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2.1

THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE RESOURCE MAMAGEMENT COMMITTEE
HELD ON 9 JULY 2019, AT THE OFFICES OF THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL,
388 MAIN SOUTH ROAD, GREYMOUTH, COMMENCING AT 10.30 A.M.

PRESENT:

N. Clementson (Chairman), T. Arcker, P. Zwen, P. McDonnell, AL Birchfield, S, Challenger,
]. Douglas

IN ATTENDANCE!
M. Meehan {Chief xecutive COfficer), R. Mailinson {Corporate Servicas Manager), H. McKay (Consents &

Compliance Manager), H. Mills {Ptanning, Science & Innovation Manager), R, Beal (Operations Director),
T. Jellyman (Minutes Clerk), The Media.

APOLOGIES

Moved {Clementscn [ Archer) That the apology from Cr Robb be accentfed.
Carried

MINUTES

Cr Clementscn asked the meeting iIf there were any changes to the minutes of the previous
Moved {Archer [ Birchfield) thai the mmures of the previous Resource Management Conwnittee meating

dated 11 June 2018, be confirmed as corred.
Carried

Matters Arising

There were no matters arising.

PUBLIC FORUM

Cr Clernenton welcomed Frida Inta to the meeting via telephone. Ms Inta’s letter was taken as read. She
spoka of her concerns regarding the Mokihinui Estuary. Ms Inta stated that she has seen the degradation
of the estuary over the years and is concerned that this is unnecessary and could have been avoided. Ms
Inta spoke of the clearing of Swannies culvert and stated that the sand taken from this area cannot be
dumped in this arca as she feels this area is swamp marsh and contains rare plants. Ms Inta stated that
the culvert structure is visually awful and she does not understand how Council can give retrospective
consent to such an ugly structure,  She also stated that she does not understand how this can be a
permitted activity. Cr Archer asked Ms Inta various questions relating to where the sand could be
dumped and what industries it could be used for. She respanded that there are many uses for sand. Ms
Inta stated that fairy terns and dotterel alsa need to be protected as these faunas are in the estuary,
Further guestions took place on who owns the area and who should be responsible for work in this area.
Cr Clementson advised Ms Inta that as her letter contained staff members names, a response will be
discussed in the confidential section of today's meeting and will be provided to her in due course, He
passed on Council's thanks to Ms Inta.

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT
Cr Clementson reported that he attended final meeting for the Marrs Beach Working Group.

He attended the unvetlling for the pou whenua on the Makihinui Estuary, this was also attended by the
Minister of Conservation.
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Carried

Maved {Clementson / Archer) That the report is received.

REPORTS
PLANMNING AND OPERATIONS GROUP
PLANNING REPORT

H. Mifls spoke to his report and advised that the report on the decisions for Plan Change 1 will be
presented Lo next manth’s Coundil meeting as this is now being finalised.

H. Mills reported that at the racent Grey Mawhera FMU meeting discussion took place an the NPSFM.

H. Mills outlined the paper relating to the Kawatiri FMU which outlines the members of the community
who will be recommended fo join this group.

H. Mills reported that there is considerable waork going on with changes to the Freshwater NPS, alang
with the NES for Freshwater Management. He stared lhal draft version of the NES is expected to be
released in the next faw months.

M. Mechan commented that Council is not set up to implement the NES Tor Freshwater Management as
this would require additional resources as it is locking at stock exclusion, planting across catchments,
farm planning, and there are at least 400 farm plans that would need to be done. M. Meehan advised
that Canterbury has mandatory farm plans, but noted that the West Coast does not have the same issues
with water guality that Canterbury has. Meehan stated this will be a major issue and Council may well
find itself the odd one out as potentially not have some of the issues that the NES seeks to address, H.
Mills confirmed that a draft policy is expected in a few months’ time, €r Ewen expressed concern if the
NES becomes law. Cr Birchfield stated this is basically government regulation of the farming industry and
will cost farmers and ratepayers a lot of money to administer. Cr Archer also expressed his concern that
ceniral government s loading local government with huge additional high cost requirements without
consideration to the costs to communities. He stated that communities are already saying that they
canngt afford this. M. Meehan stated he would like to think that a therough regulatory impact statement
witl come through with the NES, He stated at the moment the Freshwater NPS is being implemented,
Councii is engaging with the community through the work the resource science team is doing, and central
government is making decisions on behalf of the community that potentially will be overshot by more
legislation coming in. M. Meehan stated that the Freshwater NES was set up for the community to make
decisions about whaf they want from the enviranment. M. Meehan advised that & similar situation
happened with the Reefton Alr shed. H. Mills advised that he is part of the Resource Manager’s Groups,
who sit with MIE in meetings and stated that they do take the concerns on board. H. Mills advised that
Council wilt get to submit on this NES. Extensive discussion ensued, M. Meehan advised that Coundil can
make & strong submission on what comes through but he flagged that radical changes can be expected
and it is fikely that Council will be lumped with more costs, potentially for not a lot of benefit. Cr
McDonnell commented that the NES may even make some farming impractical. H. McKay stated that
there will impacts from this for the West Coast.

