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FEEDBACK #244
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

M2371059

Geoff Wells <geoffatihug@gmail.com>
Sunday, April 29, 2018 1:31 PM
info
Whiritoa Civil Defence Community Response Plan

Greetings,
Please forward this email to whoever is the appropriate recipient.
At our recent “We Need to Talk” meeting at Whiritoa I, as a member of our Community Response Group, raised an
issue relating to the implementing of our Civil Defence Community Response plan.
in the event of an emergency this plan requires the use of either the Whiritoa Emergency Management Centre( Hall
and Kitchen), or the Whiritoa Surf Life‐Saving Club for community support and evacuees, depending on the nature of
the emergency and which is the most suitable venue.
The issue of concern is the preparedness of both these possible Civil Defence Centres for electricity supply using a
generator to meet the obvious need for electricity in an emergency event.
My understanding is that the Council, as owner of the building, has wired the Surf Club, as it is known, for generator
electricity supply in an emergency.
However, I have been advised that no “connection” for a generator has been installed.
Further, although it appears that a generator can provide power for the needs of the Fire Station, it is unclear
whether that single availability also allows for electricity to be supplied to the “Emergency Management Centre”
Hall, Library, and Kitchen.
Accordingly, on behalf of the Civil Defence Community Response Group, and following up on the investigations seen
as appropriate at the recent “We Need To Talk” meeting, I would be grateful for the Council’s advice on the
generator issues.
In particular, the Group need to know whether the electricity generation for either Hall or Surf Club needs further
work to ensure it is available and, if so, whether this will be done from funding available for Community Protection.

Regards,
Geoff Wells
Designated Contact, Whiritoa Community Response Group
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FEEDBACK #245

Doc 2383694 Comments on long term plans

From: Richard Bonham [mailto:rickloribon@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, 29 April 2018 9:55 PM
To: Adrian de Laborde <adrian.delaborde@hauraki‐dc.govt.nz>; Katherine Quinn
<KatherineQ@hauraki‐dc.govt.nz>
Cc: Rachel Flowerdew‐Brown <RachelFlowerdewBrown@hauraki‐dc.govt.nz>
Subject: Comments on long term plans

Thanks for the emails and links to the Coucil’s long term plans.
I have looked through all the information, which I think is mostly very good. I’m pleased to
see the drainage section has the difficulties caused by low elevation above sea level and the
problems of climate change (predicted increase rainfall peaks) and sea level rises as a major
focus, I would perhaps like to see it as the primary long term focus. Much of the Hauraki
area is only 10metres above high water level and it is 40km by river to the sea.
I would particularly like to point out the difficulties the council faces trying to manage
drainage flow when several other entities are involved. The lowest point of our property is
below the 10 metre contour, and within 50 metres of our property we have four different
landowners and the NZTA with responsibility for storm water drains. But at present the
Hauraki Council has no control over these drains, although the council is responsible for two
other drains within 200 metres. On occasion we have storm water flowing onto our property
at 1000litres per second, and one of the council drains has much lower flows. To enable
proper planning and management the Council must take over control of all storm water drains
with peak flows above a certain value (25,000 litres per minute?) and/or below a certain
height (bottom - not banks - of drain below 10 metres?).
I would be grateful for the opportunity for ten minutes with the council to elaborate.
Richard
Dr Richard Bonham
7354 SH26 Komata 3674
Phone 862 9145

1

PAGE 725

M2371207

FEEDBACK #246

WHIRITOA TENNIS CLUB
PROJECT FOR INCLUSION IN HAURAKI DISTRICT COUNCIL LONG TERM PLAN,
SUPPORTING THE SUBMISSION MADE BY PAUL MATTHEWS,
PARKS & RESERVES MANAGER
1. NAME OF PROJECT
RESURFACING OF TENNIS COURTS AT HDC ACTIVE RESERVE, KON TIKI RD,
WHIRITOA
2. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
The existing tar sealed surface for these courts, which was replaced at HDC's cost in 2008,
is once again breaking down, and it is proposed that the courts be resurfaced with a more
user-friendly, longer lasting and therefore more economically acceptible surface.
3. BACKGROUND INFORMATION
As the question has been asked if HDC is responsible for the resealing/upgrading of these
courts, the following information is provided to enable you to properly assess this question.
The land where the tennis courts are situated, was originally proposed as a commercial hub
when Whiritoa was developed. This idea was later dropped, and HDC rezoned this area to
active reserve, as it was the only large flat area available in Whiritoa.
Following pressure from the rapidly growing community, HDC built two tennis courts on
this area around 1983, complete with fencing and a gate. Some community raised funds
were also provided to assist with this construction.
The Whiritoa Tennis Club was formed shortly afterwards, and an agreement was made
between this club and HDC covering the management and maintenance cost sharing of this
community asset. Unfortunately, the Club has been unable to locate it's copy of this
document, but meeting minutes & annual accounts indicate that the Club was required to
pay to HDC 70% of all membership fees collected and also, pay to HDC a rental fee for
Club Days. A remission of this latter fee could be requested annually, and was usually
granted. The Club was responsible for collecting subscriptions, issuing gate keys and
maintaining security by keeping the fence in good repair.
The 70% of membership fees, appears to have been paid annually, less amounts that the
Club paid for minor maintenance, ie fencing repairs, line marking and weed control etc. It
was therefore concluded that any major maintenance work would be paid for by HDC from
the membership fees. This certainly appears to have been the case in 2008, when the tennis
courts ( an HDC asset) were resurfaced and refenced totally at HDC's cost.
A major change occurred in 2006. Firstly, HDC (Waihi Ward Committee) resolved to
remove clause 3 from the agreement HDC has with the Whiritoa Tennis Club, relating to
payment for club days.
A further change was noted in the minutes of the AGM of October 2013, that HDC had
waived payment of the levy relating to 70% of membership fees. This was done partly in
response to HDC having observed in the Club accounts over a number of years that the Club
regularly made donations to other Whiritoa community organisations ie, Surf Club, Library,
First Response & Fire Force.
As these donations to other Whiritoa community organisations continued after 2013, it
would appear unlikely that any change in the responsibilities for major maintenance was
discussed, let alone agreed on during 2013.
It is therefore assumed that HDC is still responsible for any major maintenance required on
the HDC owned Whiritoa tennis courts, although any request for such maintenance should
come through the Whiritoa Tennis Club.
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2
4. BENEFITS TO THE WHIRITOA COMMUNITY

