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7% /one One

BULLER Rubbish Coliection

ooy Consultation

0 Your details rrease complete all fieias

Name: Emma Hargreaves

Organisation:

Would you like to speak at the Zone One rubbish
collection consultation hearings?

Yes ¥ No

Would you prefer your contact details be withheld
when submisslons are made avallable online?

v Yes No

Privacy Statement: In sccordance with the Lesal Govemment Act 2002, all submissions will ba mede avallable online as part of the
consuiaiion process. Please refer fo www.bullerde.govt.nz/forivacy or contact Councll for 8 copy of Council's Privacy Statement.

Submission number: Office use only

0 What is being proposed? 125

Couneil is proposing changes to the way that rubbish collection services are delivered and funded in Zone Cnafrem i
July 2025,

There are four options to consider through this consultation:
«  Option 1- Status Quo - Private sector provides a weekly pre-paid bag and wheelie bin collection via Pay As You Throw.
- Option 2 - Private sector provides a fortnightly wheelie bin collection via Pay As You Throw,

. Option 3 - Council, through a private contractor provides a fortnjghtly wheelie bin collection with a single 120 litre bin size, Pay As You
Throw,

- Option 4 - Council, through a private contractor provides a forinightly wheslie bin
collection with several different bin size options, i.e. 80 litres, 120 litres or 240 litres,

The above options do not include the current recycling rate of $178, - incl GST as to read the
of 2023/24 financial year. The recycling rate will continue to be in addition to the Statement of
costs for rubbish collection in Zone One. Proposal

The option Council decides on will be rolled out for all households in Zone One with rubbish
collection from 1July 2025.
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ATTACHMENT 4.5

O Your submission

1.

T Sy

i i el
inad

Which of the options would you prefer? Please tick ONE preferred option below. (Please note if none or more than one is ticked
your submission will not be counted,)? s ™

@ Option 1- Status Quo - * Private séctor provndes a weekly pre-pald bag and wheelie bin coilection via Pay As You Throw.
Contractor sets pricing and charges for the serwce

dury

O Option 2 - Private sector-'p ovides a fortmghtly wheelie bin collectlon vua Pay As You Throw, Contractor sets pricing and
charges for the service.

O Option 3 ~ Council, through a private contractor provides a fortmghtly wheelie bin coilection with a single 120 litre bin size,
Pay As You Throw. Council sets pricing and charges forthe service (each household will receive a 120 litre wheelie bin).

O Option 4 - Council, through a private contractor provides a fortnightly wheelie bin coltection with several different bin size
options,i.e, 80 litres, 120 litres or 240 litres. Council sets rate for each bin size and charges via targeted rate (each household will
receive a 120 litre wheelie bin unless they opt for a different size).

Do you have any comments on the proposal?
Please feel free to include any comments on the proposal.

As~—I-pointed—out—in-the-last-round-of--submissitons;-this-service needs-to-
be user pays. That is the only fair system. Any clawback of costs through

rates punishes those like us who reduce and minimise our rubbish dutput

Optlon 1 is the only system that doesn t penallse people who throw out
less than 60L of rubbish per fortnight. T T o

Option2 would be fine if we can get smaller bins (80L). It will take us 2
to"3 monthes to fill"a "120L "bin"so to prevent smelly rubbish we will still"
have to purchase plastic bags.

Op tion—3-would-be-fineif-we~had-a—choice-of-smalle r,y e g SOL," plarsaremes

dﬁtion 4 is clearly vef§ unfailr. It currently takes us 4 to 6 weeks. Lo
fill-a-60L-bag-so--to-be-charged-a--standard-fee-or——————" NS
per fortnight is outrageously unfair. / F

K==, e e

| I (£ | [l | | | ¥ .. A I | I ||
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. ATTACHMENT 4.6

D Your submission

1

”,

Which of the options would you prefer? Please tick ONE preferred option below. (Please note if none or more than one is ticked
your submission will not be counted.}

O Option 1 - Status Quo - Private sector provides a weekly pre-paid bag and wheelie bin collection via Pay As You Throw.
Contractor sets pricing and charges for the service.

O Option 2 - Private sector provides a fortnightly wheelie bin collection via Pay As You Throw. Contractor sets pricing and
charges for the service.

Option 3 - (founcil, through a private contractor provides a fortnightly wheelie bin collection with a single 120 litre bin size.
Pay As You Throw. Council sets pricing and charges for the service (each household will receive a 120 litre wheelie bin).

O Option 4 - Council, through a private contractor provides a fortnightly wheelie bin collection with several different bin size
options, i.e. 80 litres, 120 fitres or 240 litres. Council sets rate for each bin size and charges via targeted rate {each household will
receive a 120 litre wheelie bin unless they opt for a different size).

Do you have any comments on the proposal?
Plaase feel free to include any cornments on the proposal.

For more information or for sending us your submission

Emad N ek
info@bde.govt.nz with the subject Zone et Return your submission to the mail slot at Council Offices
One rubbish colfection consultation if you in Brougham Street, Westport or the Reefton Visitor and

have any questions. Service Centre.

Tl $5s w0

Staff are available during drop-in sessions to discuss any
aspects of the proposal. You can find dates, times and
locations on www.bullerde.govt.nz.

ko

Submissions can be completed

online by visiting:

www.surveymonkey.com/r/

Zonetrubbishcollection ' F o o Bt S N

i Visit Council's website or grab the Statement of Proposal

from Councll's offices and libraries in Westport and )
Reefton, i-Sites, and resource centres across the district,
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Household waste collection service HMENT 4.6

O Intro

O Proposal - from bags to bins
- from user pays to mandatory charging. T

BULLER pDrg TRICT C%"(RCIL

20 MaY g9

-----
LR
............
-----
LE3

_Personally | don't object to bags or bins because | don't use them but | do object to your inverse
social welfare scheming that would see those less affluent forced to subsidise waste collection for
those more wealthy. | assess your public consultations and statements by staff, councillors and
consultant as a deliberate attempt to impose your scheme on ratepayers whether they want it or
not.

"Late submissions will not be considered”, 200 had been received and an unbelievable splurge of a
further 130 was received in the last few days. From who? Will a list of submitters be made
available?

We were asked if we were for or Aagainst your proposal and given an opportunity to comment yet
you have overspent your budget “b'y a factor of two by paying a consultant to assess the comments
as if that would be meaningful when it is not. 73% against speaks loud and clear without the need
for $11,000 of expensive consultant to count 330 submissions, $33 per submission took at it and
tick a box .... That one's is opposed. $33, money for jam while ratepayers are telling you that BDC is
already affecting what they can buy to eat as you were told by a ratepayer at the consultation
meeting in Reefton. But the insidious thing about appointing consultants is that they are known to
please those that employ them, where possible they lick the hand that feeds them.

Fifty people attended the public meetings in Westport and Reefton with only one person 2%
speaking in favour with your extension of time 2% has jumped to 27%, | don’t believe it, | think this
consultation is just as flawed as the customer satisfaction survey that you recently botched.

Offering a proposal where one sector of the community can prosper at the expense of another is
despicable, councils should endeavour to unite their community, it appears those motivated by
avarice and greed have been motivated to slant the figures for their own gain. Incidentally the voice
speaking for this obnoxious proposal was a council consultant.

As | said earlier consultants tend to lick the hand that feeds them, the analysis from your
consultant records “Flexibility - 37% support user pays” and..

