ More than once a week J wesekly 1 monthly 3 other (plaase specify)

O If you would ilke to make an oral submission ¢ the Hearings Subcommittee, piease tick this box.

If you wish to make an oral submission, we will arrange a time for you to come and talk to Coundilfors some time in mid-May 2010,
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" Tell us what you think about limiting public access to some parts of our pools at peak times
50 we can provide more learn-to-swim classes until the new learners’ pools are built.
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PO Box 2199

Wellington 6140
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Wellington South Nursing Initiative is writing this submission in support of
Miramar South School, a decile 2 school in Wellington South.  For the past
three years we have worked with the School in a variety of initiatives,
including making it possible for all children in year 6-8 at the school to
swim for two terms. We assisted by:

1. Defraying the cost of tutors and getting volunteers from the Hataitai
Swim club to teach the children swimming at Wellington Aquatic
Centre.

2. Working with Parents and other volunteers to have a walking school
bus to transport the children to and from the pool, a long walk for the
little ones so they were not included.

3. Giving away appropriate swim ware for the Somali girls so they
would be able to swim.

4, Providing bathing suits to all other children who did not have them.
All of this is to no avail if there is no room in the roster at the pool for the
school to have a slot for swimming time that is workable for the school. Itis
also not possible to provide this activity in the winter season.

‘Therefore we are requesting, for the school, that the original amount of
$2.065 million dollars be reinstated for refurbishing school pools in
Wellington and that Miramar South School be added to the list of schools
requesting this service. Miramar South School has an existing pool that
needs to be upgraded. The school is keen to develop a partnership with the
community and offer space for swimming for school activity as well as
community use.

Itis our belief that all children need to learn to swim , and be offered aquatic
education and learn to swim activities. It is hoped that this will increase
water safety and decrease needless deaths caused by drowning. This could
be a win win project for the Council, the schools, the children and the
country,

Kind Regards,
Signe Christensen RPH Nurse WSNI 0276877945
Bev Aspros Plunket Nurse WSNI
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CORY

Fiona Johnson

From: trayc@paradise.net.nz

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 4:16 p.m.

To: BUS: Community Facilities

Subject: Draft Community Facilities Policy &amp; Implementation Plan

The following details have been submitted from the Draft Community Facilities
Policy &amp; Implementation Plan form on the www.Wellington.govt.nz
website:

First Name: Tracy

Last Name: Hurst-Potier

Sireet Address: 8 Ohariu Road

Suburb: Johnsonville

City: Wellington

Phone: 04 977 1410

Email: trayc @ paradise.net.nz

[ would like to make an oral submission in mid May: Yes

| am making this submission: as an individual

How often do you use our libraries: Weekly

How often do you use our swimming pools: More than once a week
How often do you use our recreation centres: Weekly

How often do you use a community centre or hall: Weekly

Tell us what you think about the overall approach we are planning to take in the
draft Community Facilities Policy: The policy is not inline with council proposal
for Johnsonville which included the library and pool redevelopment happening
at the same time. The time frame for the Johnsonville development is not in
keeping with the expectations of Johnsonville residents.

What do you think about the areas of focus in our strategic priorities? Are these
the right ones: Communities need to have facilities but there does need to be
some equity across the city for minimum standards of expectation. | am not
convinced your strategic priorites in your area of focus are necessarily the right
ones.

1
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Do you agree with the investment proposals we have identified in our plan? Are
there any others you think we should consider: Any investment to schools is an
investment to the schools asset register and becomes an asset of the school.
Many communities have tried to share facilities with community and school and
have come off the worse for the experience. Newlands College had a
community rec centre which the College used during school hours. Now the
community has very little say in what, if anything happens in the space for the
community. | think some of the investment is needed to insure people have
access to the facilities.

What do you think of the timing of these investment proposals: Johnsonville
Keith Spry and Library redevelopments are scheduled to be too little too late. |
am not impressed with the timing.

Tell us what you think about limiting public access to some parts of our pools at
peak times so we can provide more learn-to-swim classes until the new
learners pools are built: This just pisses me off to be honest. keith Spry pool
often has one or two lane swimmers taking up halif of the available space when
the rest of the pool is crammed into a small space. The same can be said
about the empty dive well - waiting for aerobic swimmers to come while children
who would have been happy to dive are left to wait for their 'turn to come'. The
space at keith Spry is not well used by council staff and they seem unabile to
meet the needs of the community. s it right to stop 10 children from diving so 1
person can do their exercises in the dive well? The time slots for adults wouid
be better placed during school hours and in the evening - rather than late
afternoon. Learning to swim is part of the school curriculum - the learn to swim
classes are a money making venue. | do not believe the general public should
be hugely inconvenienced for financial gain.

Any other comments: | am concerned that community access to community
faciliities is being hampered by financial constraints. The Johnsonville
Progressive Association does not meet in the Johnsonville Community Centre
because it can not afford to rent the space for 10 meetings per year. That would
not be the only group that would find the ‘community rate' for the community
centre beyond their means. Even with discounts, the price of taking your
children swimming now puts it into a luxury event rather than an everyday
occurance in our household. Community facilities not only need to be present
in the community but they also need to be accessable.
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SUBMISSION
NUMBER 2lZ

10 May 2010

IBY:

Wellington City Council
PO Box 2199
WELLINGTON 6140

Submissions on the -Wellington City Council- 2010/11 Annual Plan

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Wellington City Council Oraff 2070/17 Annual Flan.

ACC's submission covers comment on many aspects of the plan. Specific comments are made on Environment;
Social and Recreation, Urban Development and Transport. These sections relate direclly to the work ACC conducts
and would fike to conduct, with Wellington City Council. The rationale for ACC's involvement in community safety is
outlined in Appendix one as a context to these requests.

ACC is committed to working in parinership with Wellington City Council and other agencies to reduce the incidence,
severity and cost of serious injuries and looks forward to providing support o the proposed Annuat Plan.

New Zealand Injury Prevention Strategy

The New Zealand Injury Prevention Strategy (NZIPS) places responsibilities on ACC, central and local government and
communily organisations towards the vision of "A safe New Zealand, becoming injury free”. Six pticrity areas are
identified in lhe stralegy: motor vehicle traffic crashes, suicide and deliberate self harm, falls, assault, workplace injuries
and drowning. ACC has been assigned the role of lead agency for falls and drowning,

The ACC Injury Prevention Strategy {which is in line with the New Zealand Injury Prevention Strategy} fs based
around key areas where injuries of serious consequences are apparent: at work, home, during sport and recreation
and on the road.

Injury Burden

Injuries of serious consequence to residents and visitors in Wellington City present a significant issue for ACC and
the Wellington community in general. In 2009 aver 55,500 claims were registered with ACC and required medical
treatment, with over 3587 claims needing direct assistance from ACC for more serious injuries. ACGC spent over $35
million dallars’ on these new and existing injuries in 2009.

An overview of ACC's community safety priorities is provided in Appendix one, with direct relevance to Wellington.

! Calendar Year

? Excludes public health acute
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GComment on the Draft Wellington Annual Plan

ACC makes this submission in line with the community aspirations that Wellington has acknowledged as being
important including ‘that Wellington will become safer.”

The Wellington community has been designated an Iniernational Safe Community since June 2006. ACC wouid like lo
commend the Wellington City Council on its support of its community to address the specific lacal injury problems
within the community.

international Safe Communily accreditation is granted for a 5 year period. It is important for Wellinglon City Council to
conlinue to be a key stakeholder and leader of the International Safe Communities (ISC) programme and we
encourage the Councit to maintain its accreditation status by ensuring that issues such as falls in the community,
serious road injuries, workplace injuries and event management are key considerations included in the reaccreditation
plan.

ACC is engaged with Wellington City Council across a number of the council’s strategic areas and the communities
they represent. ACC is interested in formalising an annual aclion plan. This would support the ISC reaccreditation
in 2010/11 performance measure {page 82),

ACC would like to see safety outcomes considered with regards to the Council's key proposals outlined on Page 6
and 7, in particular with preparation for Rugby World Cup 2011 and long-term strategic framework to guide
development of the Central Business District.

Sport and recreation (eference Envionment page 45; Social and Recreation page 76 Urban
Development page 88)

ACC support focal councils to consider safety criteia as an important part of planning and development of any
council open space, parks, walkways, water and recreational facilities and events, ACC encourages councils io
promote safety education and information via councit controlied recreational facilities as a means to help reduce injuries

in the community.

We encourage council to continue to support and deliver programmes, services and evenis that promote friendly and
accessible opportunities to enable families and older adults to participate in active programmes, such as modified Tai
Chi.

It is recognised there will be an increase in the clder adult population over the next 3-5 years and the need for
considered future planning, in particular for physical and social activity.

ACC encourages council to continue its involvement and planning for the safely and wellbeing of alder adults, ACC
wauld [ke to see council take a leadership role with key partners to ensure greater integration and co-ordination of
the delivery of programmes and services to older adulls including the prevention of falls.

ACC supports the council's priority to improve opportunities for people to teke part in learn to swim programmes and
would like to see the incorporation of an injury performance measure for urban development.

Alcohol Related Harmiref part Social and Recreation - Public Health and Safety page 82)

ACC is committed to working with communities to develop and implement evidence based communilty action projects
that will reduce alcohol related harm at a local level.

ACC encourages council 1o use the "Large Scale Events” guidelines currently being developed {due July 2010) when
planning and hosling events to minimise the risk of alcohol related harm. This should be a consideration in planning
of the Rugby World Cup event as well as other key events thal take place in the city (ie. Rugby Sevens).

A large focus in relation to alcchal related harm for ACC is the working age population (25-64 year olds) and privale
place consumption, at a national and focal Jevel we encourage council to scope initiatives that address drinking in the
nen regulated environment.

Road Safety (Transport page 102, 104)

imjuries from motor vehicle crashes have serious consequences for us all. ACC encourages the council to continue
working in partnership with other road agencies to promote road safety. ACC supports the four streams outlined in
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the Safer Journeys - Road Safety Strategy to 2020 which are safer roads, safer speeds, safer vehiclas and safer
users with emphasis on high and medium priority areas. These are outlined in the 2020 document.

Currently ACC is focused on motorcycles and vehicle technology. In addition to these areas ACC works with other
agencies and local government in areas that are high in cost and claims’.

We recognise your continued investment into Road Safety and encourage you to continue working regionally with a
focus on the 2020 stralegy including, pedestrians, cyclists, intersections and in particular motorcyclists,. ACC would like
lo see incorporated into the plan safety issues for motorcycles including an injury performance measure.

Congratulations on the production of such a high quality plan and consultation process. ACC appreciates being
involved in the planning process, and having the opportunity to contribute. ACC would appreciate the opporiunity to
speak to these submissions in person once hearing dates are set.

Please address any queries o Jo Vilipaama, Injury Prevention Consultani in the first instance. Jo Vilipaama is
available on 04 918 7026 or jo.vilipaama@acc.co.nz.

I wish you every success in accomplishing the goals of the plan.

Yours sincerely

Julie Anne Garnons Wllliams

Team Manager

* See appendix two Road Injuries in Waellington
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Rppendix 1: Sverview of RCC safety priorities in Wellington

ACC has three safely objectives for Wellington:

To reduce the number of serious injuries occurring in several envirenments (road, home, workplace, water,
sports and unregulated recreationzl environments).

To build and maintain relationships with key stakeholders to develop sustainable and effective safety
initiatives,

To build a positive safety culture thal maximises injury prevention efforts with all communities. Enabling
communities to take ownership, leading injury preveniion in a fanguage they understand, in values that are
theirs, and in ways that belongs fo them.

ACC's national pricrittes (as follows) are directly relevant to Wellington

Promote The World Health Organisation (WHQ) International Safe Communities (ISC) medel: an approach to
injury prevention that creates infrastructure in local communities to increase action on injury prevention and
safety promotion through building local parinerships.

Address the road toll and the impact of crash-related injuries.  Support national and regional road safety
action groups, with a particular focus on vehicle technology, motorcycle safety.

Reduce the incidence of drowning through promoting the goals of the Drowning Prevention Strategy 2005-
2015. Encourage the implementation of water safely services and education at council pools and nhatural
waterways.

Reduce workplace injuries through focus on high risk industries, especially Construction, Agriculture, Forestry,
Metal Manufaciuring and Health.

Support the creation of safer envirenments to prevent injury from falls.

Reduce incidence and severity of injury incurred in the home. Foster relationships and collaboration to
develop and deliver sustainable and effective home safely initiatives.

Reduce injuries where alcohol is a contibuting factor through collaborative, evidence based community action
projects that have the aim of reducing alcohol related harm at a community level.
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Appendix 2: Road Injuries in Wellington

Crashes for the year ending June 2009 - Wellington City
EXPENSIVE CLAIMS - Cause: All causes

As identified from ACC claims
that Iinked to records from the
MOT Crash Analysis System

Prepared by [P Business Inizliigence
Data as at November 2009

N LT AV

ol b Kabint Wangs Whan.

Numnber of expensive nked claims
Based on highest 3% of 1olal costs in the first 4 months

& -
$ 1

Total number of linked enfitlement claims
For all crashes

&>
D 1
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Page 1 of 1

Nicola Old

From: Julie Anne Garnens-Williams [JulieAnne.Garnons-Williams @acc.co.nz)
Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 3:39 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Cc: Ja Vilipaama

Subject: ACC Submission Wellington City Draft Annual Plan

Attachments: Draft Annual Plan Wellington Submission 2010-11(Final).doc

Please find ACC's submission on the 2010/11 Wellington City Draft Annual Plan

Congratulations on the production of such a high quality plan and consultation process.
ACC appreciates being involved in the planning process, and having the opportunity to
contribute. ACC would appreciate the opportunity to speak to these submissions in person

once hearing dates are set.

Please address any queries to Jo Vilipaama, Injury Prevention Consultant in the first

instance. Jo Vilipaama is available on 04 918 7026 or jo.vilipaama@acc.co.nz.

| wish you every success in accomplishing the goals of the plan.
Kind regards
JulieAnne

J] Julie Anne Garnons-Williams, Team Manager Injury Prevention, ACC

Tel 04 918 7528 / Mobile 0274 506 415/ Fax 04 918 4001
ACC / Injury Prevention / ACC Wellington Branch, Cnr Taranaki & Wakefield Streets, Wellington
PO Box 2521 / Wellington 6140 / New Zealand / www.acg.co.nz

AGCC cares about the environment — please dor't print this emait
uniess it is really necessary. Thank you.

Disclaimer:

*The information contained in this document is confidential to the addressee(s} and

may be legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified

that any use, distribution, amendment, copying of the message or attachmenis is

strictly prohibited. Any view or opinions expressed are those of the author and may

not be those of the organisation to which the author belongs. No guarantee or
representation is made that this communication is free of errors, viruses, or interference,

If you have received this e-mail message in error please delete it and notify me. Thank you.

We accept no rasponsibility for changes made to this email or to any attachments after
transmission from the office.”
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RECEIVED]| SUBMISSION
10 MAY 2010 NUMBER 7-?—%

J Chris Horne

BY:

28 Kaihuia Street
Northland
WELLINGTON 6012
Ph 475 7025

jchorne @paradise.net.nz

Barbara Mitcalfe

15 Boundary Road
Kelburn
WELLINGTON 6012
Ph 475 7149

bmitcalfe @clear.net.nz

10 May 2010

Wellington City Council
PO Box 2199
WELLINGTON 6140

info@wce.govt.nz

SUBMISSION: DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN

We would like to speak in support of this submission, at which time we
may make additional comments.

Document style

Recommendations:

1. Council abandons the use of plastic covers for of its publications, and
considers, instead, the use of cardboard. Reason: plastic is derived
from petroleum feedstocks, a finite resource.

2. Council uses a larger font, and solid black Ietters in its documents.
Reason: The draft plan’s font is too small, and the stippled, grey
letters are not in sufficient contrast to the lighter grey, stippled
background.

Environment

2.1 GARDENS AND BEACHES - page 44

Please see our comments in 2.6 below re Otari-Wilton’s Bush and
Wellington Botanic Garden.

We support the work of Council’s Berhampore Nursery in growing, and
planting out, ¢ 80,000 eco-sourced native plants on the Town Belt,
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reserves, and gardens. Reason: This work is essential for the ecological
restoration of degraded natural areas.

2.2 GREEN OPEN SPACES — page 47

We support Council’s efforts to control pest plant and other weeds, and
pest animals, on the Town Belt, Outer Green Belt, other reserves, and
road reserves. Reason: This work is essential for the restoration of
digenous biodiversity.

2.3 WATER — page 49

We support Council’s efforts to reduce leaks from the city’s water
reticulation system. Reason: This will delay, and we hope, eliminate the
need for a dam on the beautiful Whakatikei River, in the Akatarawa
Range.

2.4 WASTEWATER AND STORMWATER - page 51

We support Council’s work to eliminate cross-connections from all
properties. Reason: This will reduce the occurrences of overloads of the
Moa Point Sewage Treatment Plant during downpours.

2.5 WASTE REDUCTION AND ENERGY CONSERVATION - page
53

We support Council’s efforts in collecting recyclables, and look forward
to the time when all recyclables are processed in NZ, instead of being
exported. Reason: This work reduces the wasteful dumping of materials
in landfills, and once exports of these materials ceases, no marine fuels, a
finite resource, will be used for shipping them.

Recommendation:

1. Council continues with the collection of recyclables from green bins:
Reason: We support the continued use of these convenient aids for the
collection of recyclables.

We support Council’s efforts in collecting recyclables, and look forward
to the time when all recyclables are processed in NZ, instead of being
exported.

2. Council continues with the Kai to Compost programme collection of
food wastes from restaurants and cafes, and expands it so that the
programme becomes city-wide. Reason: This will make the most
effective possible use of this soil-nourishing resource.

2.6 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION ATTRACTIONS - page 57

e Otari-Wilton’s Bush (OWB):
Recommendations:
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1. Council adds OWB to the list of sites attracting visitors to Wellington.
Reason: OWB includes New Zealand’s foremost garden devoted
solely to indigenous plants, and also includes one of the city’s few,
substantial, areas of original native forest.