Discussion took place on the recommendations with Cr Archer stating that he knows at least half of the
appointees te the Kawatiri FMU.

Moved {Archer [ McDonneli)
1. That the report is receivad,

2. That Councif approves 3 further extension of six months to refease decisions on submissions fo the
Proposed Flan Change 1 fo the Regional Land and Water Plan, by 21 February 2020,

3. That Councif approved the Implementation Team's recommended applicants for membersfiin of the

Kawaliri Fresfwater Management Unit Group.
Cantied

MARRS AND SHINGLE BEACH WORKING GROUP REPORT: STAGE 1
H. Mills spoke to this report and provided background information on the warking group since its

inception. He spoke of the key findings and advised that Bradshaws Creek was identified as having high
levels of E. coli., with ruminants the most likely source. H. Mills advised that water quality targets have
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now been set with farmers in the catchment working voluntarity with Council to meet the target by 2023.
He stafed if the targets are not met by 2023, farmers within the catchment are happy for Coauncil to come
in with a regulatory approach which would be rules and plans. Cr Clement=on commented that it is likely
that Bradshaws Creek will come under increased scrutiny with tho NES for Freshwater therefore it is good
that they are already waorking on raising the level for water quality to an acceptable standard now. Cr
McDonnell asked if Shingle Beach has a catchment of s own. H. Mills advised that as this is over the
other side of the Buller River, a cannaction was nat made as it was Incking as though resuits were getfing
better at Shingle Beach. H. Mills advised that the recommendations only apply to Marrs Beach. H. Mills
explained how dye tracing was used. Cr Archer stated this is a very comprehensive and robust report.
H. Mills answered further questions from Councitlors. Cr Archer suggested a 7" recommendation,
commending the working group and staff ta thank them for their contribution to this project.

Moved (Archer / Ewen)

L Work with farmers i1 the Bradshaws (reek calchment fo reduce sources of faecal contamination
fo watetbodies.

2. Aimi b improver E, colf conicentiations in Bradshaws Creek fo above the NPSEM D7 category by
2023, I Bhis 15 not achieved then reguialory measures may be considered in cliose consalfation
wWith farmers and the commiinity,

3 Pursue avenues for working with farmers fo implement voluntary measures that witt fead o fess
faecal contamination of Bradshaws Creek.

4, If Bradshaws Creek has ';m,oroved -sfgm?‘fcanﬂy; but water qualily largets at Marrs beach hizve nof
beean achieved by 2023, then further investigation should be undertaken to defermine the source
of contamingtion at Marrs Beach.

5. WORC staff fo work with Bufler District Council fo make the confent of public health signage at
Marrs Beach more refevant for the public.

G. The Group remains formed m s exfsiing structure and continues in future to meef as reguired,

7 Thai: Councll commends the Maris Baach and Shingle Beach Working Groug, and Council siaff,

for thefr enthusfasm and confribution to tis projed,
Carrfed

REEFTON AIR QUALITY SUMMARY

H. Mills spoke to this report and advised that there have been no exceedances of the NES for air quality
in Reefton so far this season. He advised that the new machine has been installed and is now recording
hoth PMun and PMzs.  H. Mills advised that data is being coflecied via USB as there is nof yef a
telernented link back to Council.