"Mandatory 20% cppose mandatory payments”
This means 57% support user pays and oppose mandatory charges but they have split the figures
to make it look as though only 20% oppose mandatory charging, Just the consultant skewing the
figures to please the paymaster. Clearly if your consultation decument had asked if ratepayers
supported mandatory charges you would have achieved a more accurate indication because only
20% opposing mandatory charging is absolutely and transparently false.
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I arn not against bins and | haven't heard anyone speak against them or tﬁggﬁ‘gﬁygw&ﬁ%ht'
,Jpickup plan. The opposition is to “mandatory charges” and that would be the majority of objectors
as well as council itself as it has an adopted policy that rubbish fees should be on a *user pays”
basis.

Why has BDC not explained why they are now proposing an unfavourable proposal that is contrary
to their own policy?

The most objectionable part of your proposal however is not mandatory charges but what is
slipped into the fine print ..... you are proposing a joint waste management contract with Grey and
Westland Districts. This like the joint Regional plan TTPP is steering toward one council for the
coast and that would be a bigger disaster than was the creation of BDC. Thirty administrators ran
the three councils that were forced to unite by the government and the government has been the
biggest winner, BDC now needs over 200 staff to do what was done previously by thirty. The PAYE
paid to government for those extra staff would have paid the total bili for flood walls around
Westport. BDC united with WCRC to produce a regional plan without consulting ratepayers who
would have opposed it, $6 million was spent preparing it that will give no added benefit to any BDC
ratepayer. The six million will be paid by ratepayers with GST added ($6.2m) Ratepayers will have
to earn $9.86m and pay $2.96m PAYE to have the cash to pay you the $6.9m, of the $6m you pay
your planners and consultants most will go in wages with GST of a further $1.8m going to
government and when the balance is spent by the planners that received it a further $0.63m will go
to government from GST. Of the $9.86m earned by ratepayers to pay for your TTPP eventually a
total of $6.29m will go back to government by way of tax. This is why governments iike inefficient
organisations like BDC and it will only get worse when they get bigger. One coast council will be a
disaster for Westport because it won't be based here, it will need even more staff, more
consultants and have even more costs.

We need our own local landfill, we need to reject ‘coast wide' initiatives because they will only
cause higher costs.

BDC needs to change, their spending is out of control, the rates and charges they are inflicting on
ratepayers is unsustainable. DID YOU HEAR ME? THEY ARE UNSUSTAINABLE.

BDC is on course to absorb every dollar earned by ratepayers a pattern they have established over
decades by always increasing rates by more than the rate of inflation and by more than the
percentage increase in wages. Each year BDC demands a greater proportion of ratepayers
earnings and that is totally unsustainable. If BDC rate increases had mirrored the rate of inflation |
would be paying $800 less than is presently demanded accumulatively amounting to millions extra
being taken out of the local economy.

You know you have many ratepayers struggling to pay your ever increasing demands and this

current scheme to have those who earn less subsidise the rubbish disposal costs of those who
spend more is particutarly obnoxious, you should be ashamed of yourselves.
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BULLER DISTRICT COUNCIL
EXTRAORDINARY MEETING
5 JUNE 2024
AGENDA ITEM: 4

Prepared by - John Salmond
Senior Project Lead

Reviewed by - Simon Pickford

Chief Executive Officer

Attachments 1. Speaking Schedule
2. Submission Summary
3. Submissions

HEARINGS FOR THE DRAFT ENHANCED ANNUAL PLAN 2024-2025

1. REPORT SUMMARY

The report outlines the information needed for elected members to hear the
submissions from the community who have requested to speak to their
submissions. It also includes the summary and submission documentation, as well
as the speakers schedule.

As part of the Draft Enhanced Annual Plan, there were two key topics of
consultation and those were as follows:

1. Roading - What to do if Waka Kotahi - New Zealand Transport Agency
does not fund as much as Council applied for - The 3 options were as
follows:

e Option 1 -Reduce the programme to match the Waka Kotahi — New Zealand
Transport Agency approved funding.

e Option 2 - Continue with the submitted programme, and Council rate funds any
difference for local roads and commits to higher rates for the next two rating
years. The quantum of $ and rates % increase is variable depending on the funding
shortfall/work programme delivered.

e Option 3 -Keep Council’s level of funding as contained in the draft AP but reduce
the overall programme to reflect Waka Kotahi’s level of investment.
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2. Policy on rates — how drinking water and wastewater rates are applied:

Option 1 - Adopt a revised policy on how water and wastewater targeted rates are

charged.

Option 2 - Keep the policy the same on how water and wastewater targeted rates

are charged.

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION

That Council...

1. Receives the report for information.

2. Hears verbal submissions from submitters who wish to speak to their
submissions.

ISSUES & DISCUSSION

BACKGROUND

The Buller District Council received a total of 623 submissions regarding the

2024/2025 Draft Enhanced Annual Plan. The breakdown of submissions is as

follows:

227 submissions were based on the BDC Consultation Document.

396 submissions were received through an 'alternative' form which was created

from a community group.

From the 623 submissions, 80 verbal submissions will be given.

CONSIDERATIONS

4.1  Strategic Impact
The Draft Enhanced Annual Plan Consultations are an integral part of the
planning and delivery of Councils’ strategic vision and obligations. The
principal role of an Annual Plan is to allow for budgeted adjustments to
Councils principal planning document the Long-Term Plan. The
consultation process is extremely important.

4.2 Significance Assessment
The significance and engagement policy sets out the criteria and the

255



4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

4.8

framework for a matter or transaction to be deemed significant. The Draft
Annual Plan and associated Consultation Document / Consultation is
significant and due process around consultation must be undertaken.

Risk Management Implications

The Annual Plan process and adoption of the relevant documents is a
statutory requirement of local authorities. Adoption of the draft plan and
consultation is a step towards the final Annual Plan which enables the legal
process for setting rates and consequently operation of local authorities.
The hearings element of that process ensures that every voice who wants
to be heard can be.

Values

The adopted Draft Enhanced Annual Plan aligns with all the values we have
set out as a Council. It is the plan that we will base the next 12 months on.
Each of the key values (Community Driven, One Team, Future Focussed,
Integrity and We Care) have been taken into consideration with the creation
of the document and as part of the consultation process it's expected that
the hearings will align with the values.

Policy / Legal Considerations

The local Government Act 2002 governs the activities of Buller District
Council and sets out the requirement for consulting and the adoption of the
Annual Plan.

This report assists with two key purposes of that Act (located in section 3)
stating the purpose of the act is to promote the accountability of local
authorities to their communities and provide for local authorities to play a
broad role in meeting the current and future needs of their communities for
good-quality local infrastructure, local public services, and performance of
regulatory functions. Buller District Council took the decision to defer the
Long-Term Plan by 12 months to 2025-2034 after the minister for local
government gave this as an option due to the Water Reform Legislation.

Tangata Whenua Considerations
As part of the Enhanced Annual Plan process which explicitly provides for
consultation with Tangata Whenua.

Views of Those Affected
Consultation is required as part of the Enhanced Annual Plan.

Costs

The Draft Enhanced Annual Plan submission process focus on the costs for
the 2024/2025 financial year. As a result of submissions, hearings and
deliberations, the Council will amend the plan as the Council deems
appropriate.
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49 Benefits
Consultation with the community is a pivotal part of ensuring the Draft
Enhanced Annual Plan is aligned to the community benefits sought.