Whiritoa has three organisations that fulfill HDC's goal for active recreation.
The largest of these is the Whiritoa Surf Life Saving Club, which has a large
number of members, and is active over three months of summer, with high
activity during January. It is understood that HDC owns the Whiritoa Surf Club
building, and provides around $25,000 funding annually.The Whiritoa Indoor
Bowling club, with around 25 members, is active for nine months of the year,
and makes no requests for any financial support from HDC. The Whiritoa
Tennis Club, currently has around 125 family memberships, and provides
playing facilities to these members throughout the year. The Tennis courts
enjoy high usage over the summer period, during which time, a fundraising
tournment is held, with prizes donated by the Whiritoa Tennis Club,and all
proceeds going to the Whiritoa Surf Club.
There is a definite need to maintain these courts in good order, both for player
safety, and to ensure that membership numbers are maintained. The current
court playing surface, could, even when in good repair, be described as only
very basic, which is why the Whiritoa Tennis Club are seeking not only to have
the courts repaired, but also to be upgraded to further encourage player
numbers, and to enable playing hours to be extended during the wetter weather.
5. NATURE OF HAURAKI DISTRICT COUNCIL ASSISTANCE SOUGHT
It is hoped that HDC will accept that they have a responsibility to fund major
maintenance costs for this facility, and fully fund the repairs and upgrades
requested, to a value of $45,000. Unfortunately, the requirement to include this
funding in the Long Term Plan, came upon us late, and while we have good
estimates for the cost of the work required, we would like to see this work
scheduled for the 2019-2020 financial period, such that we have sufficient time
to evaluate all the playing surfaces used in the adjacent beach holiday towns,
and ensure that what is chosen suits both the needs of the playing community,
and also meets long term maintenance targets.
It would probably be of advantage to both parties, that prior to any work being
undertaken, the “Agreement” between HDC and the Whiritoa Tennis Club, be
reviewed, and upgraded if required.
It should be noted that all Whiritoa Ratepayers pay a “Waihi Community
Facilities” rate, of currently $326.63, which amounts to around $190,000.00
annually, part of which is supposed to fund Sports fields. There currently does
not appear to be any major expenditure of this money in our “Patch” over the
next ten years.
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SUBMISSION
TELEPHONE 0800 327 646 I WEBSITE WWW.FEDFARM.ORG.NZ

___________________________________________________________________

To:

Hauraki District Council
PO Box 17
PAEROA 3640
By email: submissions@hauraki-dc.govt.nz

Submission on:

Consultation document for the proposed 2018-28 Hauraki Long Term
Plan.

Date:

30 April 2018

Contact:

KEVIN ROBINSON
PRESIDENT HAURAKI-COROMANDEL FEDERATED FARMERS
9173 Paeroa Kopu Road (SH 26)
RD1
THAMES 3478
P 027 286 1636
E kevinandkate@xtra.co.nz

Correspondence:

NIGEL BILLINGS
SENIOR POLICY ADVISOR
Federated Farmers of New Zealand
PO Box 13531, Tauranga, New Zealand
P 027 543 0834
E nbillings@fedfarm.org.nz
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1.

INTRODUCTION

1.1

Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers welcomes the opportunity to comment on the
Consultation document and supporting information for the proposed 2018-28 Hauraki
Long Term Plan (LTP).

1.2

We acknowledge any other submissions from individual members of Federated Farmers.

1.3

We would like the opportunity to speak to Council about our submission.

1.4

Federated Farmers has a strong interest in the effective performance of local government.
As an organisation that submits on over 60 annual exceptions or Long Term Plans each year,
our members and staff have a good understanding of the challenges faced by councils in
meeting the growing legislative requirements of recent years - while saddled with an archaic
system of property value rates where landowners are disproportionally charged higher on
behalf of the whole community.

1.5

We base our arguments on the considerable cost of rates to farm businesses, in terms of the
value and relative accessibility of farmers to ratepayer funded services, the rates levels on
farms compared to other residents and businesses, and the failure of property value to
reflect the incomes of farmers and their relative ability to pay.

1.6

Federated askes Hauraki District Council (‘HDC’) to seriously consider the recommendations
in this submission as in our view they identify how the financing polices can be improved for
the benefit of rural ratepayers by enhancing principles of fairness and equity. There are real
concerns that these principles are being seriously compromised by Council’s proposed
changes to some of the funding arrangements.