2. Council provides funding so that work on implementing the
Landscape Development Plan can begin in the 2010-11 financial year.
Reason: this work will make OWB more readily accessible, and more
interesting and informative, to visitors.

3. Council begins work to terminate the lease of Wilton Bowling Club.
Reason: OWB needs this site to provide the spacious, and
appropriately landscaped entrance, it so badly needs.

e Botanic Garden:

Recommendations:

1. Council adds the Botanic Garden to the list of sites attracting visitors
to Wellington. Reason: The Botanic Garden includes five areas of
native forest, less than 1 km from the Golden Mile.

2. Council funds of the interpreted trail, proposed by the Friends of
Wellingtont Botanic Garden, in the five native forest areas in the
garden, so that the project can be completed in the 2010-11 financial
year. Reason: This will highlight the unique ecological significance of
these areas.

e Taputeranga Island

We recommend that Council funds, in the 2010/11 financial year, the
long-deferred restoration of this historically and ecologically significant
island, which is seriously infested with pest plants and other weeds.

Transport

7.2 TRANSPORT NETWORKS — page 102

e Adelaide Road:

We support the proposed alterations to Adelaide Road, provided that as
the roadway is renewed, foundations are built into it to facilitate the
introduction of twin-track rail lines for light rail vehicles. Reason: We
believe that the introduction this system of mass transport between
Wellington Railway Station and the Airport should be considered
inevitable, and planned for accordingly.

¢ Bus shelters

We welcome the introduction of new bus shelters, provided that they are
similar to the one on Hornsey Road, Melrose. Reason: The Adshel
structures are not appropriate for Wellington’s climate, the advertisement
hoardings in them detract from suburban amenity, and are sometimes in
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poor taste, and, being illuminated 24 hours a day, they waste electricity,
and they are a potential distraction to drivers. In addition, they are a
burden on ratepayers, because we understand the Council pays for the
construction of their foundations.

Yours sincerely

Chris Horne and Barbara Mitcalfe
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Nicola Oid

From: Aaron Pinga on behalf of Info at WCC
Sent: Tuesday, 11 May 2010 2:05 a.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: FW: SUBMISSION: DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN

Attachments: WCC.Ann.Plan.2010.doc

Hello,

Are you able to assist with the customer’s enquiry below? If you are able to help, and reply to their emalil

directly, would you please CC the info @wcc.govi.nz email address as well. We will reply to their original email
advising them that they will be contacted in due course.

Kind Regards,
Aaron Pinga
Online Channel Administrator

Customer Contact Centre
Wellington City Council

From: Chris Horne [mailto:jchorne@paradise.net.nz]
Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 4:58 p.m.

To: Info at WCC

Subject: SUBMISSION: DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN

Submission attached.
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From: Paul Turner [paul@landlink.co.nz] NUMBER OZ K

Sent: Saturday, 8 May 2010 12:04 p.m.

To: BUS: Climate Plan
Subject: Climate Change Action Plan
Attachments: WCCClimateChangeActionPlan.pdf

Hello

My submission is attached. A hard copy is in the post, but may not arrive until Tuesday.
Paul Turner

Principal + Landlink Lid

Mahara House + 3 Ngaio Road + P O Box 370 + Waikanae 3250
P (04) 902 6161 F {04) 902 6162 www, landlink.co.nz

Landlink is proud to be 2 member of the Sustainable Business Network working towards achieving Economic Prosperity, Environmental
Quality, Social Equity and Corporate Governance Ethics.

B Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

The information wansmitted is intended only for the person or entity 1o which it is addressed and may contain CONFIDENTIAL or LEGALLY
PRIVILEGED material. Any review, retransmission. dissemination or other use of this information by persens other than the intendad recipient is
prohibited. i you receive this message in error. please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.

No virus found in this ncoming message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 8.5.423 / Virus Database: 270.14.43/2474 - Release Date; 11/01/09 07:38:00
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8 May 2010

Freepost 2199

Draft Climate Change Action Plan (COP001)
Wellington City Coucnil

PO Box 2199

WELLINGTON 6140

Dear Sir/Madam
DRAFT CLIMATE CHANGE ACTION PLAN (COPOQO01)
This submission is in regard the draft Climate Change Action Plan (CCAP).

| suggest that there are some fundamental opportunities which are not addressed in the
Action Plan, as follows:

1. Climate Change should be approached on a regional level — this initiative should be
carried in conjunction, or at least be consistent with, the Regional Council climate
change action strategies (if there are any).

2. Smart Growth and sustainable development models should be incorporated into the
climate change action plan as methods of best achieving wide ranging, long term
change to the way Wellington adapts to climate change.

In general terms, a number of the so called ‘initiatives’ are simply adaptations of the
upcoming changes to the Building Act and the RMA and are not Council led initiatives (see
below).

An Economic and Environmentai Opportunity

The CCAP should be approached as an opportunity not only as an environmental strategy,
but also as an economic development strategy. Employers and employees are attracted to
the idea of a ‘sustainable city’, and businesses would be responsive to incentives to advance
climate change protection goals.

Creating ‘green collar’ job growth can be achieved by attracting businesses who's products
and services focus on clean energy and sustainable practices, thereby being an inherently
climate change friendly action. Tacoma in Washington have developed a ‘Green Ribbon’
economic development plan base don this concept.

Green Building

After being the first to engage with business in the construction of a NZGBC Green Star
Rated Building (Meridian building in the Kumutomo District), Wellington is falling behind in
Auckland in particular in encouraging energy efficient and sustainable building. Now only 8%
of Green Rated building in New Zealand are in Wellington and that number is set to weaken
further.

WCCClimateChangeActionPlan/Page 1 of 2

Mahara House — 3 Ngaio Road - PO Box 370 Waikanae 5250
www.landlink.co.nz ~ contactus@iandlink.co.nz ~ P 04 902 6161 ~ F 04 902 6162

Land Surveying & Civil Engineering ~ Planning & Resource Management ~ Urban & Landscape Design
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Green building approaches, particularly those through the New Zealand Green Building
Council rating process, have attracted significant interest in the area of new and existing
offices, and their energy efficiency and reduced environmental impact are obviously
desirable outcomes which are beneficial to the CCAP.

Buildings account for around 40% of green house gas emissions in the US, and while the
figure here would be different because of our agricultural base, the environmental benefits of
improvements due to green building practices should be a higher priority in the CCAP.

Greening of Councii Buildings

Wellington CC should be leading by example in terms of this CCAP by ensuring that its’ own
building meet the highest possible standards.

Funding should be directed at a NZGBC ‘Custom’ Rating Tool which will ensure that Council
buildings, new and existing, are consistent with the message that is being promoted for
residential building owners, (For more on this refer to green neighbourhoods below). This
tool would ensure that swimming pools, libraries, community buildings etc are designed with
green building principles in mind and could be used to certify the outcome — a very powerful
marketing tool which highlights the practices and the CCAP.

Green Neighbourhoods — Smart Growth

I have spoken to Celia Wade-Brown (Environment porifolio) and Andy Foster (Urban
development) about the imminent development of a neighbourhood rating tool for New
Zealand. | would be happy to elaborate further.

Creating more sustainable and resilient communities, and by WCC being a leader in this
area, would do more long-term to the threat of climate change in Wellington than 1 or 2
electric cars. Marketing of these initiatives to developers achieves a positive economic
outcome as well as the obvious environmental benefits and is consistent with a CCAP.
Buitding and Energy — What We’re Doing

There is no clear definition of how or if these proposals complement (or are the same as?)
the Government initiatives on energy saving proposals. BE4 and BES, for example, seem to
be simply Building Code changes rather than a WCC initiative.

Building and Energy — New Funding

The initiatives do not have well enough defined timeframes or outcomes.

Land Transport

The Compact City Growth model is a fundamentally important concept and is supported.

Yours faithfully
LANDLINK LTD

Paul Turner
Principal

Mahara House ~ 3 Ngaio Road - PO Box 370 Waikanae 5250
www.landlink.co.nz ~ contactus@landlink.co.nz ~ P 04 802 6161 ~ F 04 902 6162

Land Surveying & Civil Engineering ~ Planning & Resotrce Management ~ Urban & Landscape Design
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8 May 2010

Freepost 2199

Draft Climate Change Action Plan (COPO01)
Wellington City Coucnil

PO Box 2199

WELLINGTON 6140

Dear Sir/Madam
DRAFT CLIMATE CHANGE ACTION PLAN (COPO01)
This submission is in regard the draft Climate Change Action Plan (CCAP).

| suggest that there are some fundamental opportunities which are not addressed in the
Action Plan, as follows:

1. Climate Change should be approached on a regional level - this initiative should be
carried in conjunction, or at least be consistent with, the Regional Council climate
change action strategies (if there are any).

2. Smart Growth and sustainable development models should be incorporated into the
climate change action plan as methods of best achieving wide ranging, long term
change to the way Wellington adapts to climate change.

In general terms, a number of the so called ‘initiatives’ are simply adaptations of the
upcoming changes fo the Building Act and the RMA and are not Council led initiatives (see
below).

An Economic and Environmental Opportunity

The CCAP should be approached as an opportunity not only as an environmental strategy,
but also as an economic development strategy. Employers and employees are attracted to
the idea of a ‘sustainable city’, and businesses would be responsive to incentives to advance
climate change protection goals.

Creating ‘green collar’ job growth can be achieved by attracting businesses who's products
and services focus on clean energy and sustainable practices, thereby being an inherently
climate change friendly action. Tacoma in Washington have developed a ‘Green Ribbon'
economic development plan base don this concept.

Green Building

After being the first to engage with business in the construction of a NZGBC Green Star
Rated Building (Meridian building in the Kumutomo District), Wellington is falling behind in
Auckland in particular in encouraging energy efficient and sustainable building. Now only 8%
of Green Rated building in New Zealand are in Wellington and that number is set to weaken
further.

WCCClimateChangeActionPlan/Page 1 of 2

Mahara House — 3 Ngaio Road - PO Box 370 Waikanae 5250
www.landlink.co.nz ~ contactus@landiink.co.nz ~ P 04 902 6161 ~ F 04 902 6162

Land Surveyving & Civil Engineering ~ Planning & Resource Management ~ Urban & Landscape Design
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Green building approaches, particularly those through the New Zealand Green Buiiding
Council rating process, have attracted significant interest in the area of new and existing
offices, and their energy efficiency and reduced environmental impact are obviously
desirable outcomes which are beneficial to the CCAP.

Buildings account for around 40% of green house gas emissions in the US, and while the
figure here would be different because of our agricultural base, the environmental benefits of
improvements due to green building practices should be a higher priority in the CCAP.

Greening of Council Buildings

Wellington CC should be leading by example in terms of this CCAP by ensuring that its’ own
building meet the highest possible standards.

Funding should be directed at a NZGBC ‘Custom’ Rating Tool which will ensure that Council
buildings, new and existing, are consistent with the message that is being promoted for
residential building owners. (For more on this refer to green neighbourhoods below). This
tool would ensure that swimming pools, libraries, community buildings etc are designed with
green building principles in mind and could be used to certify the outcome — a very powerful
marketing tool which highlights the practices and the CCAP.

Green Neighbourhoods — Smart Growth

| have spoken to Celia Wade-Brown (Environment portfolio) and Andy Foster (Urban
development) about the imminent development of a neighbourhood rating tool for New
Zealand. | would be happy to elaborate further.

Creating more sustainable and resilient communities, and by WCC being a leader in this
area, would do more long-term to the threat of climate change in Wellington than 1 or 2
electric cars. Marketing of these initiatives to developers achieves a positive economic
outcome as well as the obvious environmental benefits and is consistent with a CCAP.
Building and Energy —- What We’re Doing

There is no clear definition of how or if these proposals complement (or are the same as?)
the Government initiatives on energy saving proposals. BE4 and BE&, for example, seem to
be simply Building Code changes rather than a WCC initiative.

Building and Energy — New Funding

The initiatives do not have well encugh defined timeframes or outcomes.

Land Transport

The Compact City Growth model is a fundamentally important concept and is supported.

Yours faithfully
NDLINK LTD

Paul Turner
Principal

Mahara House - 3 Ngaio Road - PO Box 370 Waikanae 5250
www_landlink.co.nz ~ contactus@landlink.co.nz ~ P 04 802 6161 ~ F 04 902 6162

Land Surveying & Civif Engineering ~ Planning & Resource Management ~ Urban & Landscape Design
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Draft 2010 Climate Change Action Plan ~ suomission form

Please use this form to give us your views about Wellington City Council’s draft 2010 Climate Change Action Plan.

You can have your say:
(nline at www.Wellington.govt.nz
By sending an email to: climate.plan@wce.govt.nz
By making a submission on this form and sending it to:
Freepost 2199, Draft Climate Change Action Plan, Wellington City Council, Wellington 6140
Fax 8013231

Submissions close 5pm, Monday 10 May 2010. Please use extra pages if you need to.

‘m making a submission - N
i 7
Z .ﬂ #7 4 7‘2’/’

[T As an individual mehalfofan organisation (name organisation) H&/// 71( é o

[ | would like io make an oral submission y
..Enter your name and contact details N
MriMrsiMs/Miss/Dr {circle which applies)

Fistnamer__P2nt_Tlirme ~ N __ last name*

Street addresst (20 frEvkes SE W Ve Ao v

Phone  Home__ O (FO2 6716/ Moblle_ 2y S25 2720

Email £ aunl & (arAdlink . co. e .

Hote *Mandatory fields (please use block capitals). All submissions (including name and contact details) are published and made available to elected members of the Council

and the public. Personal information supplied wifl be used for the administration of the consiltation process. All information coflected will be hald by Wellingtan City Councit,

101 Wakefield Street, Wellington. Submitters have the right te access and correct personal information. j

)
In general, what is the highest climate change priority for you? N
J
How strongly do you support or oppose the approach of the draft 2010 Climate Change Action Plan? )
O Srengly support upport {3 Neutral O Oppose O Strongly oppose
S/

Do you think the (ouncil’s proposed response to climate change is ... )
Z’ﬁt enough {2 About right O Too much J

k 43



~

" How stronaly do you support or oppose the new nitiatives recommended in the action plan? _g

Strongly&?p‘port Support Neutral  Oppose  Strongly oppose
Yulnerability assessment — preparing for climate change impacts

O 0O 1 O
Electric vehicle pilot project O D/ O O O
(oundil energy-management programme O v O O ]
Business energy-saver programme — eMission O & ] ] |
Home energy-saver programme 0 Nl 3 0 1
/
™

" Do you agree with the emissions reduction targets in the action plan? g

3 Yes [1No
Why?

Do you disagree w:_'th any of the attions propoéed in :thé action plqh?_ |

Nol. 7o F , AL AAA-

Piease add any other commen_ts

Fold here

Absolutely

AU Wellington Fr
WEeLLINGTON CiTy [OUNCIL ee

Freepost 2199

Draft Climate Change Action Pian (COPOo1)
Wellington City Council

PO Box 2199

Wellington 6140
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Individual Submission =

Firstly, thank you for the opportunity to make this brief written submission.
| look forward to presenting an oral submission next week.

1. I'd also like to say a heart-felt thank you to all Wellington city councillors for
the 2010 Climate Change Action Plan. As we all increasingly realise, the global
climate crisis is bigger than a ‘leftie’, ‘right-wing’ or ‘greenie’ issue — it's all of us
working together, being evidence-based and hard-headed about the numbers
involved and the size of the challenge. By having a Climate Plan with an excellent
vision and clear overall direction, Wellington could be haifway there. And thank you
to Council staff especially for the Wellington facts and figures throughout the pian.

2. The next challenge is to get the numbers in the plan to match the science.
The floods in Southland and this year’s drought remind us that natural forces are
oblivious to discussions of balancing economy with environment. The bottom line is
how much harmful gas is in the atmosphere -~ and how long we can exceed 350ppm
before tipping points take climate change beyond human adaptation.

3. New Zealand's challenge is to halve current emissions by 2020 - and to expect
to further reduce emissions to close to zero by 2050. This is still possible without
much change to our quality of life, but the longer we leave it, bigger and more abrupt
changes will be needed. As the Council note, emissions reduction is a shared
responsibility and Wellington is lucky with many advantages in becoming an
attractive city to live, work, raise a family, study and do business in a carbon-
constrained world.

4. A useful rule of thumb for adjusting the numbers in the Climate Change plan is to
aim for ten percent annual emission reductions in Wellington each year to
2020. The actual annual reduction shrinks as we get closer to 2020, but that reflects
that initial reductions will be easier and that we are already at almost 390ppm. The
United Kingdom is somewhat ahead of us as their cross-party 10by10 nation-wide
campaign has already begun — ten percent emissions reductions over 2010. This rate
of reduction will also mean Wellington emissions have reduced by around 60% by
2020 — appropriate as transport and energy reductions are easier than agricultural
reductions.

I welcome questions and discussion so please feel free to contact me anytime.

Liz Springford

MPP (merit) Victoria University of Wellington

16 Chatham Street

Berhampore

Wellington 6023

ph 04 9709 126 or 021 0617 638

liz.springford@gmail.com

'‘Big change looks impossible when you start and inevitable when you finish.’
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Nicola Old
From: Baz Kaufman

Sent: Tuesday, 11 May 2010 3:54 p.m.

To: Nicola Old

Subject: FW: WCC draft annual plan submission - Liz Springford

Attachments: WCC Draft Annual Plan 2010-11 individual Written Submission.doc

Another submission
Cheers

baz

Baz Kaufman

Senior Corporate Planner

Strategy, Planning and Performance
Ph 04 - 803 8724

Strategy and Urban Design Directorate
Wellington City Council
www. Wellington.govi.nz

The information contained in this email is privileged and confidential and intended for the addressee only. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are asked to respect that confidentfality and not disclose, copy or make use of its contents, If received in error you are

asked to destroy this email and contact the sender immediately. Your assistance is appreciated.