410 Media/ Publicity

It is expected that there will be media and public interest in the hearings as
well as future deliberations. All hearings are live streamed.
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ATTACHMENT 1

024-2025 Enhanced Annual Plan

Session 1: Tab: Page: Speaker/s: Organisation:
9:00am - 9:10am
9:10am - 9:20am
9:20am - 9:30am
9:30am - 9:40am
9:40am - 9:50am
9:50am - 10:00am
10:00am - 10:10am
10:10am - 10:20am
10:20am - 10:30am
10:30am -  10:40am
10:40am - 10:50am
10:50am - 11:00am
11:00am -  11:20am
11:20am - 11:30am
11:30am - 11:40am
11:40am - 11:50am
11:50am - 12:00pm
12:00pm - 1:00pm LUNCH
Session 2 Eap
Hearings: Speaker/s: Organisation:
1:00PM 1:10PM 012 Christine Carter
1:10PM 1:20PM 014 Keith Carter
1:20pm 1:30pm 017 Clint and Vanessa Tamatea
1:30pm 1:40pm 018 Peter Gibson Market Cross Community Groups
1:40pm 1:50pm 587 Toni O'keefe Seddonville Reserve Committee
1:50pm 2:00pm 044 David Orchard Waimangaroa Subcommittee
2:00pm 2:10pm 68 John Bougen
2:10pm 2:20pm 68 John Bougen
2:20pm 2:30m 68 John Bougen
2:30pm 2:40pm 95 Di Hooper
2:40pm 2:50pm 486 Di Hooper
2:50pm 3:00pm 130 Nicki and Dale Singleton/Ashworth
3:00pm 3:10pm |Afternoon Tea
3:10pm 3:20pm 106 Margaret Montgomery Westport Kiwi Holiday Park and Motels
3:20pm 3:30pm 110 Margaret Montgomery Westport Kiwi Holiday Park and Motels
3:30pm 3:40pm 134 Frank Dooley Buller Electricity Limited
3:40pm 3:50pm 135 Frank Dooley Yelood Family Trust
3:50pm 4:00pm 136 Frank Dooley Yelood Family Trust
4:00pm 4:10pm 137 Frank Dooley Yelood Family Trust
4:10pm 4:20pm 146 Frank Dooley
4:20pm 4:30pm 623 Graeme Neylon ( Deputy Chair ICB )
4:30pm 4:40pm 140 Brian & Hamish Jones and MacBeth Karamea Waste Management Group
4:40pm 4:50pm 194 Chris Reynolds
4:50pm 5:00pm 421 Marty Sara
5.00pm 5.10pm 573 John Mcllroy

NOTE: Times/speakers may change without prior notice.
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2024-2025 Enhanced Annual Plan

Session 1:
9:00am - 9:10am
9:10am - 9:20am
9:20am - 9:30am
9:30am - 9:40am
9:40am - 9:50am
9:50am - 10:00am
10:00am - 10:10am
10:10am - 10:20am
10:20am - 10:30am
10:30am -  10:40am
10:40am - 10:50am
10:50am - 11:00am
11:00am -  11:20am
11:20am - 11:30am
11:30am - 11:40am
11:40am - 11:50am
11:50am - 12:00pm

12:00pm - 1:00pm

Session 2 Eap

Hearings:
1:00PM 1:10PM
1:10PM 1:20PM
1:20pm 1:30pm
1:30pm 1:40pm
1:40pm 1:50pm
1:50pm 2:00pm
2:00pm - 2:10pm
2:10pm - 2:20pm
2:20pm - 2:30m
2:30pm - 2:40pm
2:40pm - 2:50pm
2:50pm - 3:00pm
3:00pm - 3:10pm
3:10pm - 3:20pm
3:20pm - 3:30pm
3:30pm - 3:40pm
3:40pm - 3:50pm
3:50pm - 4:00pm
4:00pm - 4:10pm

Submission
No#

151

153

166

190

144

199

202

204

207

219

221

222

224

225

230

243

Item:

254
629
149
260

291
105
376
321
330

622

360

468
378
391
417
443
461

Page:

Page:

Speaker/s:

Organisation:

John Botma

Hilary Ladds

Adriana James

Lynne Duncan

Linda Grammer

Buller Tramping Club

Linda and lan Mulholland

Wendy Margaret Thompson

Annie and Kevin Quinn

Shane Goodhoe

Ray Curnow

Allen Morris

Sarah Stephen

Charleston - Waitakere Community Group

Morning Tea

Paul Reynolds

Jessica Paley - Atkins

Buller Promotion Group

Jesse and Jessica Paley - Atkins

Gentle Annie Seaside Accomodation and Camping Ground

Murray Dellaca

Westport Advantage LTD

LUNCH

Speaker/s:

Organisation:

Peter Mackie

Stan and Carroll Campbell

Kair Lippiatt

Kevin Smith

Tony Bartley

Graham Howard (snr)

Jeanette Saxby

Marilyn Wearing

Paul Colyer

Zinnia Foster

Hospitality New Zealand

Chanyapak Sirikulsupakon

Afternoon Tea

lan McKenzie

Annette Rugg

JoAnne Smith

P Grant

Leanne O'Dea

Dave Gibson
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5 Enhanced

Session 1: Tab:
9:00am - 9:10am 487
9:10am - 9:20am 488
9:20am - 9:30am 489
9:30am - 9:40am 492
9:40am - 9:50am 493
9:50am - 10:00am 504

10:00am - 10:10am 512
10:10am -  10:20am 519
10:20am - 10:30am 523
10:30am -  10:40am 533
10:40am - 10:50am 550
10:50am - 11:00am 555
11:00am - 11:20am
11:20am -  11:30am 586
11:30am - 11:40am 630
11:40am -  11:50am 621
11:50am - 12:00pm 145
12:00pm - 1:00pm
Session 2 Eap Hearings: Item:
1:00PM 1:10PM
1:10PM 1:20PM
1:20pm 1:30pm
1:30pm 1:40pm
1:40pm 1:50pm
1:50pm 2:00pm
2:00pm - 2:10pm
2:10pm - 2:20pm
2:20pm - 2:30pm
2:30pm - 2:40pm
2:40pm - 2:50pm
2:50pm - 3:00pm
3:00pm - 3:10pm
3:10pm - 3:20pm
3:20pm - 3:30pm
3:30pm - 3:40pm
3:40pm - 3:50pm
3:50pm - 4:00pm
4:00pm - 4:10pm

nnual Plan

Page:

Page:

Speaker/s:

Karen Civil

Ronald Williams

Ronald Williams

Rae Reynolds

Rae Reynolds

Robert Johns

David.G Collins

Graeme Russ

Murray Hammond

Debs Martin Kotahitanga mo te Taiao / The Nature Conservancy New Zealand
Susan Waide Karamea information and Resource Centre
Susan Waide Karamea Information and Resource Centre
Morning Tea
Neil Mouat
Neil Mouat
Sean Casey St Canice's Parish Trust Board
Sean Casey Buller Chartered Accountants Ltd
LUNCH
Speaker/s: Or