2.

CONSULTATION DOCUMENT

2.1

Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers congratulates HDC on the Consultation Document
(‘CD’). It is obvious that Council has worked hard to present the purpose and detail of the
LTP in a way that is accessible and relevant.

2.2

There is a good level of transparency in the CD, and a good use of graphics to help ‘tell the
story’. However, some of the more useful data in terms of the impact the proposed changes
will have on total sources of operating funding had to be found in the supporting
information.

2.3

With regards to comparative and summary data, Federated Farmers has frustrations with
the presentation of information on Page 38. It looks to be designed to provide some detail
on the total rate contribution and projected rate increases across example property types.
However, the changing ‘y’ axis dollar scale for each property type creates a visual impression
that is misleading. A casual observer could easily assume that residential and
commercial/industrial property types are paying more rates than rural property types when
quite the opposite is true.

2.4

The following sections discuss the main issues in the Consultation Document and supporting
information which are relevant to farmers.
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3.

OVER RELIANCE ON CAPITAL VALUE RATES

3.1

Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers has serious concerns with some of the proposed
changes to funding arrangements. The significantly increased use and reliance on capital
value based rates has the effect of increasing, the already disproportionate share the
district’s farmers pay for services that provide an equal or indistinguishable amount of
benefit across ratepayer groups.

3.2

This is a significant step backwards for HDC, we have in the past supported HDC’s strong use
of uniform and targeted charges to fund activities where the benefit received or the
contribution to the cost of the activity has no correlation to property value, or where the
activity provides specific benefit to a particular ratepayer group.

3.3

The proposed changes to funding arrangements are seeing a significant shift back to capital
value based rates for public good activities, when a higher application of uniform annual
general charges (UAGC) would result in a fairer and more equitable rating system.
Democracy for example used to be appropriately 100% funded by the UAGC, the proposal is
to phase in a switch to 100% capital value. Federated Farmers knows there is a legislated
30% cap on the amount of UAGC that can be applied. However, where a Council is aware
that they have not reached their maximum 30% allowance and choose not to rectify the
situation, then they are actively choosing to disadvantage groups such as the farming
community. Farmers don’t receive more representation than other ratepayers. So why
should they pay more for Democracy. Other activities like district transfer stations which
have easily identifiable beneficiaries, should include user fees and charges in the funding
mix, not a 100% reliance on district wide capital value rates.

3.4

It is worth remembering that uniform charges were introduced into rating legislation as a
tempering tool to offset the bluntness of the property value mechanism. It was designed to
shift inequitable rating burdens from those with high value properties.

3.5

Recommendation:
That council introduce a differential for rural properties to offset the
unfairly high proportion of general rates paid by rural properties.

4.

UNIFORM ANNUAL GENERAL CHARGE AND ABILITY TO PAY

4.1

As Council will be aware Federated Farmers, and many in local government, have long been
frustrated with the inequity created by the current property based rating system legislated
under the Local Government Act. The use of UAGC’s can, in part, help to address that
inequity by being a fairer way to rate for services that provide an equal or indistinguishable
amount of benefit across ratepayer groups. Especially when compared to a general rate
calculated by capital or land value which results in groups such as farmers paying more for
an activity which they are unlikely to use more than any other group in a community.

4.2

As such Federated Farmers pays particular attention to a council’s UAGC funding policy and
will always seek maximum use up to the legislative cap. Federated Farmers believes that
Council is being overly influenced and focused on ‘ability to pay’ or ‘affordability’
considerations and this is stifling the opportunity to more fully utilise the UAGC funding tool.

4.3

Where Council is concerned that the effects of retaining or increasing the use of the UAGC
rate would be regressive and impact upon lower capital value properties, Federated Farmers
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submits that the rates remissions scheme, alongside the broader central government
welfare system remain the most robust and efficient methods of progressive redistribution,
with the ability to target each concern on a case by case basis, in a way that is not possible
using the blunt property value basis afforded by rates.
4.4

Council is not in a position to assess who is most able to afford its rates. Councils do not
know the income or net wealth of their ratepayers, which are the best indicators of ability to
pay. All councils know is their ratepayers’ assessed property values and have access, like
anyone else, to social demographic statistics. This is insufficient information on which to
base a compulsory tax with the purpose of reflecting “ability to pay” principles.

4.5

It can be argued that reducing uniform charges to benefit low income households may
simply be to the advantage of landlords.

4.6

Federated Farmers supports maximum use of general and targeted uniform charges. When
these mechanisms are utilised every ratepayer pays the same amount for the public good
services of council that everyone benefits from equally. Better use of the UAGC will also
reduce reliance on the general rate as a funding mechanism, and flattens the distribution of
rates bills between high to low value properties. It is for this reason that we strongly urge
Council to have the courage to make what may be an unpopular decision and increase the
UAGC usage to the legislated 30% cap to give more substance to fairness and equity
principles.

Recommendations:
4.7

That Council utilises the UAGC rating mechanism fully thereby reducing the reliance on the
general rate. If council determines that this would result in unfeasible rates increases this
year, then incremental increases to achieve the 30% cap should be made over the next three
years.

4.8

That the percentage of UAGC usage relative to the legislative cap is published in the Funding
Impact Statement and Revenue and Financing policy used to inform Annual and Long-Term
Plans.