From: Liz Springford [mailto:liz.springford@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 11 May 2010 3:22 p.m.

To: Baz Kaufman

Cc: Scott Metcalfe; Zach Rissel; Josie Askin

Subject: WCC draft annual plan submission - Liz Springford

Thank you Baz - written subrmission attached,

best wishes

Liz

16 Chatham Street

Berhampore

Wellington 6023

ph 04 9709 126 or 021 0617 638

'Big change looks impossible when you start and inevitable when you finish.’

On 10 May 2010 13:47, Baz Kaufman <Baz. Kaufman @wcc.govt.nz> wrote:
f Hi Scott

|

!

| Thanks for the email. The Climate Change Action Plan is a subset of the draft Annual

| Plan so no need for seperate submissions. Just do one individual and one OraTaiao

46
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submission, and we will take care of it at our end.

The hearings are also combined so | will set aside 10 minutes for Liz and 10 minutes for
yourseld for Monday morning (next week). | will have someone contact you in due
course to finalise exact times.

| look forward to seeing your submission.
Kind Regards

Baz

Baz Kaufman
Senior Corporate Planner

Strategy, Planning and Performance
Ph 04 - 803 8724

Strategy and Urban Design Directorate
Wellington City Council
www. Wellington.govt.nz

The information contained in this email is privileged and confidential and intended for the addressee only. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are asked to respect that confidentiality and not disclose, copy or make use of its contents. If received in
error you are asked o destroy this email and contact the sender immediately. Your assistance is appreciated.

From: Scott Metcalfe [mailto:scott. metcalfe? @gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 12:25 p.m.

To: Baz Kaufman

Cc: Liz Springford

Subject: WCC draft annual plan and climate change submissions — Liz Springford and OraTaiao

Hello Baz,

further to the telephone conversation between Liz Springford and you this morning, Liz and 1 confirm that
we wish for both Liz Springford as an individual and the group OraTaiao:NZ Climate & Health to get an
extension until tomorrow 5pm for both the WCC's draft annual plan and its climate change plan;

That is:
1. Liz Springford — written submission draft annual plan
2. Liz Springford - written submission climate change plan
3. Dr Scott Metcalfe for OraTaiao: NZ Climate & Health — written submission draft annual plan
4. Dr Scott Metcalfe for OraTaiao: NZ Climate & Health — written submission climate change plan

We would also appreciate the opportunity to separately present oral submissions on all of the above, i.e.
both the draft annual plan and the climate change plan by both Liz Springford and then Dr Scott Metcalfe

11/05/2010 i
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(for OraTaiao: NZ Climate & Health).

Thank you for considering this request

Scott

Dr Scott Metcalfe

MBChB, FAFPHM(RACP), FNZCPHM
Public Heailth Physician

scott. metcalfe2 @ gmail.com Co-convenor
OraTalao:New Zealand Climate & Health
www.orataiao,org.nz

mob: 021 2010 440

48
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OraTaiao: NZ Climate & Health
www.orataiac.org.nz
o/~ scott. metcalfe? @ gmail.com

OraTaiac submission on the Wellington City Climate Change Action Pan and Draft 2010/11
Annual Plan

| am writing as co-convenor and on behalf of OraTaiao: New Zealand Climate and Health. OraTaiao
comprises more than a hundred senior doctors and other health professionals concerned about
climate change's impacts on health and health services.

We applaud the Wellington City Council’s efforts within the Draft 2010/11 Annual Plan
{http:/Aww.wellington.govt.nz/plans/dap/) and the new Climate Change Action Pan (CCAP,
hitp://www.wellington.govt.nz/plans/palicies/climatechange/) to bring climate change to the forefront
of the city's planning. Such planning must be part of, not subvert, strenuous efforts within New
Zealand (as elsewhere) to mitigate otherwise runaway climate change and its catastrophic impacts
on human survival and health.

In summary, we ask that the targets and consequent action of Climate Change Action Plan
(and thus the Draft 2010/11 Annua! Plan) better reflect this urgent reality. We submit that:

1. Targets (and hence action) must reflect the urgency and magnitude of the threat of runaway
climate change;

2. We support most of the actions planned, but more will be needed (and resourced) to meet
the city’s need to do its fair share to mitigate; and

3. Aviation cannot be assumed to grow under business-as-usual, and to keep within carbon
budgets, the city’s aviation emissions must reduce dramatically (and may indeed do scin a
carbon-constrained world) — which impacts on the airport’s central role and assumptions for
transport planning etc throughout the region.

Background to this submission

To begin, why as doctors are we submitting? Climate change is increasingly recognised as the
biggest global health threat of the 21% Century.! ? Leading medical bodies throughout the world say
that leaders must heed the health effects of climate change, doctors must speak out, and doctors
demand their leaders be decisive, listen to the clear facts and act now. OraTaiao: New Zealand
Climate and Health is part of this international movement concerned about climate change impacis
on health and health services.

OraTaiao holds that climate change remains pressing and real and that New Zealand too must
commit to substantial decreases in its greenhouse gas emissions, to avoid the worst impacts of
climate change on human health, both here and internationally. With the fourth highest per capita
greenhouse gas emissions in the developed wotld, and based on the need to limit warming to 2°C by
2100, our cumulative emissions, and our capability to mitigate, New Zealand should at least halve its
greenhouse gas emissions by 2020 (i.e. a target of al least 40% less than 1990 levels).® This target
has a strong scientific basis, and if anything may be too lenient; reducing the risk of catastrophic
climate change may require deeper cuts. This national target has implications for Wellington City.
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We also hold that the short-term economic costs of mitigation have been widely overstated in public
debate. They must also be balanced by the far greater costs caused by inertia and the substantial
health and social benefits that can be achieved by a low emissions society. We consider that large
emissions reductions are achievable if we mobilise New Zealand society (including Wellington City)
and let technology follow the signal of a responsible target. As the pace of climate change
accelerates, halving current levels of emissions is urgent, responsible, just, and possible; inaction
would be negligence and malpractice on a global scale. Local government too must play its part.

To this end, OraTaiao submits a few brief comments on the WCC'’s Climate Change Action Plan
(CCAP) and Draft 2010/11 Annual Plan, as follows, as part of our professional duty of care to our
patients and populations to work to mitigate climate change at all levels.

Specific comments on the WCC’s Climate Change Action Plan

For the Climate Change Action Plan itself {and as it contributes to the Draft 2010/121 Annual Plan),
we make the following three points:

1. Emissions targets (and action) must reflect the need

Firstly, we fully support the Council’s statements around climate change being unequivocal, and the
importance of cities to that warming (page 5). However, we consider that the target-setting on page
18 needs to reflect the science — where the current frajectory of climate change will occur regardiess
of the agreement and perceived feasibility of the Council and its key partners. The 10:10 campaign
in the United Kingdom (a 10% one-year reduction pledged by many sectors of society there) aspires
to levels that will accord with the science. We consider a 3% city-wide reduction in greenhouse
gases (GHGs) by 2013 is insufficient; the Council can show real leadership in aspiring to targets that
are challenging but necessary.

2. A good start, but more will be needed

Secondly, likewise we agree with the content of the strategies planned (for buildings, energy, land
transport, council operations and forestry) — but with the proviso that plans must expand (and be
resourced) to do more to meet the much higher targets necessary. From a public health perspective,
we particularly agree with all efforts fo shift modes to active travel and public transport, as rational
and necessary steps towards responding to climate change, let alone rising fuel prices, and the
obvious benefits for health.

We also agree that Wellington's people and prosperity should be economically, environmentally and
socially sustainable and resilient, We see essential responses to runaway climate change as a key
component of that sustainability — necessary for ‘the economy’ and prosperity aside from ‘the
environment’ — where the two are inextricable (alongside the region's people — where health is our
core business and vocation). In terms of adaptation, the fong-term future costs of catastrophic
climate change greatly exceed the costs of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to avoid this* 5,
where past costings of adapting to climate change have been way too low.?

3. Aviation cannot remain a sacred cow — reduced emissions will affect regional plans
Thirdly (and finally}, we welcome specific accounting of aviation emissions within the CCAP - an
issue otherwise easily overlooked, given current accounting (or lack thereof) under the Kyoto
Protocol. We recognise the role aviation has had to the economy; we are however disturbed by the
ongoing assumption of a business-as-usual approach to aviation emissions. Arguing that aviation
growth will continue to be necessary to the economy, carte balance, is akin to arguments last
century that tobacco growing was necessary to the Nelson Provinces’ economy — not necessarily
correct, and certainly not right.
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Regional planning for Wellington International Airport must do more than assume that current
passenger and freight volumes automatically are desirable, and that the industry’s own targets wilt
be enough. An informed and motivated populace {local and international), combined with external
forces such as true carbon pricing on international aviation (absent under Kyoto) and other factors,
may reduce demand; meanwhile the aviation targets of carbon-neutrality by 2020 need to be
strengthened. Simply relying upon technology may be too little too late (given that such technology
may still be only aspirational — just as we are waiting for technology to cure all cancers).

Given the large share of current emission, any lack of real reduction in aviation means that, under a
fixed carbon budget’ (that being whatever is Wellington’s fair share of the global cumulative 1 trillion
tonne COz-equivalent total ceiling to keep within safe limits), then even larger reductions will be
needed from the other (non-aviation) sectors. And of course, any changes to Wellington’s aviation
targets — and consequent action necessary — has direct impacts con regional transport planning,
much currently predicated around fast transit times to the airport.

Concluding comments

To end this submission, we have not yet analysed specific options and ways to achieve necessary
emissions reductions that is sustainable and feasible (with costings and relative benefits), and would
encourage the Council to work further with various non-Governmental organisations to do this. At
this stage we simply ask the Council remembers the overarching principles of the huge health
impacts of getting it wrong with climate change, and the converse health and other benefits of
mitigation.

To support the basis of this general request, we attach copies of OraTaiao’s inaugural publication
last year® (a Special Article in the New Zealand Medical Journal), and the NZMJ's accompanying
lead editorial® (international commentary on the arlicle). This material explains and supports the
group's strong stance, including health benefits — and hence the urgency of our request the Council
adopt strong targets and mitigation measures.

My colieagues and | would like to speak in support of this submission. | am contactable at
scott. metcalfe?2 @gmail.com, Mob: 0212010 440

Dr Scott Metcalfe

MBChB, FAFPHM(RACP), FNZCPAM

Public Health Physician

scoft. melcalfe2 @ gmail.com

Co-convenor

CraTaiao: New Zealand Climate & Health (Incorporating)

Www. oratalao ora.n

Attachments

1. Metcalfe S, Woodward A, Macmillan A, et al; New Zealand Climate and Health, Why New Zealand must
rapidly halve its greenhouse gas emissicns [Special Article]. N Z Med J. 2008 Oct 9;122(1304):72-95.

http://www.nzma.org.nz/ournal/122-1304/3827/

2. Montgomery H. Climate change: the health consequences of inactivity [editorial]. NZ Med J. 2009 Oct
9;122(1304):6-8. http://www.nzma.org.nz/journal/1 22-1304/3817/
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1. Alerting all New Zealanders to the threat of runaway climate change and its effects on human health and
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Promating interventions that combine health and environmental benefits.
Working for, particularly in the health sector, personal and organisational acticn on climate change.
Pressing for a rapid reduction in New Zealand’s greenhouse gas emissions.
Working for societal responses to climate change that promote equitable health and social cutcomes and
are consistent with Te Tiriti o Waitangi.
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Climate change: the health consequences of inactivity
Hugh Montgomery

Quite what tips a population from apathy to frenzied action is often mysterious. Why
does drink-driving engender fraternity one minute, and revulsion the next, while a
quarter of UK citizens still smoke tobacco, despite 40 years of solid evidence?

In general, changing behaviours which are immediately pleasurable, but which are
associated with some indeterminate personal risk at some unspecified time, are very
hard to shift: unprotected sex, indulgence in excess alcohol, use of tobacco, or
overconsumption of high-calorie foods are all classic examples. To change such
personal behaviours requires a number of factors: the use of a trusted vector (the
advice of a doctor, being trusted, increases abstinence from smoking}, a solid and
clearly communicated evidence base, persistent and consistent communication (which
is why one-off campaigns fail), emotional engagement (*this matters to you and those
you love’), empowerment to act, a roadmap to do so, and support in taking such
action. Big tilts in population behaviours, however, happen much more rapidly, when
a given way of behaving becomes ‘accepted as the standard’.

Climate change threatens not only our health as individuals, but also our very
survival. And it does so imminently. In recent years, the alarm has been raised by a
vast array of diverse medical bedies, including the American Academy of Pediatrics,
The American College of Preventative Medicine, the American Medical Association,
The American Public Health Association, the Australian Medical Association, the
World Federation of Public Health Associations, and the World Health Organization
itself.

An increasing urgency in the message reflects the alarming nature of the latest data,
with a recent University College London (UCL)Lancet Commission describing
climate change as the greatest global health threat of the 21® Century,’ a message
recently reinforced by the presidents of 17 international medical acadernies.’

In this issue of the New Zealand Medical Journal, Scott Metcalfe and coHeagues3 add
their voice. As the authors describe, climate change threatens our health in many
ways: through direct effects of heat; injury from storm and floods; changes in disease
vectors; flooding; drought; crop failure; economic coliapse; and poverty. Together,
these drive mass migration and war—for which the departments of defense of most
nations are documented to be preparing. Were that not enough, human activity
appears to have initiated a mass-extinction event some 10,000 as great as any on the
fossil rfcord, and to which climate change is likely to contribute substantially in the
future.

But what should be done, and how fast? The authors offer a detailed summary of
previously accepted targets, which suggest that greenhouse gas emissions should be
halved in the next 11 years. They also rightly draw attention to the fact that such
recommendations are based on data which has already been superseded. Indeed, the
‘worst case’ emissions scenarios were already being significantly exceeded in the first
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7 years of this century.’ The total atmospheric greenhouse gas burden which can be
tolerated is probably a deal smaller than previously recognised, and is being fast
approached. " The measured impacts of climate change on nearly every physical
measure (such as polar ice loss) has far exceeded that projected. And recent evidence
suggests that, for any given level of greenhouse gas emissions, global, and regional
temperature rises may be far greater than was thought: without drastic action, polar
temperatures may easily rise by upwards of 16°C in coming decades.®

The case, as made by Metcalfe and colleagues, is thus well grounded and compelling.
We must act, act aggressively, and act now. As they state, there really is no effective
way 1n which the world’s ecosystems can adapt to change on this scale, and no way in
which humans can adequately react to such change when it happens. We must be
proactive—and in a rational way. Whilst economists and technologists talk about
‘what can be done given current fiscal or technical boundaries’, we must indeed set
and meet the targets which the science dictates.

So what can we do? It is clear that no one solution exists, and none are likely to be
simple or painless. Firstly, we must all act on a personal level. Whilst our own small
savings may in themselves be insignificant, they have greater power than we might
think—changing the behaviours of those around us, and altering the behaviours of
those companies (and their investors) from whom we buy or no longer buy.

Thereafter, perhaps we should think again about how we change health-damaging
behaviours in those around us. As doctors, we can be the trusted vector who carries
the message. We must comniunicate a clear and urgent message through every means
open to us. We must engage at a personal level (‘this matters to you and your
children’) and help people to act. Only then will population behaviour change. And
only then will politicians and business feel that they have our permission to change.

The tragedy is that we have so little time available to us. From 7-18 December 2009,
World leaders will meet to decide on emissions targets for the coming years. As
leading international physicians recently noted, “There is a real danger that politicians
[at Copenhagen] will be indecisive, especially in such turbulent economic times as
these. Should their response be weak, the results for international health could be
catastrophic.”

We must all act now to ensure that there is a deal, and that it is meaningful rather than
fanciful. At present, voiced aspirations for large targets for 2050, or small ones for
2020, are nothing more than dangerous hot air.

A weak deal will represent not an historic international agreement, but a suicide pact.
Now is the time for us all to act. If not us, who? If not now, when?
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Abstract

New Zealand must commit to substantial decreases in its greenhouse gas emissions, to
avoid the worst impacts of climate change on human health, both here and
Internationally.

We have the fourth highest per capita greenhouse gas emissions in the developed
world. Based on the need to limit warming to 2°C by 2100, our cumulative emissions,
and our capability to mitigate, New Zealand should at least halve its greenhouse gas
emissions by 2020 (i.e. a target of at least 40% less than 1990 levels). This target has
a strong scientific basis, and if anything may be too lenient; reducing the risk of
catastrophic climate change may require deeper cuts.

Short-term economic costs of mitigation have been widely overstated in public
debate. They must also be balanced by the far greater costs caused by inertia and the
substantial health and social benefits that can be achieved by a low emissions society.

Large emissions reductions are achievable if we mobilise New Zealand society and let
technology follow the signal of a responsible target.

The New Zealand Government has announced a 2020 greenhouse gas emission target
of 10-20% below 1990 levels,' leading into international climate change negotiations
culminating in Copenhagen on 7-18 December.>” This target range has strict
conditions attached and, unlike many developed nations, New Zealand has not offered
an alternative emissions target if these conditions are not met.**

We consider New Zealand needs to do much more to adequately respond to the
climate change threat. We summearise why health professionals should care about this
problem, and why it is our duty (to our patients and the wider public health) to act
now, before it is too late.

Why health professionals?

Climate change has been described as the biggest global health threat of the 21st
Centu:ry‘("? Doctors have a professional duty to work to tackle it,>° and health benefits
should be fully included in decision-making, '®'* as should the harms of inaction.

NZMI 9 October 2009, Vol 122 No 1304; ISSN 11758716 Page ] of 24
URL: http:fwww nzma.ore.nz/journal/122.1304/3827/ ©NZMA

56



‘The 40% reduction target for New Zealand is based on the Responsibility and
Capability Index (RCI) approach instigated in Burope,* and which has been adapted
by Oxfam International. > This explicit, principle-based framework is one of many
that incorporates both science and fairness—how much countries have emitted
already, and what they can afford; the RCI combines (1) the emission reductions
needed globally to limit warming to 2°C with (2) countries’ responsibilities (i.e. their
cumulative emissions) and (3) their capability to mitigate (using wealth as a proxy for
the capability for action) (see following table and later endnotes §, **, and Tt

In Table 1, New Zealand’s RCI is 0.34% of UNFCCC Annex I (§) countries’ overall
target, and is ranked fourth for total greenhouse gas emissions per capita, requiring in
fairness a 40.6% reduction by 2020 on 1990 levels (with 40.0% for Annex I countries
overall).

