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Recommendation:
THAT the report be received, and
THAT the Committee decides how it would like staff to respond to Mr and Mrs Wilkinson.

Purpose
This report is to advise the Committee of correspondence received, to seek feedback from the
Committee on how staff should respond to the correspondence from Mr and Mrs Wilkinson, and to
enquire as to whether there is support for a remission policy for residents of Waihi affected by
underground mining.

Background
Mr and Mrs Wilkinson wrote to Council in January 2015 (see Appendix A) seeking a rates
remission policy for properties in East Waihi affected by underground mining. They stated that a
remission policy would lessen the impact of reduced property values, and that were issues in being
able to sell properties in the affected area.
Staff replied (as per Appendix B) stating that we did not believe that we did not believe a rates
remission policy would be particularly effective in increasing property values or in encouraging
sales of properties. We also highlighted that the majority of rates were not affected by property
values, that properties would be revalued as at 1 July 2015, and if residents thought the valuation
did not accurately reflect property values then they had the right to object to the valuation.
Mr and Mrs Wilkinson replied (per Appendix C) asking if Council staff had ideas for a solution that
would be more effective, e.g. actively advocating on the residents behalf.
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Issues and options
The options are:
 Staff could reply to the Wilkinsons stating that the committee do not believe a rates
remission policy would be an effective tool;
 The committee could recommend to Council that a consultation process be commenced
regarding implementing a rates remission policy;
 The Committee could engage with the Wilkinsons regarding their concerns.

Significance and Engagement Assessment
This decision is considered not significant because it affects a limited number of residents.
If a Rates Remission Policy was to be put in place this would be subject to a public consultation
process.

Conclusion
Staff recommends that a remission policy not be implemented as this would have little impact on
property values or saleability.

Duncan Peddie
Corporate Services Manager
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In Reply please quote ref no:
Enq to:

1320073
Mark Buttimore

12 March 2015

Mr and Mrs Graeme Wilkinson
69 Gladstone Road
Waihi
Dear Mr and Mrs Wilkinson
Rates rebate / remission request
Thank you for your letter dated 23 January 2015, in which you ask Council to consider
developing a possible rates relief policy to address what you see to be mining effects on some
residential properties in Waihi.
Staff consider that a rates remission policy would not be an effective method of addressing
your concerns.
The principal concerns raised in your correspondence relate to the effect of the mining consent
on property values and the ability to sell properties within the affected area.
Firstly, in considering the development of such a policy, there are many other situations
throughout the District, besides the properties you note in Waihi, where properties are affected
by effects from other properties or activities that would need to be considered. There are many
residential properties in the urban, township and rural zones that are located close to activities
that owners believe have impacts on their properties. To illustrate some instances:
 industrial zones throughout the District where noise, glare, vibration and other effects
cross into residential zones and residential owners are affected’
 there are residential properties on either side of roads and State Highways where noise
and dust generate adverse effects for these properties’
 We also receive complaints from some residential properties relating to adverse effects
that arise from their neighbours farming activities.
Any policy developed for rates relief for properties in the District that owners/residents believe
are subject to adverse effects, would need to include these examples and many others. Staff
are of the opinion that such a rates relief approach is not practical.
The second major matter that would affect the development of such a policy is the reason
behind the various rates that are struck and why these methods are chosen.
The majority of rates set by Council are based on fixed ‘per property’ charges that are not
affected by property values. In the case of your property, only 26% of the rates are calculated
on your property values and 74% are calculated on fixed rates. Any remission policy would
have a limited impact.
The property values that Council uses to set its rates are about to be revised through the
District wide revaluation process. Notices of the new values should be circulated in October.
This revaluation should reflect the latest values that properties in the affected area have been
selling for. Ratepayers can object to property values at any time, but there is a charge

imposed. Once the notices are issued however, there is a period where there is no charge for
the initial objection made.
As stated earlier, at this stage, staff believe that a rates remission policy would not be effective
in addressing your concerns.

Yours faithfully

Duncan Peddie
Finance Manager