5.

RURAL RATES INCREASES

5.1

Federated Farmers realises that Council is often the meat in a sandwich between
increasing expectations from communities and the amount these services cost, and
increased responsibility delegated from central government without the appropriate
funding (for example, increased drinking water standards).

5.2

However, we expect Council to always ask itself “what can we do with the same amount of
rates money as last year” rather than “what is an acceptable rate increase for the year
ahead”. This approach would be a fairer reflection of the genuine financial constraints
ratepayers are facing.

5.3

As well as reducing overall expenditure, we ask Council to create a better alignment
between benefit received from Council expenditure and the amount each ratepayer pays in
rates. Not only does this lead to more equitable outcomes, but it provides those expecting a
higher level of Council service, the ability to better understand the cost of these
expectations.
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5.4

Rates are one of the most significant, fixed expenses for our farming businesses. It is
accepted that this year projected rates increases on other property types are also high.
However, in terms of the overall rates revenue, rural properties continue to make a
significantly disproportionate contribution. They will not be deriving any special or particular
benefit from this privilege.

5.5

The affordability of rates is a significant issue for farm businesses. Income from a farm
business is extremely vulnerable to externalities such as weather events, exchange rates,
pay outs and consumer demand and as such is highly variable from season to season. Rates
are one of the most significant, fixed expenses for our faming members and unlike other
businesses there is no ability to pass that cost on.

5.6

Over reliance on the General rate compounds the inequitable effect of land and capital value
rates – the UAGC is a general rating mechanism that can act as a counter balance to this and
as such Federated Farmers is seriously concerned that a range of funding proposals are
designed to reduce or remove UAGCs from the funding mix. The proposed changes to the
roading rate will also cause significant increases to the amount of rates farmers will be
paying going forward.

5.7

HDC’s proposed way forward will see the total amount of the general rates take, increasing
by 6% on average, each year for the next four years. That is an unacceptable increase for our
farming members who will bear the brunt of the impact. The information provided on page
38 of the CD forecasts rural rates (excluding the lifestyle example) increases as averaging 7.3
percent this year alone. The projected year on year increases will result in rural properties
experiencing 57% increases, on average, to their rates bill over the next ten years.

5.8

We are aware that other property types are also going to be hit with big increases and as
such we question Council’s confidence that the right balance has been struck. It would be
remiss of us not to remind council on behalf of our members that rate increases
considerably above the level of inflation amounts to a significant financial burden on them.

5.9

It is important when considering any rate increase, to remember that the income of
ratepayers will in no way increase to the same extent as the proposed increases in rates.

5.10

Recommendation: That Council continues to work hard to make efficiency gains, exercise
spending restraint and look to better utilise other funding sources such as grants and user
fees and charges to ensure rates increases are kept within or close to the rate of inflation.

6.

MAINTAINING OUR ROADS

6.1

Federated Farmers has two submission points to make with regards to roads. The first
relates to the maintenance and works schedule, the second to proposed funding allocation
changes.

6.2

The road network and associated infrastructure like bridges are crucial assets for the
district’s economy and as such we support prioritising the maintenance, and where
necessary, renewals of core infrastructure. HDC advise in Section 4c that an investigation of
the condition of the district’s bridges will be undertaken. We urge Council to conduct this
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audit of the bridges as a matter of priority. Understanding of the condition and needs of
the roading network is vital to ensuring limited funds are spent most efficiently.
6.3

Recommendation: Federated Farmers is broadly supportive of Option Two, we expect the
Council to ensure vital maintenance and renewal works are undertaken while containing
costs.

6.4

With regards to the proposal to phase in a change from a differential capital value roading
rate to a flat capital value rate, Federated Farmers has serious concerns. This funding source
change coupled with 114% increase in projected rates take for this activity over the next ten
years is going to hit farmers especially hard. This reliance on property value rating means
that farm properties with high values will be contributing a disproportionate amount
compared to a residential property. The range of issues and problems and associated
benefits outlined in Section 6a on page 15 provide no evidence or justification as to why this
split is appropriate. In fact, the benefits look to accrue on the urban side or at least neutral
side of the equation as opposed to rural.

6.5

Council states in Section 4c-8 that they want a funding policy which reflects the impact
different users have on the road, and that the current differential approach doesn’t achieve
this. HDC then goes on to put achieving that worthy goal in the ‘too hard’ basket, stating
“defining what the current impact is with accuracy is complex and costly”. The solution – to
remove all differentials – the one tool which can be used to increase the sophistication of
the funding mix and exacerbator pays models into the equation.

6.6

Federated Farmers advise the discrepancy between rural rating contributions and other
ratepayer contributions to roading is compounded by the fact that Famers and heavy
vehicles that service farms are already contributing to government’s land transport funds in
relation to their level of use.

6.7

Property value has no correlation to road usage and is an inequitable and inefficient manner
of sourcing ratepayer funding for roading costs. This has been recognised, for example, in
the 1997 report of the Roading Advisory Group to the Ministry of Transport which observed
that:
“Rates are based on the value of property, and have no relationship to road use.
Property owners can therefore subsidise other road users. Rates can be an unfair
means of charging for road use because there is no link between payment and
consumption. For example, in forestry areas ratepayers have to meet the cost of
damage to lightly built local roads caused by logging trucks.”
The Ministry of Transport Surface Transport Costs and Charges Study also outlined the
inequity of using property value based rates:
“Rates are fixed charges based on property values and bear no relationship to the
use of the roading network by property owners. While it can be argued that most
ratepayers use public transport and/or drive cars, using rates to contribute to the
costs of roads creates equity issues, particularly as the demography of New Zealand’s
population is changing.”