Table 1. Mitigation targets—Oxfam International calculations (2009):>
Fair shares of overall Annex I(§) mitigation target (40% below 1990 levels

by 2020)
1 2 3 4 5

RCI {fair 2020 mitigation targets, expressed as:

share of  Emissions per Reduction per  Reduction below  Reduction below

Amnex|  capita (2005 capita relativeto 1990 level (COx 2005 level (COze

target) 2005 levels excl. LUC) excl. LUC)

% tCO2e Rank tCO2e Rank % Rank %

Australia o : 97 8 16 8
Belarus 354 16
Bulgaria - ST |-
Canada 54.7 4
Crnaﬁa 23380 e
v 96 10
lcefand - .o feiliB3.8 5
Japan 59.0 3
Liechten stem v 614 9
Monaco 2.2 12
New Zealand - s . T
Norway 737 2
Romania:. ; 2T - 14
Russian Federatlon . -12.0 13
Switzerland.. .. ... 0059 Pl Bl st B0 833 e 0 B2 1
Ukraine 187 11 8.3 17 133 17 643 17
USA . i BTER 245 0 020 L1280 2 4B 5 524 6
Total: Annex 1 100.00 14,2 : 546 40.0 38.4

Metrics: fair share of emissions reductions for each Annex i country (endnote §), calculated
using both countries’ partial history of past emissions (cumulative emissions for 1990200538
for responsibility, see endnote ™), and their current levels of income (total income above a
‘development threshold” for capability, endnote $1).

Key: Column 1 shows fair shares of any aggregate Annex I mitigation target for individual
Amnex | countries, based on a responsibility-capability index (RCIL);

New Zealand’s RC1 is 0.34% (its fair share of the Annex [ target).

Column 2 is per capita emissions in greenhouse gases (GHG) in 2005;

NZMJ 9 October 2009, Vol 122 No 1304; ISSN 1175 8716 Page 3 of 24
URL: http://www nzma.ore nzfjournal/122-1304/3827/ GNZMA

57



As described by Lord Stern, the costs of taking action to stabilise the climate will be
high but much less than the costs of inaction.*” Recent analysis suggests that past
important costings of adapting to climate change, used to drive global policy, have
been at least 2-3 times too low.>? Delay will be dangerous, and action is needed
now.” The Stern review also exposed the economic cause of climate change: market
faiIure] gn the greatest scale the world has ever seen.* In short, we have had too cheap
a ride.

The World Bank, which in the past has tended to down-play the seriousness of long-
term environmental risks, warns that even the current international financial crisis is
no justification for inertia over climate change; “while financial crises may cause
serious hardship and reduce growth over the short- to medium-term, ... the threat of a
warming climate is far more severe and long-]asting.”53

At the time New Zealand’s conditional 10-20% target was announced, much publicity
had been given to the NZIER/Infometrics report to Government.>* This report was
used by the Government to help decide on the target. However, its macroeconomic
modelling approach had been criticised as being the wrong tool for the job and a poor
basis for major public policy.”"®

The report’s key flaws included:

* lIgnoring the effects of climate change itself. The business-as-usual modelling
looked only at the cost to New Zealand of reducing emissions; it completely
overlooked the greater costs (including health impacts) of climate change if
we fail to reduce emissions in time.> For the world as a whole, and most
individual countries, the long-term future costs of catastrophic climate change
grcaﬁlg);nexceed the costs of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to avoid
this.™

* Using the wrong baseline. The report ignored New Zealand’s established legal
commitment under the Kyoto protocol®’ to meet its net emissions target—
when it is highly unlikely New Zealand would renege on this commitment.
Recalibrating the NZIER/Infometrics results to exclude these sunk costs gives
positive improvements in the economy under many assumptions—e.g.
pushing technical change in agriculture/land use (see endnote §§) would yield
significant gains in emission reductions at low cost. ™

* Assuming no advances in technology or changes in behaviour despite market
signals. Yet the whole purpose of placing a real price on emissions is to
stimulate technological change and influence consumer behaviour, making
this assumption implausible.

* Assuming that New Zealand is an expensive place to reduce emissions. On the
contrary, many agricultural emissions will be cheap to abate, and some will
actually profit farmers™ (see endnote §§). We have abundant renewable
energy sources yet can still make substantial gains (endnote *#*);> forestry
has economic potential as a carbon sink (§§). So the 40% target may well be
easier to meet in New Zealand than many OECD countries.”’
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Developing countries are disproportionately affected by climate change.®* As the
World Bank notes, this is a crisis that is not of their making and for which they are the
least prepared.™

While the Oxfam International RCI calculations, described above, allocate equitable
shares across Annex I countries, they do not say that a 40% reduction below 1990
levels by 2020 equates to rich countries’ full capabilities and overall responsibilities
to the world. Indeed, there are good reasons to think that the fair share of Annex I
countries involves much more.'

Applying measures of responsibility and capability globally, the Greenhouse
Development Rights (GDR) framework”~ has assigned more than three-quarters of the
total required global effort to developed countries in 2010. Assuming a 2°C pathway,
this means significantly stronger obligations® for developed countries than the above
IPCC 25-40% range for rich-country reductions by 2020.%

According to Lord Stern® and others'® there are powerful equity arguments for rich
countries paying for all actual greenhouse gases emitted. Viewed from this
perspective, even a 40% target for New Zealand may be too weak. We may not want
to pay more than we should, but we must still pay our fair share.5

A fair deal®*** means both keeping global warming as far below a 2°C increase as
possible and delivering sufficient resources, so that poor people—who will bear the
brunt®**%3_can avoid the worst impacts of already inevitable®® climate change. The
World Bank notes that the poorest and most exposed countries in particular will need
help in adapting to the changing climate,*

Fairness also dictates that those countries most responsible for past emissions and
most able to help, take a lead to cut emissions first and fastest. The World Bank states
that advanced countries, which have produced most of the greenhouse gas emissions
of the past, must act now, cutting their emissions aggTessiver.53 Oxfam International
agrees that a fair and adequate global climate regime will require a massive effort
across the board to reduce the risks to lives and livelihoods that poor people face first
and most.™*

Although deep emissions reductions in rich countries are critical, Oxfam and the
World Bank also say that climate security will now be won or lost depending on
cooperative efforts, where rich countries finance large-scale reductions in emissions
in developing countries.** According to the new analysis for WWF International,”’
by 2050 developed nations as a group need to reduce emissions by up to 157% of
1990 levels (GDR methodology); given they cannot cut domestic emissions by more
than 100%, developed nations will have to finance substantial emissions reductions in
other countries to keep within their share of the global carbon budget (1).%’

The World Bank is calling for all countries to act now and act together, saying that no
one nation can take on the interconnected challenges posed by climate changc;s3
global cooperation is needed.'®™

As the Prime Minister’s Chief Science Advisor has stated, “This is a global challenge,
and a country like ours that aspires to be respected as a leading innovative nation
cannot afford to appear to be not fully involved. Indeed, such a perception would
compromise our reputation and potential markets.”6 r
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Our problem, but not achievable?

The potential for runaway climate collapse transcends the public health benefits from
such changes as increased exercise, reduced pollution, and improved community
engagement. Mitigation alone will need profound reengineering of New Zealand’s
structure and function.®

We need to prioritise mitigation efforts according to effectiveness and cost
effectiveness (the ability of each action/technology to effect overall emission
reductions versus its cost), and negotiate tradeoffs.” The science and fairness simply
indicate the extent we need to responsibly reduce our emissions quickly, but do not
say how to do this.®

However, mitigation ideas are detailed in the 4% pCC mitigation re ort,21 country-
specific marginal abatement cost curves,*° and elsewhere.>#%%%! This is apart
from known things we can do now in agriculture that should actually profit farmers
and protect our key export earning sector (endnote §§).>"°® Much of this conceptual
work has already been done for Australia,"**>®* and to a limited extent in New
Zealand,31-8487-9095

Aside from economic instruments, 5236519196 hioh are necessary but insufficient in

themselves,”” investment in education and social networking (e.g. transition towns,
http://www.transitiontowns.org.nz/) to promote carbon reduction may prove cost-
effective. Mitigation technology and ideas will advance with the right
signals/environment, including responsible targets. We must not underestimate the
technology that already exists™* but simply lacks planning, prioritisation, and
implementing.

Agriculture is a significant source of diverse emissions—half of our g,reenhouse gas
emissions™*—with separate causes requiring diverse solutions.*****’ 1t is incorrect
to clump these emissions together.> Agriculture is clearly a big part of the problem,
and reforming land use could be a big part of the solution. Endnote §§ lists a number
of possibilities for Agriculture, as does endnote *** for Energy.

We also need to manage population growth, 71 projected to increase 9.9% by 2020

for New Zealand,'® which will significantly increase the emissions reductions needed
(see endnote {11). Our population growth rate is high compared with other OECD
countries—mainly from natural increase rather than migration.'®'% The long-term
effects of sub-replacement fertility will not accrue until the mid 2040s, and will be
countered by a likely increase in immigration, including climate refugees from the
Pacific. Education, employment, and social policies that accelerate our transition to
low natural population growth will be a necessary part of any mitigation strategies.

We can design our mitigation policies to improve (rather than reduce) the quality of
life of low-income families, and ensure that any financial costs are carried by those
who can most afford it.*° Whether we end up with a genuine Emissions Trading
Scheme (ETS) or in effect a carbon tax (see endnote iii),SI‘%‘]m’mS policies should be
progressive (particularly central government revenue recycling) to protect the
wellbeing of low-income households (endnote §§§).
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attitudes, actions, and choices already—with sometimes unexpected benefits. With
leadership, others too may be willing to make those changes once they know the
consequences of inaction and the possibilities for action.

The challenge for New Zealand, health professionals included, is to mobilise
society.® We need to generate even more social resilience to respond effectively to
the emerging realities of climate change.

Such mobilisation for large-scale change across human and natural systems has a
strong theoretical and empirical basis;''*1*! engaging the public towards a greater
sense of belonging and working to make a difference,'® wider sustainable views of the
economy’ 121 with comprehensive not partial economic analyses,*® and a
community of interest with affiliation, goals, norms, and using intrinsic

117,124
rewards.BB' ’

Health professionals cannot be inactive observers of this process. We have a
significant role and responsibility to lead this challenge—and we must be involved
wherever possible.

We have overspent our atmospheric resources’®!?*—and now need smart sustainable

solutions.”™'"” The pace of climate change is 'clccelvar::lting.'6’2“‘33"“’““3 Halving the
current level of emissions is urgent, responsible, just, and possible.

Inaction would be negligence and malpractice on a global scale.

What health professionals can do now
Political

* Lobby for an urgent effective all-sectors all-gases Emissions Trading Scheme with an
uncapped market price on our emissions. Submissions close Tuesday 13 October
2009. www.parliament.nz/en-

NZ/PB/SC/MakeSub/a/d/f/49SCFE SCF 0QDBHOH BILI9597 1-Climate-

Change-Response-Moderated-Emissions.htm

* Join the international day of 350 action on Saturday 24 October www.350.0rg.nz,
and the global day of action on Saturday 12 December

www.globalclimatecampaign.org

* Support the 40% emissions target. Sign on at www.signon.org.nz and
www.oxfam.org.nz. Spread the word with your address book.

* Lobby widely for other emissions reduction measures by central government.

* Monitor and promote local government initiatives to rapidly reduce emissions at
www.sustainablecities.org.nz

* Join a group—us at www.nzchg.webs.com/ or any other climate action group.

® Take the Climate and Health Council pledge at
http://www.climateandhealth.org/pledge/

Professional

¢ Educate and encourage patients and colleagues in climate change action
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Endnotes:

* According to the German Advisory Council on Climate Change (WBGU), even now there is discord
between the industrialised countries and the emerging economies. “Governments still appear to be
fixated on the task of supposedly establishing, maintaining or restoring their national economic
competitiveness rather than on preserving the natural lifesnpport systems which are the basic
prerequisite for any form of economic activity. The situation is reminiscent of the nuclear arms race
which ended just 20 years ago, when the apparently compelling logic of ‘mutually assured destruction’
{MAD) brought our civilisation to the brink of the abyss more than once. The climate jssue is without
doubt a different type of problem, for every country is both the cause and the victim of climate change,
albeit to widely varying extents. Nonetheless, the threats to our socicties are just as overwhelming and
the mutuat distrust which prevails today is still as paralysing as the doctrine of MAD in the past.”’

WBGU notes “the *social dilemma’ concept in ganie theory aptly describes the current situation, for
individual and collective rationality are tragically at odds here. In a social dilemma, players attach more
weight to their short-term individual interests than to the long-term mutmal benefits of a cooperative
solution—thereby nltimately harming everyone, including themselves. With many countries currently
inclined to scale down their own climate change mitigation efforts to the bare minimum due to a short-
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1 Capability under the Oxfam International calculations is based on the absolute value of a country’s
gross national income (GNL) that accrues to the population living above a per capita income threshold
of $9000 per year.™*

++ Worldwide, road traffic crashes account for 1.2 million deaths each year and 10 times as many
serious injuries.” Death rates for pedestrians and cyclists exhibit steep social gradients, and reducing
traffic volumes and speeds would have important equity implications. Urban air pollation—much of
which is related to transport—causes a further 800,000 premature deaths each year.” Walking, cycling,
or using public transport instead of travelling by car would reduce the use of energy from fossil fuels; it
would also reduce traffic injuries and air pollution. By increasing physical activity it would tackle the
output side of the personal energy balance equation, with positive implications for obesity and
cardiovascular disease.

§§ Agricultural and land use mitigation,* #9927 1 mediate action can include diet modification
(low methane forage crops, charcoal feed, supplementary maize feed, monensin to improve rumen
fermentation); soil carbon sequestration, and nitrogen management through grass pasture and other
active land management, nutrient budgeting, no-till crop production, crop rotation, fallow periods, new
grasses, improving soil drainage, wintering barns, feed pads and standoff pads; changes in management
practices and reduced intensity e.g. lower dairy stocking rates; reduced fertiliser use, nitrification
inhibitors for crop growth and N,O reductions; carbon sequestration though biochar; converting
marginal agricultural land back to shrubland and/or forest; measuring and monitoring (use of DNDC).
Other potential action can be subjected to accelerated research (e.g. dairy genetic selection (including
low methane stock); methane vaccine; biofilters),

Forestry has large potential as carbon sinks, both retaining or reforestation with indigenous and exotic
forests/bush.

An emerging agricultural mitigation strategy is the use of low carbon-intensive feed stocks as an
alternative to high carbon-intensive feed stocks such as palm kernel, used primarily in the dairy
industry. Over one million tonnes of palm kernel/nut oil cake were imported in 2008’ (mainly from
Indonesia and Malaysia) at a value for duty of almost $225 million, Of note, imports may be trending
downwards, as the 2009 second quarter (Q2) imports were approximately half those of Q1 and less
than one-third of Q2 2008 imports. Palm kernel is the main byproduct of the palm cil industry, which is
a key cause of rain forest deforestation and release of greenhouse gases.'”'*"

##% Energy mitigation, Although compared with other developed countries (e.g. UK and Australia) we
already have a high level of electricity generation from renewables {currently around 70%), we can still
make substantial gains in this area. Modelling suggests that a target of 90% electricity generation by
renewables is achievable by 2025 with the current technology, and without incurring substantial costs
or reducing the security of supply.”

New Zealand has the cheapest wind power in the world, because of our high wind speeds and low
population density; we are a long narrow country set at right angles to the prevailing winds that are
consistent, with suitable sites that ave close to major infrastructure and the national grid (which keeps
costs down), the technology is available in New Zealand, and New Zealand companies will benefit
greatly with wind energy development—including job creation. Our trees grow faster than almost
anywhere in the world—not in remote areas but reasonably close to population centres where they can
be turned into high-value products plus energy from residues, let alone acting as carbon sinks. We have
substantial geothermal and hydro power potential. Qur solar and marine energy are also world-class;
especially once the tidal/wave energy technology is honed further—and, again, there is economic
potential for New Zealand companies through innovation of this technology.

71T Under a business as usual scenario, possible total greenhouse gas emissions in 2020 are projected
to be 84.6 megatons (Mt) CO-equivalents. This is based on the 17.87 tonnes CO,-equivalents per
capita emissions in 2007 (75.6 Mt COs-¢ total for New Zealand [NZ]DK), and a projected population for
NZ of 4.735 million by 2020™ (where per capita gross GHG emissions derive from total gross
emissions for 2007 and the estimated NZ population for 2007,"™ and total gross emissions derive
from total net emissions and LULUCF™). The 2020 projection is 9.1 Mt greater than the 2007 actual
{84.6 minus 75.6 Mt), a 129 increase (see Table 2).
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Figure 1. Necessary emissions pathways—WBGU calculations (2009):"® Global emission
pathways for the period 2010-2050 with global CO2 emissions capped at 750 Gt during this
period
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Figure 32-1

Examples of global emission pathways for the period 2010-2050 with global CO, emissions capped at 750 Gt during this period.
At this level, there is a 67 % probability of achieving compliance with the 2°C guard rail {Chapter 3). The figure shows variants
of a global emissions trend with different peak years: 2011 (green), 2015 (blue) and 2020 (red). In order to achieve compliance
with these curves, annual reduction rates of 3.7% (green). 5.3% (biue) or 9.0% (red) would be required in the early 2030s
(relative to 2008).

Source: WBGU

Source: Figure 3.2-1 of WBGU 2009'° http://www.wbgu.de/wbgu_sn2009_en.pdf pages 15-16.
Reproduced with permission of the German Advisory Council on Climate Change (WBGU).
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Nicola Oid

From: Baz Kaufman

Sent: Wednesday, 12 May 2010 9:40 a.m.

