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Make Submission.
Mr Gwynn Compton (64928)Consultee

gwynn.compton@gmail.comEmail Address

60 Manly StreetAddress
Paraparaumu Beach
5032

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Gwynn ComptonSubmission by

17AP-9Submission ID

21/04/17 6:15 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) Yes

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

Yes

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) No

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) No

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) Yes

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

Yes

All of the above topics
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Please comment:

The average 5.9% rates rise for the district is excessive and needs to be cut back urgently, and certainly
doesn't tell the full story either. For instance, we are facing a 6.9% increase in our rates, and many
others will no doubt be experiencing much higher increases. For a district with a high percentage of
people on fixed incomes - especially New Zealand Superannuation, this increase is utterly unacceptable
and unaffordable for the people of your district. Mayor Guru may happily accuse other councils in the
region of "eating their own future" with lower rate rises, but he completely ignores the fact that excessive
rate rises will eat Kapiti's future by driving away the very retirement industry and workers it relies on,
as they'll eventually no longer be able to absorb rate costs, which are already some of the highest in
the country.

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

Please comment:

While I support the meagre service-level reductions proposed, the Council needs to work harder and
conduct a line-by-line review of Council expenditure to reduce costs, repay borrowing, and defer
non-essential projects until the Council is in a more financially secure position.

Please comment:

The average rates increase is excessive, and given that our district already "enjoys" some of the
highest rates within the Wellington region, the Council needs to conduct a proper line-by-line review
of its expenditure and assets and realise value for ratepayers so that they can pay down debt, minimise
rate rises, and work to regain the trust of the community again after several terms of Council
mismanagement and incompetence. Non-essential work and projects need to be delayed until the
Council has its spending and books back under control.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:
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Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

No

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 No

Proposed regional action 2 No

Proposed regional action 3 No

Proposed regional action 4 No

Proposed regional action 5 No

Proposed regional action 6 No

Proposed regional action 7 Yes

Proposed regional action 8 Yes

Proposed regional action 9 No

Proposed regional action 10 No

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council
proposed local actions?

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:

The endless tinkering with our waste systems in Kapiti has already resulted in a system that residents
don't understand, and struggle to comply with. The Council should focus on fixing the current flawed
waste systems rather than embarking on reinventing the wheel. Likewise, rather than conducting their
own research, they should look to successful overseas examples of waste minimisation.

Submission Status

Are:
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Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Mrs Solveig Elisabeth Mikkelsen (72804)Consultee

liz.ocean@vodafone.co.nzEmail Address

5 Kowhai StreetAddress
Otaki Beach
Otaki
5512

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mrs Solveig Elisabeth MikkelsenSubmission by

17AP-11Submission ID

24/04/17 8:03 AMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) Yes

National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

Yes

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page 15) No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) Yes

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) No

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01% (page
16)

Yes

All of the above topics
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Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

Please comment:

Do not cut necessary services. Improve resilience.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primarywaste reduction target? Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 Yes

Proposed regional action 2 Yes
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Proposed regional action 3 Yes

Proposed regional action 4 Yes

Proposed regional action 5 Yes

Proposed regional action 6 Yes

Proposed regional action 7 Yes

Proposed regional action 8 Yes

Proposed regional action 9 Yes

Proposed regional action 10 Yes

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Yes

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:

Option 4 one collection system, not 4.

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Mr Gerald Dowthwaite 
17AP-12
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Make Submission.
Mr Graham Coe (61783)Consultee

grahcoe@gmail.comEmail Address

14 Ames StAddress
Paekakariki
Kapiti
5034

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Graham CoeSubmission by

17AP-13Submission ID

24/04/17 10:54 AMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14)

National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14)

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14)

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page 15) Yes

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15)

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16)

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01% (page
16)

All of the above topics
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Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

If you have any other feedback please provide details below.

Please comment:

The disposal of surplus Crown land as a result of the building of Transmission Gully road provides a
number of opportunities for the building of affordable housing in Paekakariki. As a first step in the
disposal process KCDC is urged to put in place a precinct plan to ensure all parties local and district
wide have the opportunity to determine the best use of the surplus land. This planning process is the
most democratic way of getting a range of views as to the potential use of this land

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primarywaste reduction target? Yes

Ten regional actions

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 217



Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council is concerned that the average  5.9% increase in
rates for this year exceeds the 5.5% indicated in the Long Term Plan 2015-35. It accepts
the modest proposals to reduce services outlined in the FutureKāpiti consultation docu-
ment, and is generally supportive of the proposed changes for this third year of the Long
Term Plan, while supporting Kāpiti Grey Power’s submission on depreciation’

However we are not grasping the nettle. The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons’ Council under-
stands that the Kāpiti Coast District Council has little room to maneuver on the vexed
and pivotal issue of rates rises, however the basic concern of affordability remains, and
is getting more concerning. We are looking at a rate increase of 5.9% this year, 4.3% last
year, up to 8.5% the year before, 6.9% the year before that - over 20% in four years.