6.8

In our view successful funding of local roading networks requires use of modifiers such as
differentials, to produce a more granular and equitable sharing of roading costs within
communities. It would seem that HDC’s intent is to move away from this approach, and this
is not supported.
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6.9

Recommendation: That HDC retain the current system of differentials for roading or, if the
differentials are to removed, that the change be phased in.

7.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

7.1

Federated Farmers accepts there is scope for the Council to facilitate economic
development but it is limited to what it can directly influence. The best things any council
can do to facilitate economic development is ensuring it delivers good quality local
infrastructure, local regulation and local public services, and that in doing so it keeps its
spending under control and its rates affordable. Going beyond these roles, we are not
opposed to more specific economic development initiatives but they should not involve
subsidising or competing with individual businesses and their funding should be targeted to
those benefiting from the initiatives. The latter is particularly important with respect to
promotional activities.

7.2

In this regard HDC appears to have the right focus on supporting local businesses and
organisations. Federated Farmers agrees with the proposed changes to the funding
arrangements. Farmers, for their part, pay considerable sums in supplier levies for the
development and promotion of their own industries and do not expect other industries to
subsidise their promotion or industry good incentives for them.

7.3

Recommendation: Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers supports the proposed changes
to the funding arrangement for Economic Development.

8.

INFORMATION CENTRES (LOCAL AND REGIONAL)

8.1

Federated Farmers has concerns with the proposed changes to the funding arrangement.
The move away from uniform charges to capital value district wide rates to essentially fund
visitor and tourism activities will result in disproportionate contributions from rural
ratepayers. It results in farmers and other property owners who have higher property values
paying a premium for services which do not relate to their business or directly benefit them
in any way.

8.2

Clearly in the case of tourism, businesses in the accommodation, entertainment and retail
sectors obtain a direct increase in turnover from enhanced visitor numbers - and therefore
have a higher degree of direct benefit from council funding of tourism promotion than
farmers and other residents. While tourism income provides indirect economic benefit to all
ratepayers, so too do other industries that fund their own promotion. The distribution of
economic benefit resulting from tourism is not evenly spread among the community, and
nor should the costs of promotion. Tourism and economic development promotion is not a
public good service and should not be funded as such.

8.3

The rationale for targeted rates is not limited to just providing a more equitable method of
funding, by drawing rates from those who can be expected to receive direct economic
benefit from the expenditure. By striking a targeted rate for tourism promotion, Council will
directly align the expectations of their tourism industry with the levels of service Council can
provide on behalf of the industry. This in turn will allow tourism operators to request
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additional promotional expenditure as needed without creating further affordability
concerns for other ratepayers.
8.4

Where funding is under threat from concerns around ratepayer affordability, the Tourism
Industry Association of New Zealand (TIANZ) have indicated they are not opposed to
targeted tourism rates - provided that the funding is ring-fenced for use only for the purpose
of tourism promotion, that the funding mechanism is transparent and equitable, and that
those contributing the funding are sufficiently able to provide direction for expenditure.

8.5

We strongly suggest that Council better align funding allocations to the beneficiaries of
these services. This would ensure that residents and farmers are not supporting the incomes
of businesses that should be able to support themselves, and would ease their general rate
burden. Farmers, for their part, pay considerable sums in supplier levies for the
development and promotion of their own industries and do not expect other industries to
subsidise their promotion or industry good incentives for them.

Recommendations:
8.6

Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers do not support the proposed changes to the
funding arrangement for Information Centres which introduce significant contributions from
capital value general rates. The approach taken for Destination Coromandel should be
applied.

8.7

In the alternative, if Council does not implement these mechanisms, we request that a lower
differential for farming be implemented to defray the costs of tourism in the general rate. It
is anathema to farmers that their business capital be rated to promote other businesses.

9.

REGULATORY SERVICES

9.1

Federated Farmers is broadly supportive of the funding approach proposed for the suite of
Regulatory activities. The strong use of UAGC and fees and charges is supported.

9.2

Recommendation: Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers supports the proposed funding
approach for Regulatory services.

10.

SOLID WASTE

10.1

Federated Farmers accepts there is a public benefit element to the solid waste minimisation
range activities, including the provision of transfer stations. However, we are surprised
there are no user fees and charges applied to the transfer station funding mix.

10.2

User fees and charges are appropriate for the individuals and groups directly using the
service. By ensuring individuals and groups who produce the waste, pay in some direct and
meaningful way for the disposal of that waste, it may help to influence and change
behaviour towards reducing, reusing and recycling more.

10.3

Recommendation: Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers asks HDC to consider
introducing user fees and charges to help offset the cost imposed on the general rate.
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11.

PROJECTS IN YOUR PATCH

11.1

Federated Farmers does not consider it is best placed to comment on the merits or
otherwise of key community projects that are ward funded or will have negligible impact on
general rates. That is best left to individual and/ or directly affected members of the
community. Our focus is more on ensuring that the funding mechanisms are appropriate
and council prioritises to ensure limited resources are best utilised.