Maved (Archer / Birchfleld} That the report /s received.
Carried

CONSENTS MONTHLY REPORT

H. Mckay spoke to this repori and advised that six site visits were carried out, nine non-notified resources
consents were granted, and twa changes to consent conditions were granted during the reparting period,
H. McKay reported that two changes to and reviews of consent conditions were granted, and two limited
natified resource consents were granted during the repoiting pericd. H. McKay answered questions
from Cr Challenger in relation to Westland District Coundil's resource consent for the Franz Josef
Wastewater Treatment Plan, she confirmed that this is for the new ponds.
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Moved (McDonnell / Challenger} That the July 2019 report of the Consents Group be received, &
Cartied

COMPLIAMNCE & ENFORCEMENT MONTHLY REPORT

H. McKay spoke to this report and advised that 62 site visits were carried out during the repotling period.
H. McKay reported that there were 23 complaints or incidents were received with 11 resulting in site
visits. H. McKay reported that there were |1 non-compliances during the reparting peried.

H. Mckay reported that two abatement notices, 22 formal warnings and two infringeament notices were
issued during the reporting period.  H. McKay advised that 21 formal warnings were in relation to gravel
returns which have not been submitted for some time.

H. McKay reported that 13 work programmes were received with ten being approved. One bond is
recommended for release,

Cr Birchfield stated that gravel extraction is creating unnecessary bureaucracy and should he made a
permitted activity with rules. He stated this would make things cheaper and simpler for people to
operate. M. Meehan advised that a holistic consent was investigated about ten years ago and tooking
how all could be consented. He stated that different approaches are taken all around the country for
gravel extraction. M. Meehan offered to look at other options. Extensive discussion took place and it was
agreed that there would not be a lot of benefit in seeking a plen change, and this would also he very
costly. Cr Birchfield stated that he would fike to know what this is costing Council to administer, 1t was
agreed that costs would be provided o Councitlors. M. Mechan advised gravel returns give good
information on how much gravel has been taken and how much is available for other users. It was
agreed no further work would be done on this matter but costs would be provided to Counciflors.

Moved (Archer / Ewen)
1. That the July 2019 report of the Compliance Group be received,

2. That the bond for RC-07078 Leisure Land Limited of 512,000 is refessed,
Carrred

GENERAL BUSINESS

There was no general business.

The meeting closed at 11.26 a.m.

....................................
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: Resource Management Committee Meeting — 13 August 2019
Frepared by: Hadley Mills, Planning Science and Innovation Manager
Date: 2 August 2019

Subject: PLANNING HYDROLOGY REPORT

Envirclink

Four small advice urants have been secured. One is to continue wark investigating the coastal erosion
issues at Cobden, two are for Punakaiki - tooking at the impact of the NZTA seawall on the viilage
seawall and focussing on the village seawall. The cther Is 1o advise on the implementation of measures
to improve water gquality at Marrs Shingle,

Coastal Plan

An extension of ane year is requested to notify decisions on submissions fo the proposed Coastal Plan,
to 1 December 2020, The Coastal Plan review process has been put on hold to enable the Regional
Palicy Statement apneals to be resoived,

Grey Mawhera FMU update
The 10th Grey FMU meeting toak place on 23 July. Ngai Tahu Forestry and Irrigation New Zealand both
presented to the Group, providing valuable insights into industry on the West Coast. Alluviai gold mining

was also discussed.

Kawatiri FMU update

The first Kawatiri meeting is scheduled to accur on 6 August 2019 in Westport. The Group will work
through the draft terms of reference (approved by RMC) and the legislative framework for freshwater
management, = '

Submission on the Climate Change Response {Zera Carbon) Amendment Bill
The West Coast Regional Council submission on the Bill is attached. It was lodged on 16 July.

State of the Envirgnment Report
On 1 August 2019 we released our 2018 State of Envirgnment (SCE) report which provides a snapshot

of the state and trends of some of our region’s natural resources, including fand cover, water quality,
water gquantity and air quality,

Usuaily produced every three years for various resources, this time the SQE report comhines afl of the
monitoring data into the one dacument, complemented with an easy to read summary for the benefit
of West Coast residents interested to find out more, The repart is attached.

Hydtology

Flood Warning
There were several small flood alarms on the Hokitika and Waiha Rivers during the reporting period.