To: Nicola Old

Subject: FW: WCC draft annual plan and climate change submissions - Liz Springford and

QOraTaiao

Attachments: NZMJ 2009 Montgomery climate change editorial.htm; OraTaiao WCC climate change &
draft annual plan 11May2010.doc; NZMJ 2009 Metcalfe Why NZ must rapidly halve GHG
emissions.pdf

Hi Nicola. please process this submission as well
Cheers

baz

Baz Kaufman
Senior Corporate Planner

Strategy, Planning and Performarce
Ph 04 - 803 8724

Strategy and Urban Design Directorate
Wellington City Council
www. Wellington.govi.nz

The information contained in this email is privileged and confidential and intended for the addressee only. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are asked to respect that confidentiality and not disclose, copy or make use of its contents. If received in error you are
asked to destroy this email and contact the sender immediately. Your assistance is appreciated.

From: Scott Metcalfe [mailto:scott.metcalfe2 @gmail.com)

Sent: Tuesday, 11 May 2010 6:26 p.m.

TFo: Baz Kaufman

Subject: Re: WCC draft annual plan and climate change submissions - Liz Springford and OraTaiao

thank you Baz. Here is the submission, as discussed, attached, along with its two attachments.
regards

Scott

Dr Scolt Metcalfe

MBChB, FAFPHM(RACF), FNZCPHM
Public Health Physician

scott. metcalfe2 @ gmail.com Co-convenor
OraTaiac:New Zealand Climate & Health

www.orafaiag.org.nz

On Mon, May 10, 2010 at 1:47 PM, Baz Kaufman <Baz.Kaufman @wce.govt.nz> wrote:
i Hi Scott
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Page 3 of 3

We would also appreciate the opportunity to separately present oral submissions on all of the above, i.e.
both the draft annual plan and the climate change plan by both Liz Springford and then Dr Scott Metcalfe
(for OraTafao: NZ Climate & Health).

Thank you for considering this request

Scott

Dr Scott Metcalfe

MBChB, FAFPHM(RACP), FNZCPHM
Public Health Physician
scott.metcalfe? @ gmail.com Co-convenor
QraTaiao:New Zealand Climate & Health
www.orataiac.org.nz

mob: 021 2010 440
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INTRODUCTION

Positively Wellington Tourism (PWT) is the capital's official tourism organisation, It is a trust
principally funded by the Wellington City Council and has extensive partnerships with the private
sector, PWT’s role is to create economic and social benefit for Wellington by working with the
private sector to market the city as an attractive visitor destination.

As the agency responsible for promoting and developing Wellington as a visitor destination, PWT
believes it important to make its views known in relation to proposed council activity that could
influence its operations, as well as Wellington's overall tourism development and marketing over
the next ten years.

PWT would like to thank Wellington City Council {(WCC) for its angoing support. The confidence
WCC has shown in how PWT markets Wellington as a destination of choice for international and
domestic visitors is appreciated.

Pasitively Wellington Tourism’s vision, set out in the Wellington Visitor Strategy 2015, is:
Wellington will be considered the 'best [ittle capital in the world”

Tourism is a significant contributor to the region’s economy. Visitors to Wellington inject around
$1.4 billion or 10% of gross regional product per year,

In order to achieve this vision, PWT relies on WCC to provide ongoing financial, industry and
infrastructural support. Without this funding and the matching funding from industry and
central government that it leverages Wellington’s tourism industry would not be as strong as it
is today. PWT is confident that Wellington will achieve this vision by 2015 and the organisation’s
Statement of Trustee Intent 2010-2011 reflects this confidence. To maximise the potential,
continued marketing and product development support will be required.

PWT supports the tourisrn related activities where WCC is involved. There is, however, a group
of activity initiatives that will be critical to the success of Wellington tourism over the 2010/11
financial vear.

Qur submission is as follows:

3.1 CITY PROMOTIONS, EVENTS AND ATTRACTIONS (p.60)

Tourism Promotion

We support the Council’s continued funding of Positively Wellington Tourism. PWT’s marketing
initiatives contribute significantly to the growth and prosperity of the Wellington region.

Australia

Wellington's top international visitor market is our nearest neighbour, Australia. One third of all
our international visitors come from Australia and it's a market that continues to grow.

PWT has recently launched a mew Australian marketing campalgn. This campaign is a
breakthrough for Wellington’s destination-marketing initiatives. PWT would like to acknowledge
WCC’s support of our Australian initiatives to date and we will continue to work hard to raise
Wellington’s profile in Australia and to drive increased leisure and business visitation,
particularly prior to Rugby World Cup 2011.

Online

Websites have become the number one source for people seeking information about Wellington.
Therefore Wellington's presence online is a key driver of interest in and visitation to the city and
is an essential component in delivering Wellington’s image as a desirable urban destination.
Maintaining this presence is a vital component in the overall delivery of Wellington’s marketing
messages.

The PWT Online Strategy is focused on taking WellingtonNZ.com from a static website with a
now outdated online booking engine to a fully interactive experience. This will result in
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significantly greater connectivity to PWT's consumer marketing programmes and the wider
tourism community, as well as considerably more interaction with WellingtonNZ.com, therefore
increasing total traffic.

PWT would like to thank Council for their ongoing support and acknowledging the need to
develop Wellington's online presence through WCC’s funding support.

Visitor Aftractions

Quality visitor attractions are a critical component in the promotion of and therefore the
attraction of tourists to Wellington. Continued support in the development of new and
enhancement of existing visitor attractions is vital to the development of Wellington’s visitor
offering and experience. We therefore support the Council’s ongoing financial contributions and
strategic support towards current and proposed visitor attractions in Wellington, particularly the
proposed Rughy World Cup Village on the waterfront.

Events Attractions and Support

A vyear round calendar of high quality events is essential for Wellington’s tourism industry.
Wellington’s events calendar is a major driver of visitation to, and revenue for the city, and has
significantly contributed to Wellington’s reputation as a vibrant city. We support the Council’s
ongoing contribution towards major events, as well as the identification and development of
additional iconic events to the capital,

The event programme developed to date is market leading. This position must be retained and
it is important that funding for this activity keeps up with the growth in demand for an
increasing number of high quality events. In particular, we agree with the proposed Rugby
World Cup 2011 funding and support earmarked by the Council; this event will allow Wellington
many copportunities to highlight itself on a global stage.

Positively Wellington Tourism supports Council’'s development of swimming facilities in
Wellington. We suggest that in such development the council should consider investment that
allows promotion of facilities to attract visitors and participants to events in the city whilst
providing Wellingtonians with a first class recreational and competitive swimming facility. The
development of facilities at Kilbirnie, close to the soon to be complete Community Indoor Sports
Centre would go towards creating a centre of excellence that is accessible from across the city
and to visitors.

Rugby World Cup 2011

PWT supports Council’s proposals to ensure that Wellington is prepared for Rugby World Cup
2011 and to seize the opportunity to attract new spend to the city. In particular PWT supports
the proposed Rugby World Cup Village and information centre on the waterfront. Rugby World
Cup 2011 provides a wonderful opportunity to showcase Wellington to the world and PWT will
continue to work alongside Council to market the city specifically for this event.

Rugby Worid Cup Sculpture

PWT supports the proposed Rugby World Cup sculpture and agree that this will provide an
enduring legacy as a reminder of Wellington’s involvement with this iconic event.

3.2 BUSINESS SUPPORT (p.63)

Wellington Long haul Strategy

As part of the Wellington Regional Strategy, the Long Haul Strategy was initiated by Wellington
International Airport Limited (WIAL) and Positively Wellington Tourism {(PWT) with the support
of regional partners to capitalise on the opportunity to create direct flights between Wellington
and Asia.

PWT is funded predeminantly by WCC and industry to market Wellington as a destination in

regions that have traditionally been and remain the main source of international visitors to the
Wellington region.
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The activity dictated by the Long Haul Strategy is to grow demand for Wellington from both a
business and |eisure perspective in new regions that have not historically had any significant
links with the Wellington region; effectively this includes SE Asia, China, Japan and India.

The promotion of Wellington as a destination for business and leisure in the Asian regions
described above must continue if the investment being made by Wellington International Airport
Ltd in regards to Research, Business Case Development and Airline Partnership is to be brought
to fruition.

We appreciate Council’s continued funding support for the Long Haul Strategy.

4.2 HERITAGE (p.67)
MAORI HERITAGE TRAIL

PWT supports the proposed Maori Heritage trail - Te Ara o Nga Tupuna (the pathway of our
ancestors), We support the ongoing development and enhancement of Wellington’s heritage
assets, we also support the development of new and diversified tourism products into
Wellington’s product mix. Establishing new and exciting products into the tourism industry
continues to reinforce Wellington’s popularity as a visitor destination, both for local and
international visitors.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit on the draft Long Term Council Community Plan, We
wish to be heard in support of our submissfon.

Yours sincerely

0.

David Perks
CEQ
Positively Wellington Tourism
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Positively Wellington i-Site Page 1 of 1

Nicola Old

From: Michael Grace [Michael.Grace @ WellingtonNZ.com)]
Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 3:14 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: Annual Plan Submission

Attachments: PWT Submission for Annual Plan May 10_WCC.doc

Please find attached Positively Wellington Tourism's draft annual plan submission.

Kind regards,
Michael

Michael Grace | Research and Development Manager ...in the best little capital in the world
Positively Wellington Tourism | P +64 4 816 1206 | F +64 4 916 1214

Level 28 Grand Plimmer Tower, 2-8 Giimer Terrace, PO Box 10 017, Wellington, New Zealand
Michael.Grace @ WellingtonNZ.com | www.WeliingtonNZ.comn | m.WellingtonNZ.com

Wellington on your mobile | Sign-up to our eNewsletters | Follow us on Twitter | Join our Facebook page

For everylhing you need to know abouf Rugby World Gup 2011 in the Wellington region visit WellingtonNZ2011.com.

Note:

This message is for Ihe named perscn's use only. It may contain confidential, proprietary or legally privileged informatien. No confidentiality or
privilege Is waived or lost by any mistransmission. If you receive this message in error, please immediately delete it and all copies of it from your
system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the sender. You must net, directly or indirectly, use, discloss, distribute, print, or copy any part of
this message if you are not the intended recipient. Positively Wellington Tourisrm and any of its subsitiaries each reserve the right to monitor ll
e-mail communications through its networks.Any views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, sxcept where the
message slates otherwise and the sender is authorised to state them to be the views of any such entity.

Foviered by maiPrinter e,
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INTRODUCTION

The Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce has membership of 1,000
businesses in Wellington city and represents a regional hub of Chambers of
Commerce with a further 4,500 businesses as members. While most of our members
are in the Small to Medium Enterprise category we also have as members 15 of the
largest 20 companies in New Zealand. The Chamber promotes policies that reflect
the interests of the region’s business community and the development of the
Wellington economy.

In the Greater Wellington region, the Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce is
at the forefront of business development and advocacy locally and regionally. In
fulfilling this role, the Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce works closely with
other chambers in the region, with the EMA (Central}, Business New Zealand and
with council-controlled Economic Development Agencies such as Grow Wellington.

The Chamber is pleased to be able to make this submission on Wellington City
Counci’s Draft Annual Plan 2010/11 (the draft plan). The submission focuses on the
level of expenditure and overall rate take as well as the burden of the rate take on
business.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

» WCC's rate increase of 2.88% is above the inflation rate and we think there is
room for it to be reduced through further reductions in council spending.

+ We encourage a line-by-line review of council expenditure as part of the
Annual Plan process and beyond and hope that significant reductions can be
found by the time the draft plan is finalised.

» We support the council’s expenditure on the Rugby World Cup although we
would be concerned if these initiatives are being paid for out of business
sector rates as opposed to rate-payers generally.
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We do not support many of the Climate Change initiatives nor the
Enviroschools proposal as we do not see these as a role for local
government,

It is essential that WCC does not overcharge Wellington businesses if it wanis
to attract and retain businesses in the city.

We are pleased that the council recognises the negative impact the business
differential has on the business sector and thus the city, and is sticking to its
commitment to phase it down.

We support the council’s events attraction and tourism promotion activities
but we do not accept they should be fully funded by business under the
commercial sector targeted rate and downtown levy.

We note that there are significant risks attached to events attraction and so it
is an area that deserves much scrutiny.

It is essential that the Development Contributions Policy does not discriminate
against building developments or act as a disincentive against building in
Wellington vis a vis other cities.

While we generally support a shift towards user pays, we note many of the
proposed increases in fees and charges are well in excess of the inflation rate
and often there is neither a corresponding rates reduction nor an increase in
service.

We believe that there could be a case for the council to look at divesting
some of its current assets and investments, for example its stake in
Wellington International Airport Ltd and reinvesting the proceeds in improved
infrastructure.
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Submission to
Wellington City Council
Draft Annual Plan 2010/11

Wellington City CGouncil performs very well relative to other councils across New
Zealand. It has made a major contribution to the revitalisation of the city over the last
twenty years. Iis rate increases have not been as great as other cities and in general
it recognises the important contribution business makes to the city.

The draft plan provides for a 3.38% increase in its total rates take in 2010/11.
Adjusting for an increase in the capital value of the city, WCC puts the increase at
2.88%. This increase has been pulled back from the 5.38% projected in last years
Long Term Plan which is pleasing. However, it is still above the inflation rate and we
think there is room for it to be brought back further through further reductions in
counci! spending.

COUNCIL SPENDING

We think the council should reduce its scope of activities and focus more on its core
business.

Notwithstanding efficiency gains found to-date, we also think the costs of running the
council need to be reduced. As a monopoly provider of services there are bound to
be further savings that can be made through increased efficiencies. We encourage a
line-by-line review of council expenditure as part of the Annual Plan process and
beyond and hope that significant reductions can be found by the time the draft plan is
finalised.

There are some expenditure increases which we think are good value for money.

For example we support this year’s mayoral visit fo the Shanghai Expo, tourism
promotion in the Australian market, infrastructure spending generally and expenditure
to facilitate the implementation of the government’s and region’s transport
programme.

New Spending Proposals

We think the onus should be on WCC to identify areas where expenditure can be
reduced. However, we have been through the ‘New Proposals’ highlighted in the
draft plan and we comment on them here.

Rugby World Cup

Rugby World Cup 2011 is a great opportunity to showcase Wellington to an
international audience and WGC has an important role in ensuring its potential is
achieved.

We support all of the council’s initiatives as set out on pages 14 to 16. In terms of
how they are paid for though we would be concerned if they are being funded largely
by business as opposed to rate-payers generally. A significant amount of
expenditure on Rugby World Cup 2011 (eg the Wharewaka village and the Weta
Workshop sculpture) features under Council Activity 3.1 on page 61. This Activity is
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largely funded by business sector rates. We do not accept that the business sector
alone should pay for RWC expenditure as implied by this section of the plan.

Much of the council’s proposed expenditure under the Rugby World Cup banner
would be good for the city even without the RWC but the tournament provides a good
reason to do or bring forward these things. Some expenditure under the banner,
such as increased street cleaning in future years, is nothing to do with the World
Cup.

Climate Change

We will be making a separate submission on Wellington City's Climate Change
Action Plan as part of this submission process.

In general, we question the expenditure in this area. We do not believe that the
council has the leadership role in mitigating climate change it thinks it does.

Strengthening Facilities and Infrastructure

Most of the initiatives set out in this section are reasonable but we request vigilance
in keeping costs down as the budget seems steep in some cases.

With regard to the Enviroschools proposal we do not see this as a role for local
government and so it is opposed.

Looking Ahead

Wellington 2040: We support the long term planning for the future of the city centre.
We made a submission on this. We note that the proposed budget seems
expensive.

Community Facilities: Community Facilities such as pools, libraries and recreation
centres are a significant item of expenditure for the council {more than 11% of
operating expenditure). We fully support any rationalisation of these assets which
achieves better value for money. Partnering with other organisations to deliver
facilities makes a lot of sense but not if the council is footing the bill that other
organisations should pay / benefit from eg the Ministry of Education.

Pool Upgrades: We oppose the use of rate-payers’ money to upgrade existing
school pools. This should be a Ministry of Education function and is not the role of
local government

Transparency

We are pleased with the additional financial information provided in this year's plan
and we note that WCC's Annual Plan is more transparent than most of the councils
we monitor.,

The Council has helpfully provided us with a schedule of expenditure by activities (at
the relatively detailed 3 digit level) for this year and last year which has enabled us to
go through each of the activities line by line to see where spending has increased.
While this is probably too much detail to include in the Annual Plan, it would be
helpful for future Annual Plans to better highlight areas of significant expenditure
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increase with more commentary on why some of the more significant expenditure
areas have increased.

BURDEN OF RATES ON BUSINESS

Most businesses do not pay rates directly because they do not own their premises.
The convention in Wellington of landlords applying gross leases means that rates are
less visible to many businesses {just as they are to home renters) and this may be
one reason why businesses have been unfairly targeted over many years. However,
just as residential landlords pass on the costs of rates implicitly in the rent, property
owners pass on the cost of rates to businesses and it impacts heavily upon the
economic viability of the business. Just because rates are not explicit, rate increases
are a major concern as indicated by our surveys and feedback from members.

In addition to the overall rise in council spending and rates, we have strong concerns
about the burden of rates falling unfairly on business vis a vis other categories of
ratepayers. The fact that several council activities funded by business rates are
more to the benefit of residential ratepayers is a longstanding concern of business.

it is essential that WCC does not overcharge Wellington businesses if it wants to
attract and retain businesses in the city. Businesses provide employment, pay
wages, produce goods and services, and determine the depth of the rating base. If
businesses are ill-treated by council rating they are liable to relocate, close down or
contract.

The Chamber's view is that rates should reflect the benefits received and should not
be unfairly applied to businesses as a revenue raising mechanism. The Chamber
believes councils should substantiate the benefits to businesses before applying
differential and targeted rates and be transparent in doing so.