In contrast, the income of your ratepayers has been constrained in that time, with very
modest wage growth as reported by Statistics New Zealand - just 5%.

Of particular concern to the Kap̄iti Coast Older Persons’ Council is that many of your
ratepayers are on fixed incomes with the rate for couples being based on 66% of the
average wage after tax. The affordability gap is increasing and becoming more concern-
ing, and the Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council urges the KCDC to more seriously ex-
plore the other sources of funding suggested in its submission last year.
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Town Centres

The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons’ Council remains uncomfortable about the Town Centres
project, while understanding the motivation of  retaining vital and enjoyable village
hubs. As the first stage of the expressway is now in place the Kāpiti Coast Older Persons'
Council asks if there been an economic evaluation of the impact of the expressway and
its possible implications for the Town Centres project, and if so what was the outcome?
If there has not been an an economic evaluation, why not?

These Town Centres must include adaptations to reflect the Kapiti Coast demographic,
including adequate disability parking - not just the minimum as set by national guide-
lines, but adequate to reflect the age and disability profile of this area. In addition the
Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council advocates having some designated “Elderly Pre-
ferred” parking in a similar fashion to Porirua.

Economic Development

The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council also asks if there has been an  economic evalua-
tion of the investment made in the Kāpiti Economic Development Strategy 2015-2018 as
we are now well into the period that strategy covers. The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons'
Council asks what benefits have resulted, and do they justify an extra $95,000 invest-
ment?

Housing

The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons’ Council supports the mayor’s initiative of setting up a
Housing Taskforce, which will be reporting to the Mayor shortly, and believes that the
National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity provides the impetus to in-
vestigate alternative ways of managing the KCDC housing stock. The Kāpiti Coast Older
Persons' Council does support the KCDC proposed approach to the National Policy
Statement, and urges the KCDC to not ignore the deteriorating housing situation that
the Housing Taskforce is likely to outline. The Kap̄iti Coast Older Persons’ Council sup-
ports Kāpiti Grey Power’s submission on strategic land purchase.

Parks

The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council notes and supports the proposed enhancements
of Haruatai Park, and submits that any upgrades include the required “Disabled Per-
sons” adjustments – level entry, disability toilets with door handles at the appropriate
height and that open easily. Disability designated car parking will be necessary.

However the Older Persons’ Council asks why once again the there is no proposal to in-
cluding in playgrounds exercise equipment suitable for use by senior citizens. This
would enhance intergenerational opportunities, and mean that grand parenting duties
could produce well-being benefits for all generations.  The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons'
Council supports a well developed proposal by Maurice Broome for Seniors’ Parks and
urges the KCDC to support the proposal when it is submitted.
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Regional Waste Management and Minimisation Plan

The Kāpiti Coast Older Persons' Council does support the aspirations of this draft waste
minimisation plan.  It follows the work of this council in working to a more sustainable
and affordable future. Some older people have an issue with larger items that have
reached the end of their owners financial ability to maintain them, and there would be
benefits if provision could be made for the collection and recycling of such waste, partic-
ularly e-waste.
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Draft Submission on the Wellington 
Regional Waste Management and 

Minimisation Plan 

Who I am: 
When I lived in Waikanae in 2003-6 I initiated and co-organised a series of U3A lectures in 
Sustainability. Lectures included climate change and peak oil.  When in Otaki I co-founded 
Transition Towns Otaki and the Otaki Timebank. I am the author of Healthy Money Healthy 
Planet – Developing Sustainability through New Money Systems 2005 and The Big Shift: 
Rethinking Money, Tax, Welfare and Governance for the Next Economic System 2017. I 
moved back to Waikanae in 2016. I am a member of the fledgling Low Carbon Kapiti group, 
which wishes to get involved once it is properly established. For this submission I have 
consulted widely with other members of this group and rung people all over the country. 

Deirdre Kent deirdre.kent@gmail.com. 021 728 852 

Why I am submitting: Because I am concerned about the production of greenhouse gases 
by the Council through its waste management processes, first because the buried 
greenwaste and kitchen waste is producing methane and secondly because there are at 
least six trucks touring the Council’s area from Monday to Friday all burning fossil fuels and 
setting a really bad example to the public in producing unnecessary greenhouse gases. 

The Principle of User Pays 
The principle of user pays is good. The more waste you want disposed of, the more you 
should pay. The household buys more bags.  