11.2

Recommendation: Within the context of the big rates increases which are proposed we
remind Council about the need to focus expenditure on core services such as infrastructure,
regulatory obligations and projects that protect and provide for the economic productivity of
the region.

12.

ABOUT FEDERATED FARMERS

12.1

Hauraki-Coromandel Federated Farmers is one of 24 provinces comprising Federated
Farmers of New Zealand. Federated Farmers is a voluntary, member-based organisation
that represents farming and other rural businesses. We have a long and proud history of
representing the needs and interests of New Zealand farmers.

12.2

The Federation aims to add value to its members’ farming businesses. Our key strategic
outcomes include the need for New Zealand to provide an economic and social
environment within which:


Our members may operate their business in a fair and flexible commercial
environment;



Our members' families and their staff have access to services essential to the needs
of the rural community; and



Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices.
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1.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Sport New Zealand (Sport NZ) is the crown entity responsible for getting more New Zealanders
physically active, keeping competitive sport strong, clean and fair, and ensuring there are pathways
for our most talented sportspeople to realise their potential.
Our research shows that participation in sport and recreation is declining (down 7.7% among all
New Zealand adults between 1998 and 2014). This trend is particularly profound among:
• Young adults (18-24) – down 13.9%
• Pacific (11.4%) and Māori (8.4%) communities
• Households with combined incomes under $40,000 pa
• Men (down 9.2% v a drop of 6.4% for women)

THE CHALLENGE
Hauraki District, like many in New Zealand, faces several challenges in relation to the provision of
sporting and recreation opportunities. The challenge is somewhat unique though in that whilst
some district populations are stable or in decline, Hauraki is challenged on how it meets the
demands of a growing population whilst the costs of fundamental services increase. The challenge
lies in supporting that growth in a smart / strategic manner to ensure sport and recreation
opportunities, and the spaces and places for participation are accessible to all and that barriers to
participation are removed.
With an increasing population, sport and recreation opportunities are essential if the district is to
effectively manage and enhance its community’s overall wellbeing and minimise any negative social
issues.
Demands on capital funding budgets are likely to increase as assets age and the demand to meet
increased growth intensifies. It will therefore become increasingly important for all stakeholders to
work collaboratively in order to improve the delivery of sport and recreational opportunities.

WHAT THIS MEANS FOR THE HAURAKI DISTRICT?
Community sport and recreational opportunities need to be sustained in partnership with others,
such as: charitable trusts, the Ministry of Education (via schools), and community groups and clubs.
Maintaining aging assets, current service levels and facility sustainability is likely to become
increasingly difficult, especially for areas with minimal growth / or aging populations. Partnering, colocation and shared services that avoid unnecessary duplication and underutilisation of sports and
recreational facilities needs to continue and rationalisation of poor performing facilities should be
considered.
Sport NZ acknowledges the involvement and contribution of the Council towards the development
and subsequent adoption of the Regional Sports Facilities Plan for the Waikato in 2014. The plan
sets out at a high level, identified priority projects for the Waikato region in the short, medium and
long-term. Sport NZ looks forward to continuing its support for the district through its partner Sport
Waikato and encourages Council to maintain its interest and investment in the plans steering group.

PAGE 757

2.

ABOUT SPORT NZ
Sport New Zealand (Sport NZ) is the crown entity responsible for getting more New Zealanders
physically active. There is global evidence that this enhances their physical and mental health,
education outcomes and general wellbeing - and makes for a more cohesive society.
Our other key roles include keeping competitive sport strong, clean and fair, and ensuring there are
pathways for our most talented sportspeople to realise their full potential.

OUR APPROACH
We are now into the third year of our Community Sport Strategy, which has put a strong emphasis
on using research to better understand how societal changes and the changing make-up of New
Zealand’s population impact the level and nature of participation in sport and recreation. We are
working with regional sports trusts, councils and other local stakeholders to find local solutions to
turn this around.
Our primary focus is on young people (5 to 18 years), particularly teenage girls and three ethnic
communities where the barriers to participation for young people are most profound: Māori,
Samoan and Indian. It is our belief that providing quality experiences in sport in recreation for our
young people is the secret to ensuring New Zealanders remain physically active as they age and
grow.
THE IMPORTANCE OF COUNCILS TO OUR APPROACH
Councils play a key role in our focus on young people. They are an important partner for regional
sports trusts, in whom we are a significant investor and partner – and who are the regional
champions of our strategy to grow participation.
Sport NZ also supports councils in the delivery of major events, and councils are now increasingly
involved in running or supporting local programmes drive local physical activity and wellbeing
outcomes.
However, our key area of work with councils – and the primary way your Long-Term Plan 2018-28
can help grow participation in sport and recreation – remains the planning, investment and
operation of the facilities and open spaces which enable sport and recreation.
For instance, our most recent Active NZ study (2014) found that more 30% of women use a
swimming pool as part of their sport and recreation, more than half of all adults use an indoor or
outdoor sporting facility, and just under a quarter of adults cycle for sport and recreation.
That’s why Sport NZ has worked with a number of councils to develop Regional Facility Plans to
ensure their prioritisation of sport and recreation facilities aligns with both current and future
needs, and that they are run in way which maximises community benefit.
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3.