Rate Categories
WCC collects general and targeted rates.

Targeted rates fund activities where specific groups of rate-payer beneficiaries can
be identified. The largest are sewerage, water and stormwater rates (the three
waters).

As well as this, there is a commercial sector targeted rate paid by businesses
across the city which funds events attraction and support; and a downtown levy
which is applied to CBD businesses only and funds tourism promotion, galleries and
museums.

For the general rate a differential is applied to property used by ‘commercial,
industrial and business’ (Business) ratepayers so that businesses pay several times
more than ‘base’ (Residential) ratepayers per dollar of rateable property.

Other significant areas of non-rates revenue are development contributions, which
are paid on property developments, and revenue from fees and charges etc.

The table below summarises how WCC splits its rates revenue amongst the main

rating categories and shows the numbers of rate-payers and the number of
businesses the burden is spread over.
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Table 1 — Business vs Residential Rates in Wellington City

No. of 200910 2010/11 Increase

rating No. of Rate-take Rate-take | on

units? businesses? | ($000) ($000) 2009/10
Residential - General 66,700 - 56,317 63,078 12.0%
Residential - Other
Targeted 66,700 55,938 56,192 0.5%
Total Residential 66,700 - 112,255 119,270 6.2%
Business - General 4,980 25,284 60,444 59,635 -1.3%
Business —
Commercial Targeted 4,980 25,284 2,957 3,161 6.9%
Business - Other
Targeted (3 waters) 4,980 25,284 28,231 28,301 0.2%
CBD Business —
Downtown Levy 2,990 8,345 10,103 10,857 7.5%
Total Business 4,980 25,284 101,736 101,954 0.2%

1. 2009110
2. Number of businesses in Wellington and the CBD as collected by Stalistics New Zealand's Business Statistics
2009

Business ratepayers will pay 46% of the total rate-take in the coming year down
slightly from last year. This excludes development contributions and other revenue
(fees and charges etc). It is not clear from the plan what proportion of the latter is
paid by businesses but it is likely to be the greater part. This is something that should
be made transparent in the Plan.

Business Differential

As mentioned, WCC's rating differential on property used by commercial ratepayers
is applied so that businesses pay several times more rates than residential
ratepayers per dollar of rateable property. We are pleased that the council
recognises the negative impact it has on the business sector and thus the city, and is
sticking to its commitment to phase down this differential.

For 2010/11 the differential is being phased down from 3.45 to 3.1. While it is still too
high - businesses will pay 3.1 times as much as residences per dollar of rateable
property irrespective of the benefits they receive - this reduction is appreciated.

The phase-down of the differential is about reducing a major cross-subsidy that
business ratepayers have been paying residential ratepayers over many years. As
the cross-subsidy is reduced, businesses’ rates become more in keeping with the
benefits they receive and their ability to pay.

Auckland and Christchurch both charge a differential but they are much lower than
Wellington’s (1.96 and 1.66 respectively). Both councils have also been phasing
them down to ensure that their businesses remain competitive. The differential
phase-down is an important factor in attracting businesses to cities. It is imperative
that Wellington continues this process so it does not lose out to these and other
competing cities.

It is important to note that just as businesses have been overcharged, because of the

differential, WCC residential ratepayers have not been paying the fulf cost of the
services they consume. It explains why WCC residential rates are significantly lower
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than other councils around the country. It might also explain why Wellington
ratepayers are relatively apathetic when it comes to scrutinising council activities.

Itis understandable that residential ratepayers are voicing concerns about the
increase in their rates resulting from the rebalancing but, rather than criticise the
decision to phase out the differential, they need to question the cost of the services
provided by the council. After all, the phase-down is simply ensuring residentiat
ratepayers pay more of their share of what the council is spending on them.

Commercial Sector Targeted Rate ~ Events Atiraction and Support

The Commercial Sector Targeted Rate, $3.2 million in 2010/11, is paid solely by
business (city-wide ~ not just the CBD) and is fully dedicated to funding events
attraction and support under council activity 3.1.5. It does not go towards anything
else and the events activity receives no other rate funding.

This rate has increased significantly in recent years as the council’s expenditure and
focus on events has increased.

We support the council’s events attraction activities but we do not accept they should
be fully funded by business.

Some businesses (eg those in the hospitality, accommodation and retail sectors) are
beneficiaries but residents also take a sense of pride and enjoyment from these
events. This is acknowledged on page 60 of the draft plan which says events will
contribute to a higher quality of life for alf Wellingtonians. Yet businesses are
required to pay 100% of this expenditure,

The council has a very good record with events attractions to-date and can take
credit for the excellent events that have enhanced the reputation of the city.
However, it needs to be emphasised that there are significant risks attached to this
activity (e.g. Auckland’s experience with David Beckham) and so it is an area that
deserves much scrutiny.

As discussed eatrlier, a significant amount of expenditure on Rugby World Cup 2011
features under activity 3.1 eg the Wharewaka village and the Weta Workshop
sculpture. We fully support the council’s important role in RWC2011 (including these
initiatives) but we do not accept that the business sector should pay for this alone as
implied by this section of the plan.

The Downtown Levy — Tourism Promotion etc

The Downtown Levy is paid solely by the city’s 9,300 CBD businesses and is used to
pay for tourism promotion, facilitation of suburban and city-centres vitality. It also
pays for 70% of the visitor attractions activity and 25% of the provision of galleries
and museums activity. $10.9 million is to be collected in 2010/11, up 7.5% on the
year before. The increase is mostly allocated to tourism promotion and galleries and
museums.

Again we support this expenditure but we do not think that CBD business should be
paying for it alone. Why for example is suburban vitality funded by the Downtown
levy? Positively Wellington Tourism has played a crucial role in increasing visitor
numbers to the city. However, we do not agree that CBD businesses should be
solely responsible for funding 100% of this activity.
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Hospitality, retail and accommodation businesses in the downtown area (around 13%
of CBD employment) directly benefit from the increased expenditure the levy
generates. However, most CBD businesses do not reap the same benefit.

Revenue gained from the commercial sector targeted rate and the downtown levy are
much smaller than that gained from the commercial general rate but unless there is
solid justification we would not be happy if declines in the latter were offset by steady
increases in the two smaller rates.

Development Contributions

In 2010/11, council proposes to collect $7.1 million (excluding GST} in development
contributions to fund capital expenditure. This is up 56% on 2009/10 and follows a
92% increase in the previous year.

Development contributions are paid by property developers where a development
requires the construction of increased capacity in network infrastructure. They are
ultimately passed on to business and residential tenants.

We acknowledge the rational for the council collecting development contributions is
sound although we have some problems with the Council’s policy that seems to aim
to collect more than is economically justified. It is essential that the Development
Contributions Policy does not discriminate against building developments or act as a
disincentive against building in Wellington vis a vis other cities.

Fees and Charges

The Chamber supports user charges where it is possible to identify who benefits from
a service. The amount collected from the user vis a vis the rates contribution should
reflect the costs and benefits of the service. We do not support fees and charges
that are simply another revenue raising mechanism for the council.

In the Draft Plan, fees and charges are forecast to increase in a number of areas
Some of the increases represent a further shift towards user pays (where rates
revenue decreases relative to user-charges revenue); and some increases
accompany a parallel increase in rates to fund greater expenditure in that activity.

However, we note many of the increases listed are well in excess of the inflation rate
and often there is neither a corresponding rates reduction nor an increase in service.

While we generally support a shift towards user pays for the types of services to
which the fees are applied, insufficient information as fo where the beneiits lie is
provided to justify the extent of the increase.

DEBT

In general, we encourage councils to use debt to fund projects so the cost is spread
across future generations of ratepayers who will benefit from them and so that the
rating burden is reduced for today’s ratepayers.

WCC is proposing to increase its debt level again this year buit it is still comparable

with the national average (where the equity to assets ratio is around 7%). WCC’s
debt is comfortably below the limits it has set itself in its Liability Management Policy
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and we believe there is still scope for WCC to increase its debt above its existing
level, '

ASSET OWNERSHIP

WCC is to receive $5.25 million in dividends in 2010/11 from a substantial set of
investments in these CCOs and elsewhere — mostly from the council’s 34% stake in
Wellington International Airport Ltd. These dividends are used to reduce the rates
burden. However, we note that such investments are not risk free and while they may
have been a good revenue source in the recent environment, ongoing profitability is
not guaranteed.

As a general principle we believe councils should focus on their core business assets
and steer away from ownership of assets such as airports. Assets should not be held
for their income earning potential alone.

The Chamber requests future engagement with the council regarding its current
asset portfolio. We believe that there could be a case for the council to look at
divesting some of its current assets and investments, for example its stake in
Wellington International Airport Ltd, and reinvesting the proceeds in improved
infrastructure.
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Message Page 1 of 1

Nicola Old

From: Jeremy Harding [jeremyh @wellingtonchamber.co.nz]

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 5:41 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: Submission - WCC Draft Annual Plan 2010 - Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce

Attachments: Submission - WCC Draft Annual Plan 2010.doc

Please find enclosed the submission from the Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce on Wellington City
Council's Draft Annual Plan 2010/11.

Please note we have arranged for a companion submission in the 2010 Climate Change Action Plan to be
with you by Wednesday 12 May.

We would like to be heard on this submission.

Thanks

Jeremy Harding

Manager, Policy and International

Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce
PO Box 1590, Wellington 6140

Level 28, The Majestic Centre,

100 Willis Street, Wellington 6011

Phone: 04 914 6513

Fax: 04914 6524

www . wellingtonchamber.co.nz
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Business Vitality

SUBMISSION TC
WELLINGTON CITY COUNCIL
DRAFT 2010 CLIMATE CHANGE ACTION PLAN
FROM THE
WELLINGTON REGIONAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
MAY 2010

Introduction

The Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce has membership of 1,000
businesses in Wellington city and represents a regional hub of Chambers of
Commerce with a further 4,500 businesses as members. While most of our members
are in the Small to Medium Enterprise category we also have as members 15 of the
largest 20 companies in New Zealand. The Chamber promotes policies that reflect
the interests of the region’s business community and the development of the
Wellington economy.

In the Greater Wellington region, the Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce is
at the forefront of business development and advocacy locally and regionally. In
fulfilling this role, the Wellington Regional Chamber of Commerce works closely with
other chambers in the region, with the EMA (Central), Business New Zealand and
with council-controlled Economic Development Agencies such as Grow Wellington.

The Chamber is pleased to have the opportunity to make this submission on
Wellington City Council’s Draft 2010 Climate Change Action Plan (the Draft Action
Plan).

General Comment

We are strongly supportive of sound international measures to address the risk of
climate change by reducing global greenhouse gas emissions. New

Zealand must do its bit on this critical issue but we believe policy to achieve this
should be at the central government level not the local government level.

In other words, we do not believe that the council has the leadership role in mitigating
climate change it thinks it does as set out in the Draft Action Plan.

We accept the council has a role in helping the city prepare for the potential impacts
of climate change (adaptation). This means gradually over time increasing the city’s
resilience to stronger winds and storms etc by investing in infrastructure in the areas
it has responsibility for. Planning for such changes is only prudent.
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While we agree that all things being equal Wellingtonians reducing carbon emissions
is a good thing, we do not accept the council has a role in encouraging its citizens to
reduce emissions and we question the expenditure the council is putting in this area.

We do not support the carbon neutral city vision adopted in 2007. We were
disappointed that the council did not do a cost/benefit analysis before announcing the
vision. While we recognise the natural advantages Wellington has towards reducing
emissions (wind, trees, compact geography) and the benefits of doing so, the costs
also need to be taken account of.

Furthermore, we were also opposed to the Mayor’s visit to the Copenhagen Climate
Change Conference last year.

How on earth does Wellington think it can do anything to save the polar bears?

While it is clear we have a fundamental difference with the council's general
approach to climate change, we have to say that the Draft Action Plan is largely a
well-balanced document. For example, most of the high level objectives (listed on
page 12) and many of the initiatives being undertaken by council are desirable.
(Often they are positive in their own right and the additional environmental benefits
are a bonus eg renewable energy generation in the city, a sound public transport
system, warm efficient homes and abundant trees etc).

On the other hand there are many initiatives we do not support. Qur main concern is
that this is the thin end of the wedge and that the carbon neutral goal, the ambitious
targets the council has set, and the leadership role the council sees itself having will
lead to a greater cost on ratepayers and a distraction from council’s core business.

Many initiatives which are within existing budgets involve council lobbying various
parties — government and private sector. We don’t, for example, think it is council’s
role to urge airlines to adopt more efficient flight plans.

Many programmes are duplicating what is happening at central or regional

government level meaning money is wasted and environmental benefits are
sacrificed.

New Spending

Each of the new spending initiatives listed in the Draft Action Plan are discussed
here.

1. Preparing for the impacts of climate change

As stated above, we support prudent actions to prepare the city for the potential
impacts of climate change. The proposal to assess Wellington’s vulnerability to
climate change is therefore supported.

2. Electric Vehicle Pilot

We look forward to the widespread commercial usage of electric vehicles in
Wellington but we are not convinced that it is the council’s role to pilot such a

scheme. Also, we are not sure what ‘featuring electric vehicles in separate
company’s fleets’ means.
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3. Council Energy Efficiency Initiatives

We fully support efforts by WCC to reduce energy consumption in its own operations.
This will have financial benefits for rate-payers as well as environmental benefits.

It is not clear why it is necessary to spend money to save money on reduced
emissions but we are pleased to note the initiatives are expected to pay for
themselves over time.

4. Business Energy Saver Programme

Businesses have a financial (as well environmental) incentive to reduce their energy
consumption. We tend to be cynical about many public programmes which aim to
assist because of their cost.

Where there is a case for publicly funded schemes (eg increasing awareness of ways
to reduce energy consumption), we think these should be left at the central
government level (i.e. the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Authority.) We do not
see them as a local government role.

5. Home Energy Saver Programme

Again, we do not see it as local government role to get involved here. There are
programmes at the central government level which should suffice.

Reductions Targets

The interim target of 3% by June 2013 is quite ambitious especially if itis 3% below
2001 levels. Will the council be accountable if this and the other targets are not

achieved or are they are aspirational only?

We are surprised that emissions measurements have not yet been undertaken to
establish whether these targets are on track.
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INTRODUCTION

Wellington Aquatic Sports User Group (WASUG) represents a variety of the major
community group stakeholders who utilise the facilities of the Wellington Regional Aquatic
Centre (WRAC). '

This recently formed body has the objectives of:

1. Working with WRAC management to ensure a more efficient use of WRAC resources;

2. Ensuring that Wellington City has the necessary facilities to meet the needs of its
Aguatic Users;

3. Promoting water sports in the Wellington region.

The Long Term Council Community Plan represents a rare and significant opportunity for the
Council to invest in infrastructure which would meet not only the current needs of the
community, but their future needs as well

This submission recommends that the Council fund a new ‘deep water’ facility for the city
based at WRAC. We base this recommendation on three reasons. First, there is an urgent
need for such a facility within the community. Second, funding the facility is one of the
readily identifiable measures that the Council can take to fulfil the third of its priorities
identified in Report 3 (1215/52/IM) of the Community Facilities Policy and Implementation
Plans (the Report), to “meet demand and growth in aquatic sports”. Third, it is consistent
with the second priority identified by the Council to “provide aguatic education”.

SUBMISSION

1. An Urgent Need

The need for a new pool is urgent because demand currently far exceeds supply. This
section considers three sources of that demand: the growth in aquatic sports, the need for
young swimmers to be able to put their recently learnt skills into practice and the ability for
local teams to train to remain nationally competitive.

| Growth
There has been a recent growth in aquatic sports and events such as the Ocean Swimming
Series, which are attracting large numbers of adults back to swimming. Aquatic sport is

becoming an increasingly important part of adult fitness. This is identified in section 17.4 of
the Report. ‘

90



An example of the problems caused by the pressure this growth has put on pool space is
provided by Synchronised Swimming, from when they organised their National
Championships in 2009, They had to work around two other user groups for access to the
dive pool {Diving and Water Polo}. Synchronised Swimming Wellington stated “Both groups
were very gracious and helpful, in the case of Diving in allowing us to start our opening
ceremony hard up against the back end of their diving session, which was significantly less
than ideal from their point of view, and an accommodation we greatly appreciated.”

A second example is the fact that Wellington Canoe Polo’s senior teams must practice in the
Wellington harbor as currently there is insufficient pool space available to accommodate
them.

H Young Swimmers Putting Skills into Practice

There is a demand from young swimmers who have recently learnt to swim. Once they
have acquired these skills, they need somewhere to practice them. Aquatic sports are ideal
for this. The lack of space for this was identified in the Report at 17.4:

New Zealand Swimming is made up of 16 regions. Wellington has the largest
membership base of any region in the country at over 2300. Wellington swimming
clubs continually request additional lane space...but none exists to give.

in Competition

Wellington is becoming increasingly less competitive in national aquatic sport competitions,
while areas such as Auckland, the Waikato and Tauranga which have invested in pool
facilities are reaping benefits. A simple demonstration of this point is that Wellington
schools filled all the ast 5 places of 15 in the recent secondary school water polo champs.
Having a second pool would not only allow our competitors to improve their ratings, it
would allow us to hold more and better national and international competitions. For
example, the diving facility at WRAC is the best in New Zealand and Wellington is the
strongest centre national wide. The sport has run very successful international events
including a World Cup. More recently Wellington has hosted the Asia Pacific Rim Junior
Diving Invitational. This event will be run every two years and will see young athletes from
all over the Asia Pacific basin attend in 2011. Not only would a new pool allow diving to
have more dedicated pool time, but it would allow other sports to emulate diving in holding
high level competition.
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2.  The Absent Third Priority

The third priority identified by the Council is to “provide facilities to meet the demand and
growth in aguatic sports” (see the Report, 9.3). This section argues that none of the current
proposals meet this priority and that it is part of the Council’s social responsibility to do so

| Unresponsive to the third priority

None of the current proposals respond to the Council’s third priority. The current proposals
can be found in Appendix P to the Report. They are all focused on the second priority,
aguatic education. It must be emphasised that the new pool would contribute to education,
as it would free up pool space for learn to swim programmes (this argument is elaborated in
section 3 of this submission).