This principle is distorted the minute bins are introduced. Then the householder is 
contracting to buy a certain volume of capacity per week. Once the contract is made, there is 
no financial incentive to reduce waste as it is already settled.  

Therefore if we really want to encourage waste minimisation companies should all move 
back to bags bought at the supermarket, as Envirowaste does. Then have a yellow bin for 
recycling with a green one for kitchen waste and green waste as Christchurch does. 

The second option is that the council should resume taking care of waste collection so they 
more easily control policy. 

Deidre Kent - 17AP-35
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The Current Situation – the Rise in Total Waste 
 
The Wellington Region Waste Assessment 2016 makes sobering reading if you live in Kapiti. 
This is because over the four years from 2011 to 2015 the overall tonnage of levied waste to 
Class 1 landfills increased 5.4% between 2012-13 and 2014-15 while the population of the 
region increased by 2.1% during this period.  
 
But if we look at the figures for Kapiti, and assume that the Otaki and Otaihanga transfer 
stations only accept material from the Kapiti Council area, then the increase over a four year 
period from 2010-11 to 2014-15 was 36% while the population rose 3%. There may be other 
explanations for this that are not apparent in the data provided, but at the moment we do 
not have access to that. We understand there are doubts about the accuracy of the data. 
 
The Wellington Region Waste Assessment reports that in 2010 KCDC moved to allow 
licencing of private companies and by mid 2013 had pulled out completely from waste 
collection in the area. If one examines the other councils in the area, no other council has 
pulled out completely from the collection of waste. The Council is still involved in all the 
other councils. In a paper by Duncan Wilson in Local Government Magazine, he says 1 
 

 

“It is also worth noting that …..households with wheeled bins put out 
more rubbish than those that use bags… 

 

“Another issue of concern to many councils is that households that have 
big 240-litre wheeled bins and so householders throw a lot more away. 
The data is very clear on this. And there is evidence to suggest that this 

may be undermining efforts to reduce waste and recycle more.  

 

“Other issues include that, where there are a large number of private 
operators in competition in the market, there can be four or five or even 

six trucks going down the street on collection day; adding to noise, 
pollution and congestion. 

1  Tipping Point: Talking Rubbish. Council or Private Collection by Duncan Wilson 
http://www.localgovernmentmag.co.nz/waste-management-lg/tipping-point/) accessed 20 April, 2017 
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“Finally, and potentially most critically from a strategic perspective – 
because there is limited control over what private waste collectors do, 

councils are seeing their ability to influence householders’ behaviour and 
achieve their waste minimisation and service level objectives eroded.¨ 

 
If these figures are accurate, it is no coincidence that the Kapiti refuse per capita per year 
grew so fast after the companies took over the collection of refuse. I believe that the 
companies tempt householders in with low prices, then step up to larger and larger bins and 
increase their prices once they have their customers hooked. In fact, when you allow 
companies to take over collection of rubbish it is no surprise that they really have no 
intention to keep the volume or weight of waste down. Their goal is to gain market share 
and make profits. If their customers put in their green waste and their recycling into their 
general bin, that is of no concern to them at all. It just gets compacted and sent off like all 
the rest. 
 
One reason why the total waste has not declined is that people no longer have incinerators 
to burn their paper rubbish, a practice that was common a few decades ago. Nor do they 
have chickens or pigs to consume their food scraps. There are more apartments in urban 
areas and fewer opportunities for chickens. 
 
Recommendation: As a first step, the Kapiti Coast District Council should stop licencing 
companies to use the very large 240 litre bins for refuse at all. Taupo Council has done this. 
It is fine to have the big wheelie bins for recycling or for organics because from the 
Assessment report it appears that bigger bins may be associated with an increase in the rate 
of recycling. 
 
 
Diversion of Organics 
This is the best opportunity for waste reduction. However, the cost of hot composting is 
high as the composting must take place within an enclosed vessel. Christchurch City Council 
uses this.  
 
A second and more low tech option is vermiculture composting as successfully practised by 
Lismore, NSW.2  Many decisions would have to be made e.g. whether to mix green waste 
with kitchen waste, how to minimise plastic contamination, whether to provide kitchen 
receptables and bins and how to manage them.3  They noted that plastic contamination is 
low because householders know the worms are going to eat it. However results are not 

2  http://www.mfe.govt.nz/sites/default/files/kerbside-collection-organic-wastes-may05.pdf 
accessed 20 April 2017. Much of this information comes from a paper from the Ministry of 
Environment. 
3 http://www.mfe.govt.nz/sites/default/files/kerbside-collection-organic-wastes-may05.pdf 
accessed 20 April 2017. Much of this information comes from a paper from the Ministry of 
Environment. 
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equal in all housing areas and there is no destruction of seeds as in the hot composting 
option. 
 