. . EAlarm
Site | Time of peak Peak fevel | Warning ISSL_IE_d__.___ threshold

Hokitika River at Gorge * 03/07/2019 08:50 | 3937mm 03/07/2018 08:20 | 3750mm

: Hakitika River at Gorge 14/07/2019 04:55 | 3989mm 14/07/2019 03:35 3750mm

L Vaiha River at SHG 03/07/2019 06:45 | 8248mm 03/07/2019 05:00 8000mm

RECOMMENDATION

1. That the report is received.

<. 7hat the Resowrce Management Committee agree fo seek an extension for releasing decisions
on submissions fo the progosed Regional Coastal Plan, to 1 December 2020,

Hadley Milis
Planning, Science and Innovation Manager
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West Coast Regional Council Submission on the Climate Change Response
(Zero Carbon) Amendment Bill

Introduction

The West Coast Regional Council {WCRC or the Council) supports the intent of the Climate Change
Response (Zera Carbon) Amendment Bill {the Bil), but suggest parts of the bill need to be amended
in order to give more ceritainty as to the economic and social impacts on our region, These has been
no information provided on how this Bill will affect our regions’ carmmunities, and there s no scope
for socfal or economic impact assessments of the emissions budgets or emissions reduction plans.
These sotizl and economic impact assessments should be carried out sooner rather than later ta
enstre there will not be considerable adverse impacts on jocal communities.

It is not explicit within the Bill that consultation or submission processes must be undertaken ay the
Commission or Minister on the budgots, eraission reduction plans or risk assessments.

The West Coast is a large region with a small population of approximately 32,000. The region relies
keavily on resource-based industries such as minting, forestry and farming to sustain our focal
communities ecanomically and socially. The tourism industry is 3 growing ingustry an the West
Coast that targely focuses on tourists wanting a natural experience. These industries or parts of
these industrics rely heavily on carbon emitting fuels. In addition to this, 84% {1,964,141.12ha) of
the West Coast is public conservation fand, constraining the land availakle for nrivate use and
devetopment and limiting econamic activity.

Structure

The Council’s submissionis In three parts:

s Part A sets out our key concerns with the Rill, in particular where we halieve the Bil should be
amended to include additional requirements for public consultation and submission processes to
ensure social and economic impacts are appropriztely considered.

s Part B has other general comments on parts of the Bill.

s Part C arovides the West Coest context for how the Bill is ltkely to impact the region.

Part A: Key concerns with the Bill

we generally support the creation of the Emnissfon Budgets, Emissions Reduction Plans, National
Climate Charpe Risk Assessments, Netional Adaptatian Plan, and progress reports reguired under the
Bitl ws they provide direction far how people and comrmunities are to meet the 2050 target. However,
we have concerns that the Bill does not require the Minister or the Commission 1o appropriately
consider the econemic and social impacts on local communities when setting the budgets, and writing
Lhe plans and assessments.

The current wording of the Bill is weak when considering economic effects af regional and locat tevels.
For example, clauses 5L{c) and (d) states:

“In performing jts functions and duties and exercising fis powers under this Act, the Commission must
consider, where relevant,— ...
{c] the fikely economic effects; unid
{(d) secial, cultural, environmental, and ecological circumstances, including differences between
sectors and regions; and...”

These clauses include the terms “whare relevant” and “ltkely”, meanirg that the Commission must
only consider the likely economic effects on & regian or sector and the socdial, cultural, environmental,



and ecological circumstances oa sectors and regions, only if they deem that these considerations are
relevant when performing thelr functions and duties under this Bil. bany sections throughout the Bill
use similar wording to clauses 5L{c] and {d). The Council's view is that wording throughaut the Bill
needs to be amended to require the assessimenl of social and ecoramic impacts when implementing
the Bill. For example, section 5L should be amended to remave the wards “where relevant” and
“likely”, and words added to require the Cormmission and the Minister to undartake regional social
and ecenamic impact assessmants. The Bill showld also require that those impacts identified should
be recognised and provided for.