1 Part of the Council’s social responsiblity

Providing space for aquatic sports is part of the council’s social responsibility. it is the
Council’s role to provide facilities which not only respond to its citizens’ needs, but which
meet wants that cannot be privately funded. This is acknowledged in the Council’s Social
and Recreation Strategy part VI of the Long Term Plan: “A city is only as strong as its people.
Wellington is built on strong communities......as the City’s biggest provider of recreation
facilities we aim to promote healthy lifestyles and build strong communities.”

This submission is not a demand that the community fund a hobby enjoyed by the few:
Swim Wellington has 3200 members, Wellington Underwater Hockey has another 500. All
Aquatic Sports have become significantly constrained in their growth as current demand for
aquatic space is far outstripping that which is available. Participation in all aguatic sports
would grow if a second pool was available.

H || Civic Character

Providing a facility for international events is part of how Wellington presents itself to the
rest of New Zealand and the world. While the efforts of the Council to take advantage of
opportunities to showcase the city provided by the Rughy World Cup should be applauded
(see “A message from the Mayor Kerry Prendergast” in the Draft Annual Plan), opportunities
in other sports, including aquatic sports, should not be overlooked. This is particularly true
of pools, which are a long term asset which can showcase the city for many years to come.

At the moment, opportunities to hold international competitions are being forgone because
the facilities are not available. For example, Wellington is unable to hold international
swimming competitions because FINA (Fédération Internationale de Natation, the
international governing body for swimming) has set rules which provide that pools for
competitions must be 1.3 m in depth. The current pool at WRACis 1.2 m.
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v Separate Spaces for Sport and Education

Separate spaces should be available for sport and education. This is an extension of an
argument made in the Report, at section 15.1:

“In a public swimming pool context the ability to be all things to all people all of the
time in all locations cannot be sustained, especially at peak times of use. Establishing
a programme priority policy could assist the Council to better manage the increasing
demand and expectations of swimming pool user groups in the short-term.”

However a sessionalised approach is not enough. Aquatic space is already heavily utilised by
the various different user groups. As noted above, the Senior teams for Wellington Canoe
Polo practice in the Harbour as there is insufficient capacity to cater for them. A new facility
for aquatic users would help avoid the disruption that currently occurs every time a club
begins and ends using a pool, creating more time for education and lane swimming.

Furthermore ‘exclusion dates’ for sporting events result in all sports being excluded from
time to time from Wellington’s only ‘deep water’ facility to their detriment. For example
Wellington High Performance Aquatics and the Wellington Diving Club will be affected by
over 40 closures in 2010. There are no other facilities in the Wellington area up to a
standard for competitive divers to train. WHPA caters to high performance athletes training
to excel in diving internationally and to have so many closures without any water space
available anywhere else is a constant frustration for coaches and athletes. The athletes need
to train in water 6 days a week.

3. The Second Priority

The building of a new swimming pool would indirectly help the Council achieve its second
priority, to “improve opportunities for aguatic education and learn to swim” (see the
Report, section 9.3}. [t would ease pressure on other pools during peak times, both in
winter and summer because it is an indoor facility. Pressure on pool facilities was identified
in the report as a key factor undermining opportunities for agquatic education, especially
between 3.30 and 6.30pm, (see section 16.1).

The Report acknowledged that the new pool would ameliorate the burden on pool space in
peak times, in Appendix P: “It should be noted that this project will only increase learn to
swim opportunities with the inclusion of the hydrotherapy pool. The high demand on pool
space by aquatic sports will ensure that this pool has a high occupancy between 6am and
8am, and between 3.30pm and 10pm.”
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RECOMMENDATION
WASUG recommends that Wellington City Council can best meet its policy objectives by:

1. Upgrading its capital works program by allocating $10m to installing a 35m x 25m x
2.1m deep water pool at the Wellington Regional Aquatic Centre and programming
this pool development to commence in the next financial year

2. Giving further consideration to the development and funding of Long Term Strategy
programmes with third parties

The building of this facility would provide 14 additional 25m lanes for swimming, a
competition space for cance polo and a further international sized Underwater Hockey
Court. In addition it would provide international sized areas of play for men’s and women’s
water polo, which would enable the transfer of water polo out of the existing dive pool,
improving overall accessibility and pool time for synchronised swimming and dive training
and competition.

Furthermore WASUG would like it to be noted by the Council that the proposed pool would
provide a continuous revenue stream through:

a. Userfees, including from the clubs proposing this submission;

b. Extrafees at national and international events, like gate fees

WASUG notes that Wellington City Council currently possesses plans which can be readily
utilised if a reallocation of funding were to occur. {These Plans are appended to this
proposal in Appendix A).
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Executed

SIGNED for and on behalf of

WELLINGTON UNDERWATER HOCKEY ASSOCIATION

SIGNED for and on behaif of
PHOENIX UNDERWATER HOCKEY CLUB

SIGNED for and on behalf of
Going Postal Underwater Hockey Club

SIGNED for and on behalf of
WELLINGTON DIVING CLUB

SIGNED for and on behalf of
MARANUI WATER POLO CLUB
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SIGNED for and on behalf of
CROX UNDERWATER HOCKEY CLUB

SIGNED for and on behalf of
WELLINGTON SYNCHRONISED SWiMMING CLUB

SIGNED for and on behalf of
HARBOUR CITY WATERPOLO CLUB

SIGNED for and on behalf of
WELLINGTON HIGH PERFORMANCE AQUATICS

SIGNED for and on behalf of
WELLINGTON CANOE POLO CLUB
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)
SUBMISSION TO WELLINGTON CITY COUNCIL Swimmin
REGARDING AQUATIC UPGRADE PROPOSAL WELLINGTON

2010 DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN

MONDAY 10 MAY 2010

Swinumning is New Zealanders’ thivd most popufar recreational activity
with 34.8 percent (1,138,812} New Fezlanders choosing swhniming as
thery preferred sckivity.

(Source: SPARC 2007/ 08 Active New Zealand Survey).

Background

Swimming as a sport in New Zealand is governed by Swimming New Zealand — with that organisations’
purpose to develop, promote, govern and lead swimming in New Zealand.

Swimming Wellington (SW) acts as the local controlling society on behalf of Swimming New Zealand in
the Wellington region. Among our objectives are:

e To encourage swimming, water safety, water education, water recreation and swimming
competition.

e To provide good governance for the sport of swimming.

» To ensure compliance by Swimming Wellington with SNZ and FINA's rules at all levels of swimming
administration and competition.

» To regulate and promote all aspects of competitive swimming and to provide a uniform set of rules
for the conduct of all swimming competitions.

» To provide assistance to Clubs with the administration and financial management of the sport of
swimming.

Representatives of SW attended the recent Wellington City Council (WCC) Sport & Recreation Forum
and listened with interest to the Aquatic Facilities Update, the substance of which is summarised below:

+ The construction of a new teaching pool at the Karori Pool (2010/11 year)

« The construction of a dedicated hydrotherapy pool at Wellington Regional Aquatic Centre (WRAC)
(2010/11 year)

« Construction new teaching pool and leisure space at Keith Spry Pool (2010 to 2013)

« Construction of a retractable roof Thorndon Pool (2013/14)

Swimming Wellington, Pelorus Trust House, Hutt Park Road, Seaview
P O Box 38 245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDI: 04 5600381 F: 04 5600400 M: 0275021854
E: Operations@swimwn.co.nz W: www.swimwn,co.n2
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Changes to public availability of existing facilities at Karori, Keith Spry, Tawa, WRAC
and Freyberg pools. Pressure on lane space is a critical issue for swimming (and ali aquatic
sports) in the Wellington region. SW is appreciative of any measure that will permit greater access
for swimmers (and other aquatic sports) to lane space.

However, SW would like to register our concern at a policy that we understand has been
implemented at WCC poals that requires clubs to maintain a minimum of & swimmers per lane, or
they are required to concede lanes to public swimmers.

While in general, this policy is reasonable, for our most senior swimmers (i.e. those competing at
national open level competitions) six swimmers per lane actually constitutes a highly-congested
training situation.

The reality is that Wellington competes with other regions to retain our senior swimmers, In
particular, the Millennium Institute on Auckland’s North Shore, offers top swimmers a dedicated
facility with very small numbers of swimmers per lane.

At present, there are New Zealand team members preparing for the New Delhi Commonwealth
Games in what we consider to be highly congested lanes. SW is concerned that we will continue to
lose our best swimming talent to Auckland unless we are able to offer comparable training
conditions.

SW urges WCC to amend their “minimum of 6 swimmers per fane” policy to “a minimum of 6
swimmers per lane for junior and age group swimming squads, and a minimum of 3 swimmers per
lane for national open level squads”.

Increases in fees and charges (average of 5%). SW appreciates that WCC must balance its
budget and that, in general, a partial user pays system is a fairest approach. However, SW is
concerned that this increase will have its greatest impact amongst the heaviest user groups, of
which competitive swimmers are a large proportion.

We are conscious that fee increases of this scale are fairly regular occurrences. Continual increases
of this nature have placed increasing pressure on many swimming families. It is an unfortunate
reality that the high cost of swimming (i.e. equipment, coaching fees, lane hire, meet entries, etc)
is beyond the level that can be reasonably sustained by many lower income households.

As a result, it is a constant battle of swimming organisations to ensure that swimming remains a
sport that is accessible to all Wellingtonians, not simple those will higher disposable incomes.

While 5% may appear to be a small increase, it must be recognised that pool entry is only a small
part of the cost of swimming that must be borne by the swimming community.

Simultaneous increases in lane hire charges, facility hire costs, etc, are all charges that cannot be
sustained by swimming organisations and must, inevitably, be passed on to the swimming families
in the form of increases to meet entries, coaching fees, etc.

SW urges WCC to review these cost increases on this basis.

Swimming Wellington, Pelorus Trust House, Hutt Park Road, Seaview
P O Box 38 245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDI: 04 5600381 F: 04 5600400 M: 0275021854
E: Operations@swimwn.co.nz W: Www.Swimwn.co.nz
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Renewal Tawa Pool roof (2011/12)
$1.5m residual funding (2013/14)
Extend grants of $250k (in each of 2011/12 and 2012/13) for upgrading school pools

A $60k feasibility study to identify costs and options “to respond to meeting future demands and
needs for aquatic activity”

Changes to public availability of existing facilities at Karori, Keith Spry, Tawa, WRAC and Freyberg
pools

Increases in fees and charges (average of 5%).

Feedback on Aquatic Facility Proposals 2010

We do not propose to enter into extensive discussion on the Wellington City Councils specific
proposals, other than to acknowledge that the WCC has to continually juggle priorities for expenditure
— especially in constrained financial times — and in this environment we are grateful for any expenditure
that will assist SW to achieve our objectives to “encourage swimming, water safety, water education,
water recreation and swimming competition”,

We do offer the following comments on the proposed developments/policies above as follows:

New teaching pool at the Karori Pool. SW support this initiative as it will, in addition to
improving the suitability for the facility to provide learn-to-swim services to the public, also free-up
the Karori facility for swimming training, competition and other aquatic activities.

Dedicated hydrotherapy pool at Wellington Regional Aquatic Centre (WRAC). The
current arrangements at WRAC have meant that we are only permitted limited access to warm-

down facilities during long course (50m) swimming competitions.

While WRAC make the existing hydrotherapy pool available for warm-downs during national meets,
we are not always granted access for local and regional meets, requiring senior swimmers (for
whom warm-downs are important part of their race management process) to travel by car to
Freyberg Pool during mests.

SW is very supportive of this initiative on the assumption that the development of a dedicated
hydrotherapy facility at WRAC will allow SW (and SW clubs) greater access to warm-down facilities
for local and regional long course swimming competitions.

New teaching pool and leisure space at Keith Spry Pool. SW support this initiative on the
assumption that it will increase access to quality swimming education and also provide greater
access for Wellington swimmers to training facilities and also for other aquatic activities.

Construction of a retractable roof for Thorndon Pool. SW considers that this development,
while attractive, should be a lower priority expenditure, as we believe it will have limited benefit to
the Wellington aquatic community.

Renewal Tawa Pool roof. SW understands that this is required expenditure and is supportive of
the proposal.

Swimming Wellington, Pelorus Trust House, Hutt Park Road, Seaview
P O Box 38 245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDi: 04 5600381 F: 04 5600400 M: 0275021854
E: Operations@swimwn.co.nz W: www.swimwn.co.nz
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THE ELEPHANT IN THE ROOM — A LACK OF QUALITY POOL SPACE IN WELLINGTON

SW acknowledge the efforts of WCC to increase the access of Wellingtonians to quality pool space —
ensuring future generations may continue to participate in swimming-related sports, learn to swim and
learn to use water safely, etc.

Lack of availability to quality lane space is a perennial issue for SW clubs. The situation is compounded
by the need for other aquatics sports to also claim their rightful share of access to pool space.

For swimming, like other aquatic sports, ‘quality’ lane space means deep water (i.e. a minimum of 1.35,
to comply with FINA regulations, up to an optimum depth of 2m), wide lanes (2.5m wide).

In reality, WRAC is the only facility in Wellington City that currently offers a high quality environment
for swimming training and competition.

Unfortunately, the main pool at WRAC is also the only facility in the Region that offers the large format,
deep water, facilities required by other aquatics sports (e.g. diving, water polo, underwater hockey,
cance polo, etc).

As a result, the hard working team at WRAC are under constant pressure to allocate lane space an an
equitable basis. And while the team does a fantastic job at this, there is always disappointment.

For swimming this disappointment manifests its self in a number of ways:

» Limited access to pool space for training. Most SW clubs operate waiting lists for new
swimmers to join squads, This means that swimming as a sport will not be able to grow until clubs
have greater access to lane space.

« Limited access to pool space for competition. SW works with WRAC to establish our
competitive swimming calendar. Our understanding is that we are currently operating at the
maximum level of our entitlement. This means we are unable to offer our swimmers additional
opportunities to swim competitively, acquire qualifying teams for regional and national meets,
develop their competitive swimming, etc.

« Limited access to warm~down facilities during long course meets. As mentioned
previously, SW is not always granted access to warm-down facilities during local and regional long
course (50m) meets, This serves as a disincentive to out-of-town swimmers to attend meets
hosted at WRAC and limits the appeal of the venue to Swimming New Zealand when they are
allocating long course meets to regions in their national meets calendar.

The fact of the matter is that, currently, there is simply insufficient quality poof space in Wellington
City for the competing needs of Wellington’s aquatic sports.

It is the view of SW that none of the proposed aquatic facility upgrades in the 2010/11 Annual Plan will
substantively address the issue.

We consider that pressure on availability of aquatic facilities in Wellington will be addressed most
directly by the development of a new deep water facility in the Capital.

Swimming Wellington, Pelorus Trust House, Hutt Park Road, Seaview
P O Box 38 245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDI: 04 5600381 F: 04 5600400 M: 02750213854
E: Operations@swimwn.co.nz W: Www.sWimwn.co.nz
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The construction of a 35m X 25m x 2.1m deep water pool at Kilbirnie would suit the needs of most, if
not all, of the aquatic sports currently competing for pool space in the Wellington City area and
effectively double the facilities that are available for concurrent use by these groups.

This development would enable growth of aquatic sports in the Capital and ensure access to training
and competitive facilities for all aquatic sports.

It would increase the credentials of WRAC as a facility capable of hosting meets on the national
swimming calendar and also increase the appeal of the venue to out-of-town swimmers looking to
compete at club and regional meets held in Wellington.

The development of a second deep water facility at WRAC would also ensure that aquatic sports retain
access to training and competitive facilities at times when major regional and national swimming meets
require dedicated access fo the main pool at WRAC.

Swimming Wellington urges Wellington City Council give urgent consideration to the
development of such a facility at the Wellington Regional Aquatic Centre.

Swimming Wellington, Pelorus Trust House, Hutt Park Road, Seaview
P © Box 38 245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDI: 04 5600381 F: 04 5600400 M: 0275021854

E: Cperations@swimwn.co.nz W: www.swimwn.co.nz
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Page 1 of 1

Nicola Old

From: Henrietta Latham [Operations @ swimwn.co.nz]

Sent: Monday, 10 May 2010 4:01 p.m.

To: BUS: Annual Plan

Subject: Wellingten City Council 2010-11 Draft Proposal Submission

Attachments: Wellington City Council 2010-11 Draft Proposal SW submission.pdf
Good afternoon
On behalf of Swimming Wellington | would like to submit our submission of the Draft Annual Plan.

Swimming Wellington would welcome a face-to-face submission on our proposal. Greg Forsythe and
Mark Berge would both be available to talk to this submission.

Regards

Henrietta Latham | Operations Manager

Swimming Wellington

Pelorus Trust House |P O Box 38245, Wellington Mail Centre 5012
DDIL: 04 5600381 |F: 04 5600400 |M: 0275021854

E: Operations@swimwn.co.nz | W: WWw.SWIimwn.co.nz
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Wellington City Council’s Draft Annual Plan 201

Submission from Frank Cook May 2010

Introduction
This brief submission focuses on one issue oniy- the question of quantifying water usage.

I would have liked to have had time for greater consideration of the draft plan but the number of
items open for submission aver April and May from Wellington City and Greater Wellington has |
believe been excessive. Of course an individual can only be involved in a limited number of issues
but t would have been helpful to have staggered the closing dates for submissions on the Draft
Annual Plan, The Climate Change Action Plan and the Community Services Plan. They all have much
in common, which may have been the rationale for the current closing dates, but if significant
contributions from the employed population are wanted then some staggering is necessary.

Residential Water Usage

The draft annual plan seeks to limit ‘Residential water consumption per person’ to 345 litres for
2010/2011, based on the definition of residential water consumption as bulk water supplied less the
metered commercial consumption divided by resident population.