A third option is anaerobic digestion, as practised by the Toronto Council. Their trucks are 
able to take food waste, nappies, plants, animal waste and sanitary products and turn them 
into nutritious compost. This is quite different from hot composting as it is a process of 
fermentation. It needs no machinery to turn it because it is anaerobic. It has no smell. 
 
These three options all require council to collect organics from the curb. Auckland Council 
has noted that some areas are uneconomic to collect from. So they are training people in 
those areas to compost their own green waste and kitchen refuse to keep it off the curb 
completely. This reduces waste costs, reduces waste to landfill and improves the soil. 
Bokashi bran uses anaerobic digestion to ferment food waste. The firm Bokashi New 
Zealand trains people from all over the country to turn food scraps into compost on a small 
scale. Waiheke Island has many operations, largely from restaurant waste. Urban groups 
like Lyttelton are using wheelie bins for this purpose. Sometimes councils are involved 
directly in the encouragement and training of people to do this. Bokashi NZ have already 
provided bokashi for at least one street in KCDC’s greenest street competition. Hutt Council 
has bought bokashi. Auckland Council has staff employed to teach all methods of 
composting, including bokashi. Councils keep the price low, often the same price they 
bought it. Taupo Council has composting instructions on their council website under waste 
management. 
 
From the point of view of avoiding the production of methane, both vermiculture and 
bokashi (or EM inoculated bran) have a huge potential for reducing our production of 
greenhouse gases. Methane’s potency as a greenhouse gas is the over twenty times that of 
carbon dioxide  
 
 
Recommendation: That the Council commission an inquiry into vermiculture and 
anaerobic digestion options in order to find a cheaper process than hot composting of 
food waste. If they had to choose between the two, it would probably be better to choose 
vermiculture. 
 
Recommendation: That the council place focus on separation of organics at source so that 
green waste can go to the composting facility and the trend will go back to keeping food 
waste from entering the council’s transfer stations at all. This keeps costs and work down 
for council, saves valuable landfill land and will prevent methane from being discharged. 
 
Recommendation: That Kapiti Coast District Council consult with Neville Burt4 who trains 
council officers to teach composting skills by various methods including bokashi bins for 
restaurant and institution use. 
 

4  Neville Burt http://www.zingbokashi.co.nz/about/our-people/ 
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Recommendation: That the Kapiti Coast District Council reviews its bylaws on the keeping 
of chooks and pigs with a view to maximising opportunities for food scraps being used at 
home. 
 
 
Diversion of solid biowastes from sewage effluent.  
I understand Gisborne Council is currently doing a pilot study of putting this in 200 litre bags 
and injecting some Effective Microorganisms for anaerobic digestion. This study is being 
carried out by NIWA. 
 
 
 
Recycling 
It is easy to see why this has declined as once householders have paid for their 240 litre 
bins, they are naturally inclined to fill them up and so put their recycling in with their refuse. 
They don’t use their recycling bins, effectively thwarting the conditions imposed by council 
on the companies.  
 
There appears to be a lot of emphasis in both documents on the importance of raising the 
rate of recycling. Considering the economics of recycling in terms of money and energy 
spent and the fact that much of it goes overseas, we suggest it may be overemphasised. 
Recycling tends to legitimise bad practices and normalise disposability. We would prefer to 
see the emphasis moved to reusing items already bought and on to education on consumer 
choices.  
 
Recommendation: That the Kapiti Coast District Council tightens up its bylaws to ensure 
companies use the recycling bin they provide. 
 
 
Treatment of Green waste 
In discussing this matter, we need to ask if it is practical or desirable to reduce the amount 
of green waste that must be dealt with, either by Council or by householders or by groups of 
householders. I do not believe so. So in what category does green waste fall? A good case 
could be made that it is a form of recycling therefore no cost should be involved. We submit 
that householders that produce green waste could be given more intelligent options than 
taking it to the transfer station and paying for it, putting it in a big bin for landfill or dumping 
it on the side of the road.  
 
Green waste may, of course need mulching. Maybe the future is for the council to employ 
people to train others to use and maintain mulchers owned by neighbourhoods or by 
council. Given the constraints on the future use of fossil fuels, from the point of view of 
transport it makes sense to do as much possible locally. There are already groups of citizens 
maintaining plots of land themselves (one near the Mt Victoria monastery for instance) it is 
possible that in future groups of citizens will be taking care of the local mulching and even 
local composting. Could there be rates reduction to act as a financial incentive for “green 
streets” like this? 
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Recommendation: That Kapiti Coast District Council conducts a survey to find out from 
householders what changes they have made in the last ten years in disposing of their 
green waste, what options they believe would help them compost it on site or taking it to 
a council transfer station themselves. Would they like an option to hire a council owned 
mulcher on the condition they are trained to use it properly? 
 