THE VALUE OF SPORT AND RECREATION
On 17 March, Sport NZ launched a new study that explores the value of sport and recreation to New
Zealanders, their communities and our country. The Value of Sport is based on extensive research,
including a survey of around 2,000 New Zealanders and a review of previous studies from here and
around the world.
People we spoke to see real value in participating in sport and recreation:
•
•
•
•

92% believe being active keeps them physically fit and healthy, and helps relieve stress
88% believe that sport and other physical activities provide them with opportunities to
achieve and help build confidence
84% believe sport brings people together and create a sense of belonging
74% say sport help builds vibrant and stimulating communities.

Our research also showed the ability of sport and recreation to create good young adults and
improve the health and wellbeing of New Zealanders. Key findings include:
Sport and physical activity can reduce rates of many physical health related disorders and improve
health outcomes as a result
Significant studies have identified relationships between physical activity and reducing type 2
diabetes, high blood pressure, cardiovascular disease and obesity related disorders. Regular physical
activity results in similar outcomes for children, including improved cardiovascular fitness,
decreased risk of type 2 diabetes, improved bone health, and maintaining a healthy weight. There is
at least moderate evidence of physical activity having beneficial impacts on rates of breast cancer,
colon cancer, osteoporosis and stroke.
Evidence indicates a positive association between children’s physical activity participation and
academic achievement
There is a positive association between physical activity and higher test scores, improved reading
comprehension and a positive orientation towards achievement. There is also evidence that
children can spend more time being physically active and less time in the classroom without having
an impact on academic achievement. There is a positive association between sport participation and
higher academic performance, attendance rates and less lateness and stand downs.
Participation in sport has been linked with greater employability in graduates.
Sport at university was associated with greater employability compared with attending the gym, or
not engaging in sport – and this effect was greater for graduates who take part in sport and
volunteering. Employers listed a wide range of attributes developed through sport, including
teamwork, communication skills, motivation, competitiveness and resilience.
There is a link between sport participation, improved social capital, feelings of social cohesion and
community identity
Because sport acts as a conduit to bring individuals within communities together, to make friends
and to develop networks, it also presents an opportunity to develop social capital. There are strong
associations between national levels of sport club memberships and levels of social trust and
wellbeing. Some evidence also suggests that sport and recreation in youth may also result in
increased levels of community involvement as an adult.

THESE AND OTHER FINDINGS FROM OUR STUDY REINFORCE THE ROLE OF SPORT AND
RECREATION IN CREATING A BETTER NEW ZEALAND.
FIND OUT MORE AT SPORTNZ.ORG.NZ/VALUEOFSPORT.
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4.

OUR FEEDBACK ON YOUR LONG TERM PLAN

In response to the draft 2018-28 LTP consultation document, we wish to comment on the following:
1. Thank you: On behalf of the people of the Hauraki, Sport NZ thank you for your contribution to
sport and recreation in your district. As highlighted on page 4, district councils are key enablers
driving the desired ‘value of sport’ outcomes expressed on page 5 and your effort and investment is
sincerely appreciated. Sport NZ would also like to take this opportunity to thank Council for the part
that it plays in the strong partnership that has long existed between Sport Waikato and Hauraki
District Council, as evidenced by the extensive list of projects, programmes and quality
opportunities that have been developed over recent years.
2. Regional Sports Facilities Plan: The Regional Sports Facilities Plan was established in 2014.
Designed to guide the development of facilities the community needs (versus wants) at a Regional
and Sub Regional level, Sport Waikato is the lead agency guiding the joint implementation of the
plan. An initiative of the Mayoral Forum, with partnership from all Local Authorities in the region,
the Regional Sports Facilities Plan offers local authorities the following key concepts:
• Advocacy with funders and investors for facilities that reflect the principles of the plan.
• Provision of peer reviews for facility development concepts e.g. Feasibility Projects, Business
Case Assessments and Concept Designs.
• Assistance with investment negotiations in facility development and utilisation.
• Sharing of knowledge including resources specific to sports facilities and the sport sector.
• Partnering to optimise facility utilisation by way of fostering sport organisation relationships to
attract events and collaborative working.
• Advice and assistance in the development of “Community Hub” concept (co-location of
organisations in sport and in a broader context).
• The provision of training opportunities and information sharing.
• Increasing regional understanding and management of facility utilisation data to understand
demand and enable informed decision making.
• Sport NZ supports, with its partner Sport Waikato the review of the Regional Facilities Plan
currently taking place. This review will ensure that the plan stays current and focuses on the
needs of sport and recreation across the region. We would encourage Hauraki District Council
to continue to be an active participant in this review and subsequent revised plan and its
implementation.
How Sport Waikato can assist: We also recommend that Sport Waikato continue to be funded to
lead the implementation of the Regional Sports Facilities Plan. The proportional contribution of this
regional programme is $4,470 plus GST with the total regional budget valued at $100,000 across all
local authorities.
How Sport NZ can assist: We valued our involvement and investment in supporting the
development of the Regional Sports Facilities Plan and commit to continuing support through our
partner Sport Waikato to continue implementation.
Sport New Zealand will contribute annual funding via Sport Waikato investment schedules to
support implementation of the Regional Sports Facilities Plan. This includes:
• Provision of support in the development of feasibility assessments and business case reports to
guide better decision making and investment.
• Advocacy with funders and investors for those facilities that reflect the principles outcomes of
the strategy.
• Assistance with investment negotiations in facility development and utilisation.
• Sharing of knowledge - including free time, advice and resources specific to sports facilities.
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•
•