Afternoon Tea
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ATTACHMENT 2

96 16 62 448 57 131 448
SUBMISSIONS: Enhanced Annual Plan Option1 | Option2 | Option3 Option1 | Option2 e -
2024-2025 Noview [XERTIEA edited No view Alternative form Summary
Reduce Keep
Continue Keep Revised
rogramme Current
o. |Forename Organisatio g ate Eihding '::I”med -$ Top 3 Topics Top 3 Topics Top 3 Topics
Y
1 |Michael Avers x N/A x N/A N/A
[Questions investigation. N/A
2 neat Clementson . Lobby government to maintain level of funding or .
increase.
concerns N/A
3 |Matt Sweeney x Affordability concerns x
[We favour user pays - bring in water meters. i i
4« |oarry (Walker Rate Payer R continue with submitted programme . /e favour user pays - bring in water meters. |We would like an effective storm water system at
Carters Beach
Disagrees with single household users paying [Questions if there is any plan to revise rates rebate
for bigger users of water scheme.
5 |Kathryn Bainbridge x N/A x
[Questions staff salaries.
6 |Aaron Tate x x A
7_|sawyers x x
Incorrect rating info for property. Disagrees |N/A
with proposed method. No Wastewater
[charges for septic tank users.
8 [Kelly Rea x N/A x
[Would like policy left as is.
9 |tee-Ann Avery x s issue of health and safety for some roads. x
Incorrect rating info for property. Disagrees
with proposed method. No Wastewater
10 |Allan Rea x N/A x |charges for septic tank users. Would support
la water meter system
[Suggests funding to install individual rain __ [Does not favour expense of the cultural hub.
Jwater tanks.
1 o Carrington x N/A x Affordability
i - [Questions a community group run water
12 |christine Carter X QualltvFon(lol needed for contracts. Will not vote on x lscheme for Little Wanganui. More time
avicptions needed for further comments.
i T object to Councils near 20%
13 ion [Wilson R N Agrees to Governments 2% increase. 1 obj Affordability
increase
14 |Keith Carter o Concern for continued borrowings. Roading work should N Concerned what upgrades are being required. [Glasseye Creek needs to be resealed.
come with warrantee.
N/A [Review user charges for council facilities. Core
15 |Max Gallavin x N/A x
services need to be affordable.
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96 16 62 448 57 131 448
SUBMISSIONS: Enhanced Annual Plan option1 | Option2 | Option3 Option1 | Option2 ek “ °
2024-2025 Noview [XSTILY" edited No view Summary
Reduce Keep
Continue Keep Revised
programme Current
o. |Forename Organisatio g ate Eihding '::I';“‘ed -$ Top 3 Topics Top 3 Topics Top 3 Topics
16_|Alison Dunacan x N/A x N/A N/A
Clint and
17 |Cinean Tamatea x N/A x N/A N/A
Vanessa
/A [Market Cross Community Group - funding request
Market Cross ) Y e N
s b o b A - i derable mai to service public toilets, lighting and lawnmowing. sa000
eter ibson Community Grovp x ramea Highway requires considerable maintenance. x Would ke 2.5K p/a funding Increased to 3k pfa. !
nc
19 [Ross Edd x x
20_|Nelson Bee x N/A x ial water users should pay more. _|Disagrees with water meters for
21 Jrony obertoon etre . Concern Council s not keeping to 21-24 work M
2 o Douthett R —— R [Concern about affordability and spending on Cost/ usage of fordabilty
23 [Mike Malgue X N/A X [Agrees with revised policy. concerns. Affordability
24_|loanne Mackay X X
[Agrees with everyone being on water
meters. Concern for higher charges for
business. Disagrees with proposed policy.
25 [Ray Lunn Bazils x  [n/a x
Estate A Lester - 80 Disagrees with proposed policy. Affordability
26 |Lynette Smith Peel St, Westport x x concerns.
7825
27 |omete — R R Disagrees with proposed policy. Affordability
concern
28_|Kyle and Alicia__|Walker x x
i i i Tobject to Councils near 20%
29 |Michael Quinn B N [Would like a 0% increase considered. Tobject to Councis near
increase
30_[peter Chan X X
—Teor -
33 [Stephenand Gillam N X [Spending concerns.
Nicola G
32_|losephine Martin x x
33 |Peter Short X X
20 |esther e . ] Pays too much for water Opposed to rate rise. Affordability concern. Raises S
issues with contractor. Cost of waste unaffordable. consultants
35 [AlandTE Cainn X x
[Remove portaloo toilet from Hector.
Neakawau R
36 |is Mathers gakawau Reserve x x
Subcommittee
37 |wonneBrace |Heart N Change Karamea road to a toll road if ut becomes a . concerns. Disagrees with use of consultants. Disagrees with Cost/ usage of
ratepaver nending on the hub.
i i Cost. f
38 |VanessaBrace |James x NZTA, funded through tax should pay. x concerns. Disagrees with use of consultants. ost / usage o
i i i i Cost F
39 |Malcolm Brace - NZTA, funded through tax and petrol should pay. X concerns. :ls:grees with use of consultants. Disagrees with ost / usage of
u
Pinnacle Fishing [Opposed to water changes. atfordability concerns.
208-208A
0 x x Affordabilit
Palmerston St ( v
Ishoos)
Pinnacle Fishing JOpposes water rates. Affordability concerns.
a1 112-114 x x Affordal
Palmerston St
i i i r Infrastructure |
22 |atcom race Disagracs with local governmant paying for ead. . concems. Disagrees with consultant use. Disagrees with hub. fordabity frastructure ssues { |0
Roading, water etc)
43 |alison Fox x Disagrees with local government paying for road. x concerns. Pisagrees with consultant use. Affordability Infrastructure Issues |, 4 o¢ consultants
Roading, water etc)
Disagrees with any rate increases. Disagrees with
w: :
24 1ane and David  |Orchard aimangaroa x x staff and councillor numbers. Affordal | want no increase i rates $39,796 |Affordability
Subcommittee concemns. Funding request for Waimangaroa
a5 _[carl Smith x x
4 iocelyn arwood N . Disagrees with increase in rates. Investigate JUnhappy with rate increase proposal. Suggests
other fundine source findine alternative funding stream:
47 |uinda McLellan x Suggests seeking tenders for roading work. R Unhappy with water quality. Mi.mam ‘waste water services to reduce flooding
sk,
28_|[shelly x X
29 |Megan Williams. X x
Reefview Holdings
50 |Tom Horncastle x x
Ltd
51 [kathy o . . Disagrees with charging for water services if
jthev do not use.
52 |Wing Tae Law a Utuierstand the need for increase of rates but disagrees N Understand the need for Increase of rates but —
with amount disaerees with amount
3 |oate rshworth N N Disagrees with charging for water services if
thev do not use,
5a_|craig Coleman x N/A x Disagrees with proposed policy
55 _[lade Armstrong x [Disagrees with rate rise. Affordability concerns. X Disagrees with rate rise. concerns. 0% rate rise. Affordability
56 |susanna schacter ol . [Agrees with temporary increase for the betterment of . Disagrees with charging for water services if
Slaughterhouse Co. roads. they do not use.
57_|donna Erooby x X
58 |pianne Linton . . [Would like Glasseye Creek resealed. Feedback and
ions on various oroiects / charees.
59 [lanandJane __[Stevenson X x Limit input from
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60 |shayne Barry . — . [Would like policy to be revised. Suggestions
detailed
61 _|Kerri Morton X Keep budget in line with funding. X Disagrees with extra costs. Find more affordable solutions.
62 lion oark . Maintain planned expenditure if kept in line with .
standards.
63 [susan [Ellmers x x