the Council supnorts the New Zealand Saciety of Local Government Managers {SOLGM) submission
paint on the lack of consuitation when implementing the Bill. We have similar concems, but hefleve
this fssue is wider than sections 5K and 5M. Many clzuses throughout the Bill only require the
Commission and/or the Minister to “have regara” to public consultation. The clauses do not explicitly
"regrire” public consultation to be undzriaken or cansidered, and do not “require” submission
processes (o oe undertaken. Clause 57{2} is an exarnple of this. The Council suggests thai the werding
of section 5M needs to be amended to say that the Commission “shal” invite suhmissions on
discussion pagers and draft reports. Various sections throughout the Bill need to be amended to state
that the Minister and the Commicsion must imdte stbmissions on the proposed Emmission Budgets and
Emissions Reduction Plans. If the Bill is not amended o require the Minister and Commission to invite
submissions on these documents, social, economic, health, environmental, ecological, and cultural
impacts for the West Coast may net be appropriately considered or mitigated when implementing the
Bill. if these impacts are not appropriately considered, then fnplementing the Bill is going to have
significant costs for West Coast camm biiities, industries, and stakeholders, in particular the resocree-
hased industries mentiohed previousty, and the tourism industry. Therefore, the &ili needs to be
amended to reguire public consultation and submission processes to be undertaken on the
aforementioned budgets, plans and assessments,

The Council also supports the SOLGM wew that the Bill is almost sitent on the role of agencies outside
of the Commission for implementing the Bill and managing the impacts of climate change. The impacts
of climate change will accur at focal levels and so councils and other key agencies will need to have
Inout into, and clear direction for, how they are to address and manage the effects of climate change
at local levels. Currently the Bill does not provide direction for how this is to be dana. Further
consfderation and amendment of the Bill is required to address this.

Part B: Other general comments on narts of the Bill

Part 1A Climate Change Commission

Urder sections 5A and 5B, the Council supports the Commission being independent to the
Government. This will ensure that advice is independent and accurate.

We alea support sections 5C Lu 5 because they will ensure suitabie people are appointed as memiers
af the Commission.

Part 1B Emission Reduction
Subpart 1 - 2050 Target

As stated ‘n our submission on the Discussion Document, wa support the setting of & 205C target in
legislation as it provides more certainty for businssses snd the gublic {section 0}

i
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We partly support section 5P because this allows for the 2050 target to be reviewed and amended.
Mowever, clause 5P(1} is not clear about when the Commission can review the 2050 target. As a
minfmum, the Council would support amending this clause to reguire the Commission to review the
2050 target in 2038, as touched on in clause 5P(1). However, our preference is for clause 5P(1) to be
amended to require the 2050 target to be reviewed at least twice hefore the year 2050, Impacts of
climate change, and advances in technalogy to manage climate change impacts, could he quite
different to what is currently predicted. Therefore, requiring the target to be reviewed on a more
regutar basis will ensure that the 2050 target reflecis the current climate change predictions and any
changas in technalopy.

Currently section 5P does not require the Commission to undertake public consultation or a
submission process when reviewing the 2050 target. We see this as a significant gap in the tegislation,
and censider that the legisiation needs to be amended to reguire public consultation and & submission
process to be undertaken when reviewing the targel This whl ensure that social, economic, health,
environmental, ecolagical, and cultural impacts on local communities are considered when tha fargat
is reviewed.

We have noi provided a comment on the technical aspects of the 2050 target as we da not have the
expertise to commeant.

Subpart 2 — Setting emissions budgets and Subpar: 3 — Role of Commission in setting emissions
budgets

Regarding clause 5U{3) which sets out the dates for when the budgets are to be set by, the Council
supports these as they provide clear direction for achieving the 2050 tarset. However we have
concerns that the first budget is to be set by 2021, and the Council has not yet been consulted on it
Given that the 2021 date is only a few yeers away, we believe that the Government has some
knowtedge of what the budget will inctude, and so they should be undertaking consultation with
councils and the public immediztely.

in regards to how emission budgets zre to be met, the Council supports sections 5W and 5X as they
permit the 2050 targat being met through domestic emissions reductions and offshore mitigation.
This provides flexibility for New Zealand to meet the 2050 target.

We suppert section 5ZB Revision of emission budgets, because it allows the Commission fo
recommend amending the emission budgets that have heen set, and ailows the Minister to make
appropriste adjustments to the relevant budgets. This enables changes to be made, for example,
whera actual emtissions vary to estiimated emissions, or where significant adverse effecis of
implerrenting the Bill are ocourring. We do have concerns that clause 57B{6}{a} does not clarify what
exceptional circumstances are. This provision should be rewritien to provide clarification of what is
considered excaptional circumstances. In our view, exceptional circumstances would include
significant impacts on particular communities, industries or regions.