Recommendation: That Kapiti District Council conduct a waste audit to discover how 
much green waste and food scraps are in the mix of household rubbish. 
 
 

The Plan’s Targets 
 
The target of reducing waste by 33% in the next ten years is very good. In the case of Kapiti 
such a reduction would only take us back to 2011 levels.  But considering Kapiti may have 
increased its waste to landfill by 36% in just four year till 2015, this seems totally unrealistic 
if we are planning to do what we have always done. The emphasis on education, while with 
merit, is simply not working. There are structural changes to be made and now we are faced 
with the challenge of reversing what now looks like a mistaken policy – to hand over control 
of a great deal of policy making to private companies that aim to maximise their profit and 
do not share the goal of waste minimisation.  
 
Moreover we are faced with an economy where products arrive from overseas complete 
with polystyrene, shrink wrapping and a great deal of packaging over which we have no 
control. Every time someone buys a computer or a television set there is more waste to 
landfill. Whenever a supermarket butchers and packages its meat in a central place, there is 
no local control over the packaging. Plastic abounds over and around almost every item to 
be bought. Even cucumbers are shrink wrapped. Torches are shrink wrapped.  
 
Therefore unless one day Territorial Authorities bite the bullet and get boldly into the 
sensitive topic of consumer education, there will only be a slow change in consumer 
behaviour towards conscious seeking out of products and food does not bring with it 
packaging that must go to landfill.  
 
Consumer education 
A great deal of unnecessary landfill and work could be prevented by sensible buying habits 
and practices that minimise the number of certain capital items from being dumped. It 
makes sense for example to hire or borrow an electric drill than for everyone to buy one. If a 
council can run a library it should also be able to run a tool library. This would minimise the 
number of tools that need to be bought, stored, maintained and used.  
 
One of the most promising avenues of effort could be working with supermarkets to 
minimise packaging waste going to landfill.  
 
It is clear not only we as a council need to change our methods of reducing waste to landfill, 
diverting organics and paper, but the entire global manufacturing and distribution process is 
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mitigating against waste minimisation. Despite this, it is critical to do what is within our 
control and do it fast. 
 
Pricing  
Price is the ultimate motivator so attention should be paid to these. Obviously it costs too 
little to put rubbish in landfill. Many householders are finding it too expensive to take green 
waste to landfill so they put it in the rubbish bins. 
 
Recommendation: Lift the price of accepting rubbish in landfills and lower the price of 
accepting green waste at transfer stations. 
 
 
Other matters on which the plan touches include more cooperation between councils. This 
is a no-brainer. In the days of Zoom and Skype calls, loomio, cheap phone calls and all the 
many other ways to communicate, educate and make decisions, it seems a perfect role for 
the Greater Wellington Council. 
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Make Submission.
Mr Greg Harford (65965)Consultee

greg@gregharford.co.nzEmail Address

53 Atkinson AvenueAddress
Otaki Beach
5512

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Greg HarfordSubmission by

17AP-43Submission ID

29/04/17 10:58 AMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) No

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

No

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) No

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) No

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) No

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) No

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

No

All of the above topics No
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Please comment:

None of these are absolutely essential items. I do not want the Council spending my money on any
of them.

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

Please comment:

There is absolutely no reason why Council should mow rural berms at all. In urban areas, it's the
property owner's responsibility (if they care). This should apply to rural roads as well. I strongly support
these service reductions - but Council should go further. Council needs to cut services to keep rates
down. It is absolutely the right thing to be living within your means rather than foisting rates increases
on the public.

Changes to fees and charges (consultation document, page 21)

We are proposing changes to some fees and charges. If you have any views on these please comment
below.

Please comment:

The costs of providing services should be met by those who *use* them (not those deemed to benefit
from them). Pools, libraries, community centres and anything else where costs can be directly attributed
to users should be entirely user-funded, with no general ratepayer contribution.

Please comment:

The proposed rates increase is not acceptable. As an alternative, Council should either: (i) find
efficiencies within its current operating model; (ii) cut services and focus entirely on the basics - roading,
sewerage, drains and water; or (iii) move to a cost-recovery/user-pays model for those who value and
use services: for example, libraries, pools, and anything else where costs can be directly can be
attributed to users should be paid for by those users. The argument that we need to keep the costs of
using these services down through ratepayer subsidies is a nonsense. It does not make sense for a
couple or family on a fixed income to pay the Council to provide services that they may not want or
use - because there will be a deadweight loss in administrative costs through the redistribution of rates
funding. Most households are not able to go to their boss and demand an pay rise to meet higher rates
bills. Instead, they have to tighten their belts, reallocate their budgets and spend less. That's what
Council needs to do.