64_|Mira Schwill x x
65_|Toni O'Keefe x x
Charlotte i i i
66 May x Disagrees with spending more. x Disagrees with proposed policy
Georgina
67_|Nicola [Coburn x x Does not support proposed policy.
Disagrees with proposed policy. Reefton in
68 |iohn Bougen . Charges for small population with the largest roading . need of further accommodation and this
area is unfair. revised policy would make it unaffordable.
69_[shona Coles x "
70 |padta Crammer culler Bidge Motel R R Disagree with proposed policy. [Waste and water problem need to be resolved
before additional rate rise:
71_|Stacey [Adams x x
72_|Ray Moroney x Cost should be covered with fuel tax X Disagrees with metering.
° - - - ot T
7 |maria i R [Affordabiliy concern. R [Spending queried. Disagrees v:!th consultant use. Requests a stop to ost/ usage o
nding.
74 |oay weency . . [Agrees the policy needs revision but needs _[Affordability concern. Negative impact to business.
to be fair
75 |Emily Morris x Best long term option x
76 iomn sondy . R Disagrees with proposed policy. Impact on
77_|iulie Palm x x Enough rates paid
[ F— R R Disagrees with proposed policy. Impact on
[ dewood . 1 Don't believe it is an appropriate time for expansive .
plans.
80_|Heather [Blair x X [Agrees to user pays. [Would like to see where rates are spent.
81 |less Curtis. X X
82_|Andrea Wildman x Unknown funding amount at present. X
& |wildman R e e e, R Disagree with charging people for services _|Staffing concerns. Waste management affordability.
not utilised
84_|Caitiin McDonald x x
85_|Rachel England-Brassy L x X None
Right Wheel i
8 |Dave Millar ent Whee x Nil x i
Driving Limited
1o Duston x x
Wayne Pratt x Unsure if applicable. X Unsure if applicable
Tania Newman x x
Cameron Colyer x x 1 d about i
Marty Sara x x Ibisagree with proposed policy.
92 [lanandMike  |Furze x [Affordability concerns. Disagree with level of spending x [Agrees with proposed policy. Affordability. [No more than 5% Increase
53_|Helen Sawyers X X il [No more than 5% increase
94 |Brent x X Disagrees with pay rises
Disagrees with any rate rise. Reduce staff
As Buller District Council is
continually increasing its rates by
more than the national rate of
inflation it must learn to budget
appropriately and consider the
welfare of its residents. | do not
(want an increase in rates greater
95 i Hooper Superannuitent x x than 0%. Get on the central
governments page. Reduce staff.
Your plan needs re-writing. It gets
a D from me for literacy. It is not
readable, simply expressed or
easily understood.
0% rates
96 |Daniel Reynolds a Disagree with infrastructure projects. Affordability X [Concern with level of staff and affordability. |Disagree with meeting regulation.
concern.
57 _|[Shayne Kennedy x safety is x concern. Disagree with any increase over 10%
Disagree with increase in rates.
As Buller District Council is
continually increasing its rates by
more than the national rate of
inflation it must learn to budget
appropriately and consider the
welfare of its residents. | do not
it an i i te te
98 [Karen civi X |Would like speed limit on road. Safety issues. x iant an increase I rates greater
than %. Don't want increase. It's
bad enough now and the fact that
we pay 2 council sets of rates with
Westport and Greymouth is
ludicrous. No increase. Use the
money govt gives for substantial
things. Not waste it.
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y
N O Carters Beach Top } ] [aree with change of policy but with a
2 10 Holiday Park fD"ECl n!ethnd.leszgrees with the way the
.
100 |Peter Durkin X X
101 |Bryan Keith Campbell R N [Refer to 'Request to amend rating
i database’
| understand the economic
situation for all ratepayers and
that times will be challenging with
rate increases. However | would
like to Council to consider
budgeting funds for the economic
development of the region along
with the promotion of the region.
ook at Kaikoura. A much small
District Council than ours and they
have a very active Council
promotion organisation i.e.
102 |argaret orant . R Destination Kaikoura. My
thoughts are also that some way
we have to find an avenue to help
Westport's Commercial area.
Every town needs their
commercial hub and as many
businesses are struggling to stay
in business on Palmerston Street
and surrounds. It concerns us all
to see empty premises so any
relief for the business would be
appreciated. We must keep our
town vibrant to encourage people
to live here.
Feedback on water changes
I
103 [pavid Hingston e Buller Court x x Mentionned Council double Affordabi
dipping
[ would like to know what the revised policy
104 |Lynda Hill x x |would be before I make a decision on this
uestinn
[Council plan and budget for ongoing work _|Reduce consultant costs
[programs - Eg waterpipe renewals, footpaths JWould like Council to give 3 monthly update on
i |- Howard (sen) " R etc and advise ratepayers what hasbeen  Jplans on what is getting done Affordability Cost / usage of
[done and is to be done 3 monthly. Do need consultatns
to be done work to good quality not patch-
[Metered water | Al properties should have metered water
[Make AP easier to read
106 [Margaret Montgomery x x Usage of district posters should be free
More promotion of tourism
if you have several water connections you | There is limited information
should be paying for each accordingly. 1=1, [Ifyou have several water cannections you should
- )= Infrastruct e
107 [Allan and x Clean kurbs, upkeep and maintenance of infrastructure x 5=5, 10=10. pay " rads. ructure lssues (
[The mayor is lucky he doesn't know how much his Roading, water etc)
rates are when we need to cringe every 3 months
Galbraith Paint
108 [Barry and Nicky |Galbraith “ad raith Painting x x
[Seems you have already gone ahead with _|Waste collection is poor. Giving private contractor
the first option without consultation to set charges is bad. Council should set charges,
109 |Brian Allison X e o entanceed R LI renty X listen to ratepayer. Explore other options. Current Affordability
Ratepayers do not have deep pockets. one yellow bin and glass is poor. No green waste
bin is poor. Bag prices are a joke!
[When the water letters were received, nota_[Concerned about new policy,
long enough amount of time [Concerned about affordability
Incorrect information in letters
\Westport Kiwi ! N
: Unfairness of water policy
10 |m Montgomery |Holiday Park and x x
Motels
o i . ey R . Being on a fixed income, we canot afford to |The proposed 19% rise in our ratesis unacceptable - rortamn
e e ——— pay anyincresss inourate. We areon_ [Ratepayers cannot pay anymore without ik of v
ion ank avine tn i
MaKe Savings In other areas In order to continue [Water and wastewater should be a public _|Reject climate emergency
essential services, such as roading repair. Areas of 00 eep water as a public good
212 || Mark voung . savings should include outside consultants (trust your i People could be inpoverished Cost / usage of
own staff for advice), scrap the sea wall project and consultatns
simply dredge the river, avoid spedning on vanity
ject
113 |s Heslop x Stop wasteful spending , for more revenue gathering. M jAnnual plan not required