We aiso support section 320 Banking and Borrowing of emissions because it provides flexikility to
manage the emission budgets,

Subpart 3 - Role of Commissian in setting emissions budgets, Emissions reduction Plan to be prepared

(sections 520, 5ZE, and 57F)
The Council supparts in principle the farmation of an Emissions reduction ptan {the Plan] to provide
direction for how the relevant emissions budget will be met.

’
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We support clause 5ZD(3) hecause we envisage that it will consider impacis cn the West Coast.
However, we have noted that this clause does not reguire the consideration of financia! support for
vulnerable communities where climate change mitigation is going to be significant. As set out in Part
C of our submission, climate change mitigation may have significant impacts on West Coast
communities. Therefore, we support the Bill being amended to require the consideration of
opportuntties to provide financial suppeort 1o vulnerable communities,

We also support clause 52E(3) as this requires punlic cansultation lo be undertaken when the
Commission is preparing its advice on emissions reduction plans. In addition to public consultation we
waould also tike to see this clause amended to require the Plan to go through a submissions process to
ensire impacts on the West Coast are appropriately considared.

Subpart & - Monitoring [clauses 52G, 5ZH, end 5710)

The Cowncil supports In principle the Commission manitoring and reparting on the progress peing
made to meet an emissions budget. Howsever, we have noted that monitering does not appear to
assess the cansequences of the emissions budget on local cammunities ard industries. These impacts
need to be assessed so thay can be considered when satting the next emissians budget. The impacts
will also need to he addressed in the Emissions Reduction Pfan, National Adaptation Plan, and National
Climate Change Risk Assessment. Therafore we suggest amending section 521 to require the
Commission to undertake public consultation, with information on the impacts of the emission
budgets being made available for submitters, allowing informed submissions to be lodged.

Part C: Imipacis of the Zero Carbon Bili on the West Coast

As referred to earlier in our submission, we are concernad about the effects on West Coast people
ang communities from implementing the BN, In our submission on the Discussion Document iast year,
we outlined a number of potential adverse social and economic effects on our Region, and we
reiterate them here as they need to he given serious consideration when setting targets and budgets,
and creating the various plans and reporss.

Reduced fassil fuel use;

If Emigsion Reduction Plan’s (ERP) and/or the National Adaptation Plan (NAP) [or the plans) require
West Coast communities 1o reduce or eiminate the use of solid fuel for domestic heating without
praviding affordable alternatives, then many households will have insufficient heating 25 they may not
be able to afford ta heat their homes using other methods, without financial suppart. Electricity costs
for the West Coast ar2 some of the highest in New Zealand. This may cause people to get sick and
potentially trigger ongoing health issues for the same people. Local hospitals alsn use coal fired bodlers
to heat buildings, triggering additional cosis if they have to change ta alternative heating forms. These
effects need to e considerad when writing the ERP and MAP.

Maay industries on the West Coast use coal-fired bolters, such as Weastland Milk Products, while diesel
and getroleun: are used to operate machinery in primary industry. If the ERPs and/or he NAP require
orimary industries to reduce their emissions, the costs of changing to alternative fuels may make it
difficult for indusiries in the region to continue. They may close down causing substantial joi losses.
This could have flow-on effects to other parts of the ecanomy. Service industries such as machinery
and equipment repair and maintenance may close dowr becauze they will net have enough werk to
continue operating, !n farger cities and highly developed regions, this transition tc technological
industries is likely to be smoother and better absorbed, 3ut for the West Coast the effect will be felt
shargly.



Resource-hased industries:

The West Coast econamy islargely made up of resource-based industries such as mining, forestry, and
farming. Withaut appropriate support being included in the FRP's and NAP, many of these industries
will ba susceptihie te ongoing job lossas. Fewer seople equais less health facilities (and schools), witich
means mare peaple wilt need to travel to Christchurch to receive medical care. In the current socia-
political climate of job losses in coal mining, and restrictions on the use of pubiic conservation land,
there may be considerable local resistance to these plans if they potentially cause job losses in a
nurnber of sectors. When drafting these plans, methods will need tc be incorporated to support
communities and indusiries at the regional level to avold the situation where reducing carben
emissions leads to ongoing job Iosses, and other negative social and economic effects. They will alsa
need to consider whether the technology for reducing emissions can keep pace with ernissions targets
and budgets, oris financially too expensive,

Electtic venicles:

We accept the need to reduce our reifance on fossil fuelled vehicles and see that thera may be
apportunities for West Coast business in this secter, However, there will be chatlenges on the West
Coast that may delay the maove to fully electric transport. There are currently no trucks, utility vehicles
or long range busses o the New Zealand markeat and this may disadvantaga businesses in the tourism
and primary soctors, key sectors on the West Coaslt. Many locals use roads thal are not on the main
highway network, and will be unable lo use full electric cars if thaere are insufficient recharging stations
on lacal reads. We expect that District Councits will not have the resources Lo install and maintain
substantial nurmbers of charging stations on local roads. The Council would support the ERP's and the
NAP fnctuding provisions for tae Government to nvéstin new tecinoldgy to encaurage use of electric
vehicles, such as regional charging stations. Given that Lthe average income on the Weslt Coast is below
the national average, many residents will have to wait until second hand Tull electric cars come on the
marlet at an affordable price.

Plant more trees:

The ERF's and the MAP will need to consider the West Caast’s limited ability to contribute to reducing
carbon levels by planting mecre exotic or native Torests, as there is only 16% of land that is hot
protected in the conservation estate, and not alt of this Is productive land. Historically, the regicn has
had a major economic disadvantage when it comes to availability of arable land and has aiso sufferad
from a general [ack of development due ta high rainfall, rugged terrain and boem and bust ecanomic
cyeles (notorious with industries such as gold mining). Due to the shove-mentioned and other
compiex variables, the region finds itself with B84% of its land area held within the Department of

Conservation estate {1,964,741.14 ha}l.

DOC estafe:

A further limit to the planting of more forests on the West Coast are the restrictions on using
conservation tand, including stewardship land. This is land that was previously Crown forestry [and,
but was transferred to the conservation estate, despite many areas having little conservation value.
Use of a porticn of GOC stewardship land far farestry would be an excellent inftiative, enabling the
West Coast to contribute to the affsetting of carbon. This is an idea that should be considered when
writhig the plans.

Increase renewable electricity seneoration:

The Council supporls provisions being added inlo the ERP's and the KAP to enable renewable
electricity generation. There are glenty of water resources on the West Ceast for micre, small and
medium-scale hydro generation. Being able to generate hydroelectricity to supply West Coast
commugities, and carmmunities outside the region, would have social and econemic benefiis for focal
cornmunities. For examgle, this could help imprave job oppostunities on the West Coast it job losses
oecur in other resource hased fndustries, such as ¢oal praduction. However, many of our water

[« o
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resgurces are located on conservation land, and under the current Conservation Minister's approach,
use of these resources for renewable hydro electricity generation may be further restricted or
prohibited. West Coast communities could bear the cost of increased line charges from having to
cortinue importing electricity to the region, rather than benefitting from reduced prices from

increaset generation within the region.

if the plans require a move away from using fossil fuels such as coal, then the framework also needs
to provide for local renewable electricity genaration, and improved transraission and distribution to
overcome the negative impacts on West Coast communities.

Limited rating base:
It is worth mentioning that the Council dozs not receive rates from the DOC estate; fimiting the

amount of financial support the Councit can provide to cammunities to aid them in reducing their
emissions. Therefore the Cauncil supperts the Bill belng amended to require the consideraticn of
financiat assistznce when writing ERP's and tha MAP.

Conclusion
The Climate Change Response (Zero Carbon) Amendment Bill appears to be welkintentioned,

howeaver, the ey will e how it is irmpigmented. The Counclt has concerns about how the Bill is to be
irnpiemented as the regulations fack strong requirements to consider social and economic impacts on
local communities such as the West Coast, where the effects are likely to be significant, As the Bill
currently stands, it will put obligations o individuals, businesses and organisations to change their
behavigur and reduce emissions nationzlly, biit the impacts will be feit at the regional and locai level,
particularly on the West Coast. Therefore we suggest amending the Bill to allow additional
requirements for pohlic consultation and submission processes. We also suggest that the Bill is
amended to require social and economic lmpact assessmenls to he undertaken. These assessments
should be made publically available prior to the consultstion period for any emissions budget or

emissiong reduction plan,
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for:  Resource Management Committee — 13 August 2019
Prapared by; Jorja Hunt -- Consents and Compliance Support Officer

Date: 29 luly 2019

Subject: CONSENTS MONTHLY REPORT

Four Consents Sites Visit were undertaken 29 June to 29 July 2019

10/07/201¢9 RC-2019-0058, To undertake alluvial To assess application against the receiving
gcld mining activittes, Hou Hou enviranment.