Increasing regional understanding and optimisation of facilities including the provision of
regional sporting trend information, opportunities to benchmark facility outcomes and usage
data, to understand demand and enable informed decision making.
Support a current review of the Strategy to ensure it remains relevant and in line with sporting
and demographic trends

3. Long Term Plan Inclusions: In response to council’s long-term plan inclusions for sport and recreation
Sport NZ make the following observations:
•

•
•
•

•

•
•

•
•

Kaiaua Public Toilets: Sport NZ supports the required improvements to the Kaiaua Public Toilets.
With the Rail Trail from Pūkorokoro/Miranda to Kopu open demand on facilities has increased.
Cycleways offer an opportunity to showcase features of the district and opportunities for locals
and tourists to be physically active while also driving economic outcomes for the district.
Turua Walkway: Sport NZ supports council’s proposal for the new Turua Walkway. Both the
safety of pedestrians and opportunities for locals and tourists to be physically active will be
increased through extension of the walkway.
Cycleway at Hugh Hayward Domain: Sport NZ supports council’s proposal for the local
community provision of a cycleway at Hugh Hayward Domain in Ngatea. The Waikato Cycle
strategy further supports increased provision of region wide cycleways.
Wharf Street Development: Sport NZ further supports council’s proposed develop of the
streetscape of Wharf Street in Paeroa. Improved pedestrian, kayak and boat access to the town
centre and the increased linkage to the Hauraki Rail Trail (located on the bank of the Ohinemuri
River) promote the features of the district and opportunities for locals and tourists to be
physically active while also driving economic outcomes for the district.
Upgrade Skate Park at Railway Reserve: Sport NZ supports the upgrade to the Skate Park and
would offer the opportunity to share information on other projects undertaken nationally to
ensure the updating of the skate park is suitable for bikes and scooters as well as skateboards. A
feasibility/business case will be needed to obtain external funds for this project.
Develop Hutchinson Reserve: Sport NZ supports council’s proposal to develop Hutchinson
Reserve in Paeroa. Further development of an outdoor education bush reserve would provide
additional community benefit to both recreation and physical activity in the local community.
Waihi Events Centre Improvements: Sport NZ supports council’s proposal to fund minor
improvements to the Waihi Events Centre including a new drinking fountain, security lighting
and new ventilation fans. Optimisation and sustainability of existing assets are key principles of
the Regional Sports Facilities Plan.
Hauraki Sports Plan: Sport NZ recommend that Council adopt and endorse priority projects
identified in the Hauraki Sports Plan to support the long-term planning process.
Aquatics Facilities: Sport NZ supports council’s Aquatics Facilities including upgrades and
maintenance projects. Sport Waikato recently completed the Regional Aquatics Plan which
provides guidance to Councils across the region on the future provision of Aquatics Facilities. The
report highlights limitations in the broader network for full year community access and reports
an aged network. It identifies consultation with Thames Coromandel District Council around
investment into a sub-regional Aquatic Facility in Thames will benefit the Hauraki Community.

4. District Coordinator: Sport Waikato’s District Coordinator team partner with Local Authorities across
the greater Waikato region. Our District Coordinators serve as a local connector, connecting the
community to sport and recreation and connecting the greater Sport Waikato team to the
community. Our District Coordinators have four high level KPI’s that focus their performance.
• To grow participation in local communities to increase the number of individuals who meet
the physical activity guidelines
• To work with deliverers of sport, recreation and physical activity to provide sustainable quality
experiences
• To develop, maintain and grow quality stakeholder relationships
• To promote and advocate for healthy active lifestyles
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Recommendation: That Hauraki District Council consider funding Sport Waikato to support the
delivery of quality experiences in sport and recreation in the Hauraki District via the contract for
service and District Coordinator delivery model.
5. Community Funding: Sport NZ is familiar with Hauraki District Council’s Social Fund and the funds
that are distributed to Individuals and Clubs. The assistance provided to voluntary sports clubs and
organisations and individuals in the community is very much valued by the community. We support
the continuation of this concept, especially as Gaming and other Community Funds remain
constrained.

5.

SPORT NZ CONTACTS
Should the Council seek information or clarification further to this submission, please contact:
BRENT SHELDRAKE
Regional Partnership Manager - Northern
M: 027 478 5122
E: brent.sheldrake@sportnz.org.nz
JAMIE DELICH
Spaces and Places Lead
M: 021 859 182
E: jamie.delich@sportnz.org.nz
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

M2371985

marlinp@xtra.co.nz
Tuesday, May 1, 2018 4:12 PM
info
Go Waihi

To Whom it may concern,I would like to express my support for GO WAIHI,to have its on going financial
funding from the council. Over the fifteen years I have been in Waihi I have been involved with it and have
seen it grow and give so much to the community, giving something to everyone in this growing little town.
To have its funding cut in any way would no doubt see a reduction in what it can do to draw visitors into
town. GO WAIHI is for the benefit of the people and the businesses of the town.Lets not take away from it
but continue your on going support.Look back and review what it has done for Waihi and what it will
continue to do in the future.Many many people in this town have given so much of their time voluntary
along side the GO WAIHI organisation .We need to keep GO WAIHI which needs your support, which is
rate payers money.Thank you,Dawn Freestone , rate payer of Waihi
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