top increasing rate:
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Buller District Preferred option as it may create less impact in rates, [Rates charges would be fairer if a clear policy [The level of service would not reduce much If level
114 [uliana Ruiz counci x the level of services would not reduced as much and it x is adopted of funding stays the same
will have less impact in the asses. Rates wauld he falrer with new nolicy
115 [Simon Walker X X
[Blacks P i i
116 |elen eollinger facks Point . R [overall happy with Council, staff, mayor etc
Museum
117_|NA NA NA x x N/A N/A
Tdon't understand the difference between option 1and No rates increase for water
118 |Margaret Jones x ootion 3. x
Potential decrease of staff wage: [Chiorine in the water [We should have debt collection
o | buncan " Potential sale of the airport «
Roading is key to the infrastructure of the westcoast and Drinking water standards
[very much so for Buller following the weather events of
recent years, the council needs to push for as much
support as possible while funding where it is most
needed , the karamea bluff road and Maybelle bay and
120 |Philip John Plaisted x Buller gorge need addressing as they are a current x
logistical challenge and pose a serious threat if majorly
severed as the likes of the Manawatu gorge this effect
[would be detrimental to the district and should be seen
of high importance while considering roading efforts and
funding both current and going forward
William John & T
12 |Wilam John & [ . . concern. Staffing level concern. Affordability
Maree Ann
122 [Steve McQueen x Consider alternative funding sources. X [Consider outside assistance.
123 |orant Richards " —— N [Reduce rates, stick within agreed budgets [Affordability concern. Request to stop un-necessary Affordability
ending.
124 [Jeannine Colville x x
125 [Steven [Woodcock x x
[Request 0% rate rise [Affordability concern.
126 |Adrienne Fraser x x
127 |ohil utherford N R [Agrees with revised policy [Affordability concerns. Agrees with user pays for
rvices, Consider alternative funding stream
128 |angela Hamson N S ——— N Disagree with charging for services which are |Disagree with rate increase.
not orovided
ility concern. [Affordability concern.
129 |Geoff Volckman Riverlands Farm Ltd] x Budget on assumption NZTA will find as budgeted. x INo rate increased higher than 10% Affordability
130 |Nicki and Dale e Reo a Te Taiohi N R [Funding request for TE Reo a Te Taiahi, operation of 510,000
th [Youth Voice Kawati
o n L 3
131 |Heidi Newland X Disagree with rate rise. x [Reduce consultatn use. Disagrees with rate rise. Cost / usage of
132 |Joseph Shabashow R \/a R Dlsaglree with chaging for sections without _[Disagree with chaging for sections without supply.
upoly
133 |Amanda stuart N /a R Dlsaglree with chaging for sections without _[Disagree with chaging for sections without supply.
upoly.
130 |reane e suller Electricity . | will present the Company concerns during the . | will present the company concerns during — [BEL opposes adoption of the Annual plan in its draft
v Limited submission hearing process. the submission hearing process for. Detailed submissions will be presented during
N [Will speak to submission Disagrees with draft plan.
Yelood Propert
135 [FTaP Dooley elood Properties x Will speak to submission x
Limited
136 [FT&IP Dooley Yelood Family Trust x [Will speak to submission x [ Will speak to submission Pisagrees with draft plan.
137 |FT Dooley Yelood Family Trust] X Wil speak to submission X [Will speak to submission Disagrees with draft plan.
138 |Kathleen Stuart X |Disagrees with rate rise. X Disagrees with proposed policy. concern. | Affordability
Karamea [Funding request for Karamea Community
139 [Brian Jones Community x Keep within budget. x incorporated. $1k p/a for track and $500 for $1,500)
Jones and Karamea Waste [Funding request and consultation for waste
140 |Brian & Hamish |0 Management X X [management. No amount specificed.
Group.
[Questions previous work completed in [Consultatant use questioned. Disagrees with
Cost / usage of .
141 |[Clare Tibbles x x Reefton. |Central Government water policies. Affordability Affordability
- - - —e - ot F
142 |Grant Phillips N e st N Disagrees with cost associa ed with meeting [Disagree with consultant use. ost / usage of
central directives
143 |paut opsomer B R Disagrees with proposed policy. Disagrees
with calculation method.
- suller Tramping [BDC needs to take action to protect [Budget funds to protect local assets. Prioritise
144 |Linda Grammer Club x none x signficiant land and existing Jclimate change.
ter
C/-Buller Will speak to submission
145 |sean Casey Chartered x x
|Accountants Ltd
0'Conor Institute Will speak to submission
146 |Frank Dooley x X
Trust Board
147 [Nathan [Thompson X
148 [Richard [Arlidge X X [Move towards rating dwellings. Disagrees with land value rating system.
149 |Kair Lippiatt X Iatfordability concerns. R :leum like to see public toilets in Northern
uller.
[ASURE Chelsea Disagrees with the proposed policy. Will
150 |Lynne Elvins Gateway Motor x x impact business.
Lodge
151 [john Botma X X Disagrees with proposed policy.
152_[William Rodnell X Questions spending. X Disagrees with increase.
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153 |Hiary Ladds . «  |Psrees witha revised policy but not the
ronosed
154 [Franz Heinrich Mueller X Affordability concern. M concern Affordabllity concern Affordability
155 |L. Bowman S Barrett X X
Disagrees with proposed changes, Disagrees
156 [Phillip Stuart x Disagreed with rate increase. x with charging for service not being used.
[Requests increase in service for footpaths in
157 |annerTe HARRISON ; « [Reefton, disagrees with waste charges. Disagrees
with funding cycleways from road charges.
158 |Trefor Jones X Disagress with increased rate X Revise how water Is supplied in retore areas.
| do not want an increase in rates
159 [Nicola Hill-Hickey x x Feedback re waste.
greater than 5%
Feedback regarding Reefton specificissues on highwa
160 [Nicholas Harrison x RIS R ghway X Feedback re waste.
and footpaths
161 |margaret - . . [Approves of installing water meters. Disagree with contractor work. cost/ usageof
; ? y " .
E pp Dlsagreles with wastewater being applied in consultants
eneral rate
162 |Lex [Blackadder X X
i Cost / usage of
163 |arent oak R — . [Agrees to a user pays model [Affordability concern. Disagree with staff and Affordability 7 usag
contrctor number:
164 |Robert Alexander|stewart N N [Would like to see stormwater system
uosized.
165 [loy Prebble X Disagrees with funding model X
- - - - T
166 |Adriana James 5 Disagrees with any rate increase M Disagrees with any rate increase. Dlsagr.ees with consultant use. D.Asagre.e? with Affordability Cost / usage of
dherine to central
Allan and il
167 [Aanan ratter N . [Affordability concerns.
Elizabeth 0% rate increase requested.
Feedback re waste. Tdo not want an increase in rates
168 |Lynda Hill x x
greater than 5%
169 [lames Hill 7 N Feedback re waste. I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%
Requests reduction in council cost. nfrastructure Issues (
170 |cecilia Upson x x i
P 0% rate increase requested. Roading, water etc)
T do not want an increase in rates
171 (Cheryl Fick x x
greater than 0%
ne i inr:
172 |Tjard  du Plessis o X I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
) ] - [Does not understand rates. | dont understand I do not want an increase in rates
173 [10anne Mackay x  [pisagrees with rate increase. x
greater than 0%
174_|Engela du Plessis X x
175 |cheryt odnell . R —— . 0% rate increase. Not good for us. The 0% rate increase request
putting the increase up
176 |Pauline Ansley 3 X I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
177 |curtis Rusbatch X M | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
1 di t it an i i te
178 |ronman atcherior . " 0 not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
179 |leffery Luke o X I do not want an increase in rates
[greater than 0%
180 |Radha Harris X M | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
i i I do not want an increase in rates Cost / usage of
181 [cory Buchanan x x Pisagrees with consultants. Affordability / usag
greater than 0%
182 [oylan Rusbatch 3 N Lower them, rip off I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0% / -10%
183 |Glen Rusbatch x X Lower them, getting ridiculous | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
I do not want an increase in rates
184 [Quentin parkinson x x
greater than 0%
185 |Abbey Rusbatch . X I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
186
| do not want an increase in rates
187 [Kellee Biggs x x
&8 greater than 0%
I do not want an increase in rates
188 [Helen Rusbatch x x
greater than 0%
189 |chris Rusbatch . X I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
| do not want an increase in rates
190 [Lynne Duncan x x
greater than 0%
I do not want an increase in rates
191 |Rylee Julz Duncan x x
greater than 0%
| would ike the current councilstood down. Thave |, 0,14 ike to reject the current
192 |Lorna Lavery M x no faith in current council. THEY NEED TO GO far far proposal for the rates increase. |
away- would like a "0%" increase.
I do not want an increase in rates
193 [Doreen Ryan x x
greater than NIL%
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No view