As | have argued in the past, this is an unhelpful definition of residential water consumption, is non
standard both nationally and internationally. One of the dangers is that should the IWA include New
Zealand figures in the international publications (currently they are seeking NZ water usage figures
to include in their international publications; and for national comparisons it is both helpful and
responsible that cities use the same definitions for such basic terms as residential water usage.

The Dominion Post of 23 February WCC pages carried the following:

The Council must supply some 350* litres of water a day for each person in the city. It's
something like 60 million litres a day — and we constantly monitor our water supply network
to make sure if's up to the job.

*This figure is based on total water supplied, less the metered commercial use, divided by resident population. Because this
figure can be affected by changes in resident end Councif activities, it is used when measuring water usage trends as part of

managing water demand.

The “for each person’ is read by many to take it that that it is actual average residential/domestic
usage when the Capacity figure is 230 litres per person per day and the true value arguably
somewhat less than that. The shift from ‘per’ in the annual plan to for’ in the Dominion Post is
unfortunate. In fact in 1997-8 Wellington City Council delivered a leaflet ‘Voluntary Water Meters’ to
residents advising them that ‘average water use for single households may be taken as 230 to 250
litres per person per day’ and since that time there has been a significant trend down in overall
usage per person.
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And the 60 million litres per day is simply based on the 350 litres figure while the actual amount the
supply network has to carry to be ‘up to the job’ is around 80 million litres per day. Totally
unnecessary contortions all because of the bizarre definition adopted.

The tragedy of this approach by Wellington City is that it tacitly assumes metered commercial usage
to be not used wastefully as it is paid for volumetrically. My experience with contractors suggests
this approach is seriously flawed and that any conservation program has to include, probably as the
first port of call, advice to businesses and contractors on the prudent use of reticulated water.

| also note the aim for no more than 19.5% of water in the network being unaccounted for and
contrast this with Capacity’s reported claim of 17% unaccounted for water. And | am waiting for a
response from Wellington City to substantiate Cr Foster’s claim that actual leakage from the pipes is
known and, he recollects, is 10%.

I also understand the draft water conservation plan has had a limited circulation and ask that it be
distributed to the wider public for input before its adoption.

Frank Cook

15 Hargreaves St
Mt Cook
Wellington 6021
10 May 2010
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Introduction
The Council is to be congratulated for placing the issue of climate change - the most challenging issue which
humanity has ever faced - directly hefore the community it serves and represents.

Much time has been wasted, as the caming problems were well understood and predicted in the 1970s, and
the time to engage in debate with the climate change deniers is aver. James Hansen’s (Storms of My
Grandchildren) recent paper ‘Current GISS Global Surface Temperature Analysis’ Mar 2010, in which he
reassesses global temperature rise following the so-called climategate and concludes there is no reduction in
the global warming trend that began in the 1970s.

In similar vein Australian scientist 1an Lowe in his paper Limits to Growth Revisited makes the point that ‘most
politicians would not dream of guestioning the expertise of an oncologist on the basis of something they heard
in the pub, yet they seem quite prepared to place unsubstantiated tosh on equal terms with the measured
warnings of thousands of climate scientists.’

Action is urgently required.

Underlying Problems

The underlying problems and their consequences are well understood and include: climate change, peak oil,
human papulation, biodiversity loss, deforestation, sea level rise, mass extinction, global temperature rise, sea
water acidification, depletion of natural resources, possible tipping points.

It is well accepted that there is only limited time for action before catastrophic change is inevitable — accepted
by the sctentific community but not fully appreciated or accepted within the community at large. Those with a
vested interest in maintaining the status quo provide the most vehement opposition to any changes impacting
negatively on their personal interests,

The unsustainable Western economic model, one which requires growth at all costs and where growth
involves depletion of natural resources and environmental degradation, has been a significant contributor to
these problems. It has failed to appreciate that the economy is a subsidiary of the environment, not the other
way round.

Council Role
In her accompanying message to the draft Climate Change Action Plan Mayor Prendergast writes:

'we can’t wait for national governments to take action and they can’t solve the probiem on their own
— cities must act. Cities need to demonstrate strong feadership, based on cooperation between
Councils, business and the community.’

Heeding that message is critical if we are to have a future on this planet.
Reasons why we cannot wait for national governments to take action include:

1. The necessary steps are unpalatabie electorally and so are unlikely to be taken,
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2. Governments are too susceptible to the intense pressure applied by business and multinational
interest groups, and

3. Some of the steps required can only succeed through coaperation between communities and their
councils.

Some of these reasons also make it difficult for councils to act appropriately. Hence the relationship between
councils and the communities they represent and serve is of critical importance if progress is to be made.

The Mayor spoke of the leadership required by Council. An important aspect of that is honesty and frankness
about the serious of the current situation and it is in this area | believe the Council needs to rethink its
approach.

Business as Usual Model

Current commentators and scientists such as James Hansen, Richard Heinberg, and so many other experts
make it clear that the business as usual model is not part of a viable future; that the situation is criticai; that
there is no magic fix.

While a mix of the various the renewable energy scenarios (including electric cars and energy efficiency) will be
part of the future no combination is able to maintain the business as usual scenario. An energy descent plan
must be part of any successful action plan.

Along with this is the need to mave away from growth or even ‘sustainable’ growth —an oxymaron to many —
and adopt sustainable development as the future path. Off shore drilling, mining and such practices are all
energy intensive and simply aim to extend the business as usual model. The state of the environment just does
not allow that as an option. One also has to note that the Emissions Trading Scheme is simply an economic
instrument and wil inevitably fail as it does not address the underlying problems.

lan Lowe commeniing on the current economic approach writes ‘I have seen serious papers in the economic
literature arguing that it makes sense to hunt whales to extinction or destroy forests on the grounds that the
discounted return is greater than if the resource is managed sustainably.’ That surely underlines a dangerous
disconnection from the physical world; and will also resonate with New Zealanders who have experienced the
long term losses from having their public assets cashed up by neo-liberal governments.

The Climate Change Action Plan must address this issue and the associated issue of population growth. Instead
of simply following Statistics New Zealand's projections Council has to set a limit, preferably aiming for no
further overall growth. This is not to say there will not be demographic changes as within any such closed
system there will inevitably be growth and decay. Itis interesting to note that from the Dominion Post of 10
May 2010 the warning from the Anglican Church of Australia that current rates of population growth are
unsustainable and that remaining silent ‘is little different from supporting further overpopulation and
ecological degradation. Out of care for the whole Creation, particularly the poorest of humanity and the life
forms who cannot speak for themselves, it is not responsible to stand by and remain silent.’

Action Areas and Proposed Initiatives
The five new funding proposals are generally supported and | expect will be refined and amended during
implementation and further development.

Of the action areas aviation needs to be centred on decreased rather than increased growth in traffic.

An additional action area | suggest be considered is to adopt a practice, similar to the fair trade concept, where
all coal produced products and services be labelled as such and in the first instance residents be encouraged to
avoid them. While ceasing using coal is said by James Hansen to be essential if we are to get carbon dioxide
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levels down to 350ppm it is highly unlikely China, India, USA or other countries will do that without consumer
action. Wellington can set the lead and become the world's first 'no to coal’ city.

In a similar vein, and following the Stern Report, Wellington could encourage reduced meat and fish
consumption — the former to reduce methane emissions through reduced demand and the latter to reduce
pressure on severely depleted fish numbers.

! have also appended two pages from Richard Heiberg’s recent publication ‘Searching for a Miracle’ which give
summarise some of the possible engineering-based shifts and needed policy-based initiatives. While
emphasising the need for a new model he does note the possibility of a brighter future for all.

Conclusion
To summarise | recommend:

Tell the public the seriousness of the problem and the urgency needed ta address it
Continue and expand community consultation and input

Drop the business as usual model

Develop a ‘no coal policy’

Encourage reduced meat and fish consumption

Continue with proposed initiatives.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment
Frank Cook MSc, BE{Mech)

15 Hargreaves 5t

Mt Cook

Wellington 6021

10 May 2010

Attached are pages 66 and 67 from Richard Heinberg’s ‘Searching for a Miracle’, September 2009.
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66

SEARCHING FOR A MIRACLE

However, if policy makers manage the energy
downturn intelligently, an acceptable quality of life
could be maintained in both industrialized and
less-industrialized nations at a more equitable level
than today; at the same time, greenhouse gas emis-
sions could be reduced dramatically. This would
require a significant public campaign toward the
establishment of a new broadly accepted conserva-
tion ethic to replace current emphases on never-
ending growth and over-consumption at both
personal and institutional-corporate levels. We will
not attempt here a full list of the needed shifts, but
they might well include the following practical,
engineering-based efforts:

8 Immediate emphasis on and major public invest-
ment in construction of highly efficient rail-
based transit systerns and other public transport
systems (including bicycle and pedestrian path-
ways), along with the redesign of cities to reduce
the need for motorized human transport.’®

8 Research, development, and construction of elec-
tricity grid systems that support distributed,
intermittent, renewable energy inputs.

& Retrofit of building stock for maximum energy
efficiency (energy demand for space heating can
be dramatically reduced through super-insula-
tion of structures and by designing to maximize
solar gain),"®

8 Reduction of the need for energy in water pump-
ing and processing through intensive water con-
servation programs (considerable energy is cur-
rently used in moving water, which is essential to
both agriculture and human health) *®

As well, the following policy-based initiatives
will be needed:

Internalization of the full costs of energy to
reflect its true price. Elimination of perverse
energy subsidies, especially all upstream and pro-
duction-side state support. Encourage govern-
ment “feed-in tariffs” that favor ecologically sus-
tainable renewable energy production.

Application of the ten energy assessment criteria
listed in this document to all energy technologies
that are currently being proposed within the UIN
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climate negotiations, for “technology transfer”
from rich countries to poor.

Re-localization of much economic activity
(especially the production and distribution of
essential bulky items and materials) in order to
lessen the need for tramsport energy'; corre-
spondingly, 2 reversal of the recent emphasis on
inherently wasteful globalized economic systems.

Rapid transition of food systems away from
export oriented industrial production, toward
more local production for local consumption,
thus reducing mechanization, energy inputs,
petro-chemicals and transport
increased backing for permaculture, and organic
food production. And, firm support for tradition-
al local Third World farming communities in
their growing resistance to industrial export

costs. Also,

agriculture.

A major shift toward re-muralization, i.e., creating
incentives for people to move back to the land,
while converting as much urban land as possible
to sustainable food production, including sub-
stantial suburban lands currently used for deco-
rative lawns and gardens.

2 Abandonment of econontic growth as the standard

[IE

for measuring economic progress, and establish-
ment of a more equitable universal standard of
“sufficiency”

Increase of reserve requirements on lending insti-
tutions to restrain rampant industrial growth
until price signals are aligned to reflect full costs.

Restrictions on debt-based finance.

8 Development of indicators of economic health to
replace the current GDP calculus with one that
better reflects the general welfare of human
beings.

3 Re-introduction of the once popular “import sub-
stitution” (from the 1930s) model whereby
nations determine to satisfy basic needs—food,
energy, transport, housing, healchcare, etc.—/ocally
if they possibly can, rather than through global
trade.

& Establishment of international protocols on both
energy assessment {Including standards for assess-
ing EROEI and environmental impacts) and also
technology assessment. The latter should include
full lifecycle energy analysis, along with the prin-



The Case for Conservation

ciples of “polluter pays™ and the “precautionary
principle.”.

Adoption of international depletion protocols for
oil, gas and coal—mandating gradual reduction
of production and consumption of these fizels by
an annual percentage rate equal to the current
annual depletion rate, as outlined in the present
authors previous book, The Qil Depletion
Protocol, 50 as to teduce fuel price volatility.

g Transformation of global trade rules to reward
governments for, rather than restraining them
from, protecting and encouraging the localiza-
tion of economic production and consumption
pa{terns.

@ Aggressive measures for “demand-side manage-
ment” that reduce overall energy needs, particu~
farly for power grids. This would be part of a
society-wide “powering down,” ie., a planned
reduction in overall economic activity involving
energy, transport and material throughputs,
emphasizing conservation over new technology
as the central solution to burgeoning problems.

International support for women’s reproductive
and health rights, as well as education and oppor-
tunity, as important steps toward mitigation of
the population crisis, and its impact on resource
depletions.

B8 The return of control of the bulk of the world’s
remaining natural resources from corporations
and financial institutions in the industrialized
countries to the people of the less industrialized
nations where those resources are located.

The goal of all these efforts must be the real-
ization of a no-growth, steady-state economy, rather
than a growth-based economy. This is becanse ener-
gy and economic activity are closely tied: without
continuous growth in available energy, economies
cannot expand. It is true that improvements in
efficiency, the introduction of new technologies,
and the shifting of emphasis from basic production
to provision of services can enable some economic
growth to occur In specific sectors without an
increase in energy consumpiion. But such trends
have inherent bounds. Over the long run, static or
falling energy supplies must be reflected in eco-
nomic stasis or contraction. However, with proper

113

planning there is no reason why, under such cir-
cumstances, an acceptable quality of life could not
be maintained.’® For the world as a whole, this
might entail the design of a deliberate plan for
global redistribution of energy consumption on a
more equitable basis, with industrial nations reduc-
ing consumption substantially, and less-industrial
nations increasing their consumption somewhat in
order to foster global “sufficiency” for all peoples.
Such a formula might partly make up for centuries
of colonial expropriation of the resources of the
world’s poor countries, a historical factor that had
much to do with the rapid industrial growth of the
wealthy resource-huniing countries during the past
150 years. Addressing this disparity might help pro-
vide the poorer countries a chance for survival, if
not equity.

Heres some good news: A considerable litera-
ture exists on how people in recently affluent nations
can reduce energy consumption while actually
increasing levels of personal satisfaction and com-
munity resilience.' The examples are legion, and
include successful community gardens, rideshare,
job-share, and broad tocal investment and conserva-
tion programs, sitch as Jerry Mander briefly men-
tions in the Foreword, including most notably the
Transition Towns movement that is now sweeping
Europe and beginning in the US, as well.
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Wellington City Council’s Draft Annual Plan - 2010/11

Comment from the Disability Reference Group

The Wellington City Council’s (WCC) Draft Annual Plan - 2010/11 (the Plan), gives the
Disahility Reference Group (DRG) the opportunity to comment on the Plan’s proposed
activities and variations for the second year of the LTCCP.

The DRG are pleased to have the opportunity to respond to the Plan’s proposed activities.

The DRG comments relate specifically to accessibility issues facing people with impairments.

Preamble

The DRG notes with pleasure, a recent statement by the WCC Policy Manager, Councif’s
commitment to meeting targets and goals of the New Zealand Disability Strategy and the
United Nations Convention on Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

The DRG believes that, inherent in the above statement, the WCC needs to include in the
City’s vision of an Affordable, internationally Competitive City, the word Accessible, if
accessibility is a point of focus for all WCC strategies and policies {as noted by the Policy
Manager).

DRG notes, that in the Plan’s outcomes (p 177), the word inclusive is used, but not the word
accessible.

The DRG would like to think that every proposed facility and events should be challenged
with the question, "Is it accessible?

The DRG recognises

* FEconomic constraints in meeting all DRG’s expectations in the short term

» There can be a conflict of priorities

* The WCC have made steady progress in some accessibility issues

e That the DRG can provide cost effective advice on accessibility issues — provided DRG
are consulted on a proactive rather than a reactive basis.

Comment

The DRG has reviewed the strategy and variance areas of the Plan. Our comments are below.
Governance

Related to 1.1

» form and function of WCC’s information has improved as it relates to accessibility

e WCC and DRG could benefit from a review of the DRG’s 2009 paper on presentations
to the DRG

+ DRG notes that WCC performance measures include targets for ease of access

114



* DRG believe a target related to impaired persons perceptions would be valuable.
WCC needs to recognise accessibility as a specific measure rather than a generic measure.
e Similarly, e-democracy issues need a similar targeted performance measure.

Environment

* Astronger statement on accessibility could be included
» Performance measures include an easy to access statement. A target related to
impaired persons perceptions would be valuable.

Economic Development

* Wellington can only be vibrant, prosperous and eventful if accessibility is universal.

* Positively Wellington Tourism information (web based and hard copy) needs to be
accessible.

* The New Zealand Rugby Sevens web site was not accessible in many areas. Despite
comments to the webmaster on accessibility, no response was received. DRG's hope
is that WCC can help ensure the Rugby World Cup site does not have the same
problem.

* The Rugby World Cup Village should be fully accessible, which need proactive and
early consuitation.

Cultural Well-Being

e There is no mention of accessibility in this section, despite previous DRG submissions
noting an ‘exclusive ‘barrier to impaired persons.

Social and Recreation

e In5.1, a performance target related to impaired persons perceptions would be
valuable.

* In 5.2, the performance measures recognise access. A target related to impaired
persans perceptions would be valuable.

* In 5.3, atarget related to impaired persons perceptions would be valuable.

* The proposed new public toilets need to be fully accessible, so it can be used by all,

* Al proposed pool upgrades should consider accessibility features, for example,
design should ensure people with physical disabilities can enter pools at ease.

Urban Development

* In6.1, the age related demographic changes over the next few years could be
mentioned so that there would be a specific recognition of age related issues and
impairment.

* In 6.5, atarget related to impaired persons perceptions would be valuable.

Transport

* In7.1, atarget related to impaired persons perceptions would be valuable.
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In 7.2 shelter design, placement and location need proactive and early

consultation.
Many areas of Wellington have visual clutter (pollution?} and signage is
contradictory, hard to read and confusing,
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Nicola Old

From: Sara Pivac Alexander [Sara.PivacAlexander@vuw.ac.nz]
Sent; Sunday, 9 May 2010 10:58 p.m.
To: BUS: Annual Plan; dyallg@xtra.co.nz
Subject: DRG Submission
Attachments: Wellington City Council.doc
Wellington City

Council.doc (4... : .
eunetldoc To whom it may concern, cc Philippa

I'm presenting a submission on behalf of Disability Reference Group (under
Wellington City Council). Please see attachment.

Kind regards

Sara Pivac Alexander
Disability Reference Group
Co-chair
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