Please comment:

As noted previously, Council should either: (i) find efficiencies within its current operating model; (ii)
reduce spending on services - start with events, economic development, libraries, pools, parks, road
safety advertising, general Council advertising. Council should do less of everything - except the
absolute basics - roads, drains, sewerage and water.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management
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Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10
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Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council
proposed local actions?

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:

If any of this has costs for ratepayers - it shouldn't happen. You should do less.

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Mrs Kathryn Smith (73192)Consultee

moggymiaow@yahoo.comEmail Address

49Address
Convent Road
Otaki
5512

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mrs Kathryn SmithSubmission by

17AP-44Submission ID

29/04/17 1:44 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of
your submission?

Yes

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

EconomicDevelopment, rates impact +0.16% (page
14)

Yes

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

Yes

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01%
(page 15)

Yes

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) Yes

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) Yes

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki,
+0.01% (page 16)

No

All of the above topics
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Please comment:

I would like the council to consider doing something similar here. As recently declared disabled, and
likely to get worse, I would love something like this
https://m.facebook.com/story.php?story_fbid=1421363551241707&substory_index=0&id=600749256636478

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural bermmowing
and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels would add
a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed
service-level reductions?

No

Please comment:

We used to mow the berm outside our house with our ride on, however after the work to remove the
willows (which we were happy with), the ground is too uneven for our mower. If you can level it, we will
mow it again quite happily

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions
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The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by a
third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste
reduction target?

Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council
proposed local actions?

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 341



Make Submission.
Mr Neville Watkin (73196)Consultee

nevillewatkin@gmail.comEmail Address

177A Mill RdAddress
Otaki
5512

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Neville WatkinSubmission by

17AP-48Submission ID

30/04/17 12:20 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

Yes

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) No

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

No

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) No

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) No

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) No

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) No

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

No

All of the above topics
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Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of the above items. The supposed resulting increase in the
depreciation of those assets requires urgent explanation and clarification!

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

No

Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of the above item. The supposed resulting increase in the
depreciation of those assets requires urgent explanation and clarification!

Changes to fees and charges (consultation document, page 21)

We are proposing changes to some fees and charges. If you have any views on these please comment
below.

Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of the above item. The supposed resulting increase in the
depreciation of those assets requires urgent explanation and clarification!

Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of the above item. The supposed resulting increase in the
depreciation of those assets requires urgent explanation and clarification!

Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of the above item. The supposed resulting increase in the
depreciation of those assets requires urgent explanation and clarification!

If you have any other feedback please provide details below.

Please comment:

The underground assets revaluation reported in the "Kapiti Observer" on 20 April 2017 casts doubt
on the true meaning and relevance of this entire consultation process!

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:
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Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Submission Status
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Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Mr Brett Waite (73253)Consultee

Laxxout@yahoo.co.nzEmail Address

42 paetawa roadAddress
Waikanae
5036

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Brett WaiteSubmission by

17AP-64Submission ID

1/05/17 11:16 AMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

Yes

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14)

National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14)

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page 15) Yes

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15)

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16)

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01% (page
16)

All of the above topics Yes

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.
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Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

If you have any other feedback please provide details below.

Please comment:

I would like to work with council to facilitate a beach football court next to the beach volley ball court
on Tutere st Waikanae beach, I would like to then use this court to run youth and adult beach football
events during the summer months. It would be promoted to all Kapiti residents interested in this as
well as the greater Wellington region, bringing visitors in to the area. I have spoken to local businesses
and they have showed support for the concept.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primarywaste reduction target? Yes

Ten regional actions
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Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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John Andrews 17AP-69
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Make Submission.
Mr Bob Cowper (61931)Consultee

cowps@paradise.net.nzEmail Address

72 Alexander RoadAddress
Raumati Beach
Paraparaumu
5032

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Bob CowperSubmission by

17AP-71Submission ID

1/05/17 12:45 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14)

National Policy Statement onUrbanDevelopment Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14)

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14)

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15)

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16)

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

All of the above topics No
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Please comment:

The figures provided as measure of "rates impact" are in fact based almost solely on the "operating
cost", leaving the "capital cost" to be funded by borrowing. This should be clearly stated to avoid
misconception about the actual cost of the items. If it is acceptable to borrow the capital expense
portion of these projects which actually exist, why is necessary to collect funds to cover "depreciation"
of current assets when that is purely an accounting entry, and replacement of which would be funded
by more borrowing?