This is State Highway. Government should fund it.

57

131

448

Option 1

Option 2

Revised

Keep.
Current

No view

[No-one connection. One charge. As in your
bylaws

[Businesses won't be able to survive with rates and
compliance costs rising. Rubbish should be charged
jon user pays basis. Pay cuts for council

Timing of release of consultation

not acceptable. Toilet tax - ridiculous idea.Rating
consistency - imperative for survival of town to
ensure we have NO rate rise. Hub was another
[example of wasted money. Trust in our council at
an all time low.

Funding requested - $
only

Top 3 Topics

ATTACHMENT 2

Summary

Top 3 Topics

Top 3 Topics

| don't want a rates rise of more
than 0%. ZERO

Landcaster and
Hewitt

195 [Rand S

I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%

196 |Lynda Reynolds

Believes this should be goverment funded

Believes this should be kept to one
ion. One charge.

[Any rate rise should never be greater than the rate
Jof inflation.Work undertaken by council needs to be
for core functions only and kept to minimal costs.
[The business sector of Westport is bing particularly
impacted by random and sometimes illegal
[compliance costs demanded by council - trade wast,
WOF costs. Council has no comprehension of the
[damage they are causing this town amid crippling
rising costs and their relctance to be honest and
with the public.

197 [David Barnes

Reduce overall programme to reflect Waka Kotahi's level
of investment

[Keep the policy the same on how water and

targeted rates are charged.

I do not approve of the proposed rate increase:
[Majority of ratepayers are financially stressesd.
[Council and Govt need to face up to the fact Rate
Jand Tax payers are already at the limit of their
finances with no access to further income to meet
increases.
[Cancel LGNZ membership.

Westport Harbour: note harbour activities of
the port and dredging finances are ringfenced. A
Jsignificant assumption contained in the plan is the
new large commercial operator would be trialling
shipping out of the port from 2023-24 and funding
[ Westport Harbour. Does Westland Minieral Snads
Port Management contract allow them to set thier
wharfage and port charges? All assumptions on
Harbour finances are unrelaistic if they continue to
truck to and ship out of Nelson. What if the
operation does not proceed after trial?

Income has already fallen below prediction of the
LTP ring fenced or not, this debt will have to be
funded at some time.

[Kawatiri: use for out-port dredging contracts
provided small net income . Nelson only possible
viabe annual contract for BDC.

[Kawatiri Significant Budget Capital Expenditure:
$818,000 Kawatiri DOP pump installation and
lengine upgrades - project neiher accurately
documented or costed. Estimate only so effect
llusory and leading to unsafe decision. Explanation

198 [Steve White

Believes coun pandering lowering to local govt
|standards and should be using local knowledge and
kills t

I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 7%

Grammer and

199 [tindaandlan G0 0o

[We ask BDC to leam from the mistakes of previous
[councils and now do the right thing by its
ratepayers. As well as for Council budgett funds to
actively oppose Setvenson Mining's ill -advised plan
for coal mine on Te Kuha and in 100+ ha of the
[Westport Water Conservation Reserve. We would
like to see the current levels of service for parks and
reserves maintenance be maintained. Like to see a
process for Notable Trees. By providing green
spaces and open areas that contribute to
indigenous biodiversity and people's enjoyment of
our

Wendy and
Michael

Easton and
Fischer

| do not agree with any rate increase at all/and the
water increase. | have not had time to consider any
of these increases and do not feel the increases are
ustified with the two toilet rule. | feel there is no
clear communication to offer the residents of
[Westport to making clear consise delivery of
information on rates and increasing our rates is so

I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%

201 |Gary Clarke

[No mandatory charges

I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 3%

202 |Wendy Margaret | Thompson

[Questions the infromation and calculations.

203 |Ladvina Clarke

[No mandatory charges

I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 3%

204 |Annie and Kevin |Quinn

[Questions spending and transparency.

I do not want an increase in rates

|greater than 0%
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[Affordability concern. Disagrees with consultant use. R R
205 |Brian McFarlane a X | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
206 |xart [ R N 1'do not want an increase in rates
|greater than 0%
Disagrees with rating system and with
207 [shane Goodhoe X X paying for a service which isn't used.
208 |Lucy ackson . X 1'do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
200 |wendy Reynolds R R Propose a 0% increase I object to councils near 20% Infrastructure Issues
increase Roading, water etc)
210 |Susan Watson X X
211 [stephen Reynolds R . Propose a 0% increase T object to councils near 20% Infrastructure Issues (
increase Roading, water etc)
212 [Nicola Greig X N Feels the organisation is ineffective. I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%
213 o [\Williams R B [Would like more information on where funds are || do not want an increase in rates
being sent greater than 0%
214 |L \Williams a X | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
215 (Barbara Read X N [Questions intergrity of Council. I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
The O'Conor
216 |Susan Watson Institute Trust X X
Board
217 |Tristan Duthie X X concerns. Affordability
218 |AM Blythe Chrystal Lodge Ltd x x concerns. jComments re waste.
219 |Rar Curnow X X concerns for renters.
220 |Desna Bruce __|Walker X Clarity requested. X in favour of users pays ncerns
[Question the need and reasons for the [Questions employee benefits expenses
Basedlon|hypotheticallsituations revised policy [Would like a list of staff names, job titles and PD's
221 (Allen Morris x  |targe cloud in relation to Project Management Office x Possibly persuade people to seek a (ts all from ratepayers money
Not possible to make a decision i
[small districts may need to revert to
Charleston - [Not submitting on water [Submission in relation to Charleston Waitakere
222 [Sarah Stephen Waitakere X [Not submitting for roading X [Community Group tssues (
Community Group [Would like funding but understands the issue Roading, water etc)
Do not support an increase
223 |Karen Villarroel X M Keep the things that are absolutely necessary Affordability
[Water rates are far too expensive
5 e e
Excessive increases due to excessive Deliberately unclear why rates incraease
i Deficient staff
istracti | Last 13 years went
224 ||paul Reynolds X Distraction from rates grab! R r wdn up $800 Affordability Cost / usage of
[Money is waste consultants
[Consultants costs
[Council are promoting non necessary services
Branding strategy submission
[Would like to foster collaboration
[Seed funding request for Buller Promotion Group
Buller Promotion P
225 [lessica Paley - Atkins X x Breakdown of individuals and groups who support
Group $10,000
Buller Promotion Group
[Workshop notes around promoting Buller
Vision for Buller promotion Group
226 |Fiona Sarten 2 x | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%
227 |Aiden Bonisch 7 x I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
228 |Heather Thompson X N [Councillors must be accountable I do not want an increase in rates
be greater than 0%
229 |io Absalom a x | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%
[Would like BDC to maintain De Delmanches Rd
Gentle Annie sealing the road would be long term outcome
o 32291 guest nights, 12,000 annual visitors
230 |lesse and Jessica [Paley - Atkins |0 d x Need good safe access X Employes 12 full-time staff Upkeep of de
i
Jover 50 letters of support from Business' malmanches road
Camping Ground "
Breakdown of community outcomes
[Multiple breakdown of letters of support
231 [Kerry Blinkhorne x N 1 do not want an increase in rates
|greater than 10%
232 [Fay X X [Any rates increase over inflation is unaffordable || do not want an increase in rates
Could be forced to leave Westoort greater than 5%
233 |Hayley Williams x x [Too expensive to live if rates increase | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
234 |Deborah Kirkwood 2 N [May discourage homebuyers to Buller I do not want an increase in rates
[Mav discourage rental market greater than 5%
235 |Linda Graham a X | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
[Wastewater rates bound on madness
236 [Tom Horncastle Reefview Holdings x x [ Would leave 12 tenants without a home