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

Please comment:

Revaluation of assets, and then claiming the funding of depreciation as cause for rating increase is
absolutely unacceptable. If even a small new capital cost is to be funded by borrowing, why would
replacement of pipes and the like be funded differently?

If you have any other feedback please provide details below.

Please comment:

While the Te Atiawa hardcourt upgrade is essentially excellent, there are still some problems that need
sorting. It would be beneficial if those in charge of the project were prepared to communicate directly
and honestly with those actually running the sports on a day to day basis.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:
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Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 Yes

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4 Yes

Proposed regional action 5 Yes

Proposed regional action 6 Yes

Proposed regional action 7 Yes

Proposed regional action 8 No

Proposed regional action 9 No

Proposed regional action 10 No

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Yes

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Mr Alex Metcalfe (61670)Consultee

alex.metcalfe2@gmail.comEmail Address

20 Otaihanga RoadAddress
Otaihanga
Paraparaumu
5036

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mr Alex MetcalfeSubmission by

17AP-87Submission ID

1/05/17 3:42 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Annual Plan 2017/18 Additional FeedbackFiles

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

Yes

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) Yes

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

Yes

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

Yes

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) Yes

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) Yes

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

Yes

All of the above topics Yes
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Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

No

Please comment:

Reduce berm mowing: No. When the berms near my property have long grass, people dump rubbish
in them including trade waste such as bricks and concrete. The cost savings are not worth the hassle
and costs of cleaning up fly tipping. Reduce kerb sweeping: No. Kerbs need to be kept clean for people
using their bikes on the road.

Changes to fees and charges (consultation document, page 21)

We are proposing changes to some fees and charges. If you have any views on these please comment
below.

Please comment:

I understood that KCDC's policy is very clearly 'user pays' wherever possible. All fees should therefore
be increased in line with inflation including those for swimming pools.

Please comment:

The Town Centres Project should be deferred. Please refer attached document.

If you have any other feedback please provide details below.

Please comment:

Please refer attached document.

Note: Attachments are limited to 10mb.

Annual Plan 2017/18 Additional FeedbackYou can attach a document with further comments to
give all the feedback you want to. Annual Plan 2017/18 Additional Feedback

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:
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Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 Yes

Proposed regional action 2 Yes

Proposed regional action 3 Yes

Proposed regional action 4 Yes

Proposed regional action 5 Yes

Proposed regional action 6 Yes

Proposed regional action 7 No

Proposed regional action 8 No

Proposed regional action 9 No

Proposed regional action 10 Yes

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Yes

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:
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Green waste drop off should be FREE right across the region. This has a significant cost but the
benefits are immediate and immense. Green waste would essentially disappear from landfills overnight.

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Dr Myra Kunowski (73200)Consultee

myra.kunowski@gmail.comEmail Address

24B Nathan AvenueAddress
Paraparaumu
5032

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Dr Myra KunowskiSubmission by

17AP-88Submission ID

1/05/17 3:44 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) Yes

National Policy Statement on Urban Development
Capacity, +0.18% (page 14)

Yes

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page
15)

No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) No

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) No

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01%
(page 16)

No

All of the above topics
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Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Yes

Changes to fees and charges (consultation document, page 21)

We are proposing changes to some fees and charges. If you have any views on these please comment
below.

Please comment:

Agree with these

Please comment:

The proposed rate increase is unacceptable to ratepayers on fixed incomes. The increase is well above
the cost of living increase and absorbing an excessive rate increase as well as increasing medical,
power and grocery costs is impacting significantly on the ability of my family and others meeting daily
needs. The council has a responsibility to consider all of the people who fund it and ensure that the
annual plan can be met without an excessive burden. If unexpected depreciation costs must be funded
immediately it is time to reduce expenditure on some planned items that would be "good to have" but
are not critical. Unless health and safety factors apply some items on the plan could be well be deferred
until the budget allows. As with a household budget if unexpected maintenance occurs then house
extensions or a new vehicle has been to delayed. Further consideration could also be given to cutting
council costs by reducing the number of staff or not replacing non essential staff.