[Think hard about the consequences of the rates rise
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237 |parin Hosking 3 M | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
Dethnell of BDC
There will be a higher overall debtor ledger
David and for the council
28 | Caylene Russell = x Doesn’t understand the policy
ic and unfair
I P " N Tdo not want an increase in rates
greater than 1%
240 [Thomas 3 M | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 1%
241 |iulie McDonald 2 B I do not want an increase in rates
greater than 1%
22 |croig coleman . . ;i::ii‘:::v::::i:::5;::::‘::;:‘;x‘;‘:’::r:ih"' I do not want an increase in rates Infrastructure Issues (
Prinking water reater than 0% Roading, water etc)
Needs to be consideration for exceptional _[Westport Advantage (WA) owns 52 Russell St
business cases. complex leased to Epic and Radcliffes (two separate
businesses), OK with 2x water and waste rates
Westport being charged. Proposal says Sx- i this a mistake?
243 |Murray Dellaca drtage LTD x X Epic = communal working space for customers with
aifferent levels of occupation at different times of
[day. WA are not shareholders of Epic, are the
ratepayers and have two tenants = two lots of
Jwaste and water rates?
248 |wayne . " 1o not want an increase in rates
greater than 1%
[Opposes water and sewerage proposal - rushed
[nature and reliance on inaccurate QV/council data,
believes it to be inequitable. Communication was
confusing and crucial details missing. New policy
will mean rates rise to 6720.40 from 4229.40, is
unmanageable. Built unit for elderly mother under
90 m2 50 as not to be considered as dwelling, and
[oined drains/sewerage onto existing dwelling at
Jown cost to maintain one connection. Cannot be
subdivided off or properly used as a rental,
245 [lenny Collin X x effectively an extension of main house/for family
only. Should be a remission policy to address this
instead of paying for two additional connnectioons.
User pays should guide charges and commercial
properties be monitored and metered
appropriately. Better efforts to identify and
communicate with affected ratepayers necessary.
Descriptions currently held by QV mean some
existing qualifying properties with tenants may not
be identified, creating animosity. SUIP description
removed from 2024/25 AP i
[No mandatory charges, no $ consultants, - -
246 |Norma ODea x Fatepayers, esp. eldery not working can'tafford :;;':::::;:‘ increase in rates Cost of consultants | Affordability
247 |R \Watson o M e | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
! No hub. I do not want an increase in rates
248 [salesi x x
greater than 0%
y concerned about proposal to_[|Council must do all it can to keep rates to.a
charge 50% of water charge to properties not |minimum - increases are putting high stress on
but within 50 m of a water line.  |household finances - the proposed increases are
Status quo should be maintained - no unaffordable to many.
ion to boundary, not connected to
supply, no rates charge. Concerned that
with no ion to the
[boundary and in locations where water
249 |Leanne Sinclair " « supply is non-potable/subject to boil water
notice - in this case 50% charge is
as most people wouldn't
Jchoose to connect anyway due to quality
issues. Extra charge plus cost of
isn't fair or acceptable
and is unaffordable during a cost of living
crisis.
Roading needs to be kept equal to the amount
250 |sorah <hannon . . given by land transport, don'tincrease rates to pay |1 do not want an increase in rates
for more. Keep rubbish user-pays, no community  [greater than 0%
hub,
251 _|Lisa-Marie Garrett X X Zero would be great
252 X X
Rates have virtually doubled in 8yrs has owned
253 |Linda Shearer X x property. Shouldn't pay anything above inflation  [Zero would be great
toat for 0% _
254 |Peter Mackie g B No hub. Tdo not want an increase in rates
greater than 0%
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255 [David Jackson X B Tdo not want an increase in rates
greater than 5%
- - £ - -
256 [Daniel Neil B " [This rates rise has got to stop, too much money do not want an ncrease in rates
wasted greater than 0%
257 [Malcolm Smith 3 B | do not want an increase in rates
greater than 2%
258 |lazper Hamilton X B | do not want an increase in rates

greater than 4%

270




ATTACHMENT 3.1

271



ATTACHMENT 3.1

272



ATTACHMENT 3.1

273



ATTACHMENT 3.1

274



ATTACHMENT 3.1

275



ATTACHMENT 3.1

276



ATTACHMENT 3.1

277



ATTACHMENT 3.1

278



ATTACHMENT 3.1

279



ATTACHMENT 3.1

280



TRE -

0 BUL.. s - -

RE:SSIONMAY 2024
Pt AN 2024/25

CONSULTATION
BRC ENHANCED AM®NE

Withhold contact details {from onifve submiesions

| would like to speak af the enbaresd APReg-ings YES / @

As Buller Distriet Council is co#  nally .~ asing its rates by niore than the
uational rate of inflation it muaz - rru to lnedset appropiiately and consider

.............................................................................................

............................................................................................

........................................................................................

.................................................................................................

281

ATTACHMENT 3.1



ATTACHMENT 3.1

282



ATTACHMENT 3.1

283



ATTACHMENT 3.1

284



ATTACHMENT 3.1

285



ATTACHMENT 3.1

286



ATTACHMENT 3.1

287



ATTACHMENT 3.1

288



ATTACHMENT 3.1

289



ATTACHMENT 3.1

290



ATTACHMENT 3.1

201



ATTACHMENT 3.1

292



CONBULTATY - SUBMISSION
BDC ANNUAL PLAN 2024/25

ooooooooo ttrsedrndatrk

1T ) SO
Withhold contact details from online submissions / YES [ NO
E would like to speak at the enhanced AP hearvings YES / NOV

As Buller Distriet Council is continually increasing its rates by more than
the national rate of inflation it must learn to budget appropriately and
consider the weifave of its residents. T object to councils near 20% increase

) bt Lr A a0 et

e T,
-r‘..R. Likesanaseassanin R =
<

SR OISTRICT DUNCH

....................

---------------------

.....................

JEES as necessary

293

ATTACHMENT 3.1



ATTACHMENT 3.1

294



ATTACHMENT 3.1

295



ATTACHMENT 3.1

296



ATTACHMENT 3.1

297



	Zone 1 Rubbish Collection Consultation - Submissions Report
	Attachment 4 - Individual Submissions Zone 1 Rubbish Collection Consultation
	Submissions 126 - 150


	Hearings for the Draft Enhanced Annual Plan 2024-2025
	Attachment 1 - Speaking Schedule
	Attachment 2 - Submission Summary
	Attachment 3 - Submissions
	Submissions 1 - 20
	Submissions 21 - 40