Please comment:

If the council considers depreciation costs must all be covered now, no further increases in services
or buildings should be undertaken in the meantime. No increases in council salaries until Kapiti Coast
District Council can balance its budget without exorbitant rate increases. I have been a rate payer in
two rating districts for over 40 years and Kapiti Coast District has the highest rates for fewer services
than I have ever encountered.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua
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Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 Yes

Proposed regional action 2 Yes

Proposed regional action 3 Yes

Proposed regional action 4 Yes

Proposed regional action 5 Yes

Proposed regional action 6 Yes

Proposed regional action 7 Yes

Proposed regional action 8 Yes

Proposed regional action 9 Yes

Proposed regional action 10 Yes

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

Yes

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Make Submission.
Mr Hamish Sisson (73332)Consultee

hamish@interwaste.co.nzEmail Address

InterwasteCompany / Organisation

12 Broken Hill RoadAddress
Porirua
5240

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Interwaste (Mr Hamish Sisson)Submission by

17AP-90Submission ID

1/05/17 3:58 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Wellington region WMP submission May
2017.pdf

Files

on behalf of an organisationAre you providing feedback

InterwasteOrganisation name:

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

Yes

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14)

National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14)

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14)

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page 15)

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15)

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16)
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Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01% (page
16)

All of the above topics

Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

Note: Attachments are limited to 10mb.

Wellington region WMP submission May
2017.pdf

You can attach a document with further comments to give
all the feedback you want to.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 275



Do you support the proposed primarywaste reduction target? Yes

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1

Proposed regional action 2

Proposed regional action 3

Proposed regional action 4

Proposed regional action 5

Proposed regional action 6

Proposed regional action 7

Proposed regional action 8

Proposed regional action 9

Proposed regional action 10

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

No

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:

Please refer file attached to the submission form on the General Plan as this section did not provide
for a written submission

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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John and Kathleen Gibson - 17AP-91

84



85



86



87



88



Make Submission.
Mrs Joan Pritchard (73345)Consultee

joanprit@gmail.comEmail Address

17 Mahana RoadAddress
Paraparaumu Beach
Paraparaumu
5032

Consultation on Annual Plan 2017/18Event Name

Mrs Joan PritchardSubmission by

17AP-95Submission ID

1/05/17 4:55 PMResponse Date

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

as an individualAre you providing feedback

Do you want to speak to the council in support of your
submission?

No

Do you support Council's proposed approach to these initiatives?

Economic Development, rates impact +0.16% (page 14) No

National Policy Statement on Urban Development Capacity,
+0.18% (page 14)

No

Stormwater, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

Self-insurance fund, +0.27% (page 14) Yes

New link walkway in Paekākāriki, less than +0.01% (page 15) No

Makarini Street, Paraparaumu, +0.02% (page 15) Yes

Waikanae Beach Hall, less than +0.01% (page 16) Yes

Further enhancements at Haruatai Park, Ōtaki, +0.01% (page
16)

Yes

All of the above topics
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Also included in the average rates increase of 5.9% are proposed reduced service levels for rural berm
mowing and sweeping of kerbs to offset reduced transport funding. Maintaining services at current levels
would add a further 0.11% to the proposed 5.9% average rates increase.

Do you support the Council's proposed service-level
reductions?

No

Please comment:

I have to keep within my planned expenditure, and this should apply to any organisation. Provision for
future expenditure should have been made.

Please comment:

Curtail salary levels and increases in line with cost of living increases, Do not have a top heavy
management structure.

Classification:

Access and Transport

Select Sub Classification:

Coastal Management

Select Sub Classification:

Community Facilities

Select Sub Classification:

Districtwide Planning

Select Sub Classification:

Governance and Tangata Whenua

Select Sub Classification:

Recreation and Leisure

Select Sub Classification:

Regulatory Services

Select Sub Classification:

Water Management

Select Sub Classification:

Proposed regional actions

Powered by Objective Online 4.2 - page 290



The primary waste reduction target for the region is to reduce the total quantity of waste sent to landfills by
a third over the next 10 years.

Do you support the proposed primary waste reduction
target?

Ten regional actions

Do you support the proposed regional actions?

Proposed regional action 1 No

Proposed regional action 2 No

Proposed regional action 3 No

Proposed regional action 4 No

Proposed regional action 5 No

Proposed regional action 6 No

Proposed regional action 7 No

Proposed regional action 8 No

Proposed regional action 9 No

Proposed regional action 10 No

Proposed local actions

Do you support the Kāpiti Coast District Council proposed
local actions?

No

Any other feedback on the WMMP?

If you have any other feedback on regional and/or local aspects of the WMMP please provide details below.

Please comment:

The information provided appears to be smoke and mirrors.

Submission Status

Are:

Internal response status

Submission response category is:
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Mr Ian Bagshaw - 17AP-107
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John Le Harivel - 17AP-112
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17AP-118
Elizabeth 
Cornford
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17AP-119  - Viola Palmer - WMMP
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17AP-122 Allan Carley - WMMP
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17AP-124 Barbara Nixon Mackay - WMMP
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17AP-125 Tim Abbott - WMMP
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17AP-126 Brian Wheeler - WMMP
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