Creek, A Fowle

18/07/2019 RC-2019-0067, realign creek in the To observe the creek and its current flow path
Coastal Marine Area, Limestone and discussed works to be undertaken,

Creek, D Lynch

26/07/2019 RC-2019-0074, Gold mining in the To observe the consent varigtion site.
Westland District, Stafford, Western
Bynasty Holdings Limited

29/07/2019 RC-2017-0092-V1, Increase disturbed  To chserve area they wish to extend mining into
gold mining area, Arthurstown, and increased disturbed area and noted visual
Fitzherbert Investments Limited amenity issues.

COMSENT NO. & HOLDER

RC-2015-0053
BRW Challis
Blua Spur Road, Hokitika

RC-2019-0055
Rosco Contractors Limited
Buller River, Organs Island

RC-2015-0059
33 Notan Limited
South Westland Rivers

RC-2019-0024
MBD Contracting Limited
Taylorville

PURPOSE OF CONSENT

Ta discharge treaied onsite sewage wastewater from a domestic
dwelling to land at 556A Blue Spur Road, Hokitika.

To disturb the dry bed of the Buller River at Organs Island for the
purpose of removing gravel.

To disturh the dry bed of the Arawhata River for the purpose of
remaving gravel.

To disturb the dry bed of the Haast River upstream of the read
bridge for the purpose of remaoving gravel.

To disturh the dry hed of the Haast River downstream of the road
bridge for the purpose of remaving gravel,

To disturb the dry bed of the Ckuru River for the purpose of
remoaving gravel.

To disturh the dry bed of the Turnbull River for the purpose of
renioving gravel,

To discharge demalition waste and cleanfiil to land, Taylorville,

"o
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RC-2019-0023
MNew Zealand Transport Agency
Reid Stream, Springs Junction

RC-2019-0062
S Lynch &1 Wood
Marsden Road, Greymouth

RC-2018-0060
Taramakau Trading Limited
Taramakau River

RC-2019-0052
IS Anderson & EJM Harding
Stuart Street, Hans Bay

RC-2019-0018
New Zealand Transport Agency
Goat Creek, Otira

RC-2019-0072
KM Ryan
Kaniere Road, Kaniere

RC-2019-0073

Canzan Farming Deer Limited &
Christian Community

Ahzura and Waikiti Rivers

RC-2019-0089
MC Ralfe
Hokitiks and Kokatahi River

To disturb the bed of Reid Stream to undertake protection works
{rock protection and diversicon).

To temporarily divert water In Reid Stream from protection
structures.

To temporarily discharge sediment to water associated with the
construction of river protection and diversicn works, Reid Stream.

To discharge treated onsite sewage wastewater from a domestic
dwelling o land at Lot 5 Avrangi Estate, 328 Marsden Road,
Greymaouth.

To disturb the diy bed of the Taramakau River upstream of the
State Highway & Bridge for the purpose of removing gravel.

To discharge treated onsite sewage wastewater from a domestic
dweiling to land at Lot 4 Stuart Street, Hans Bay,

To disturb the bed of Goat Creek to undertake protection works
{(rock rip-rap and strearn training).

To permanently divert water in Goat Creek from protection
structires and as a result of stream training,

To temporarily discharge sediment to water associated with the
construction of river pratection and stream iraining works, Goat
Creek.

To discharge treated onsite sewage wastewater from a domestic
dwelling to land at 92B Lake Kaniere Road, Kanizre,

To disturb the dry bed of the Ahaurs River for the purpose of
remaving gravel.

To disturb the dry bed of the Waikiti River for the purpose of
remaving gravel.

To disturb the dry bed of the Hokitika River for the purpose of
extracting gravel,

To disturb the dry bed of the Kokatahi River for the purpose of
extracting gravel.

Five Changes fo and Reviews of Consent Conditions were Granted 29 June to 29 July 2019

COMSENT NO, & HOLDER
RCS3005-v3

MIK Mining Lirmited

Bell Hill Road

PURPOSE OF CHANGE/REVIEW

To change conditions relating to the area of gold mining and to
decrease the maximum unrehabilitated disturbed area and bond,
Bell Hill Road

[
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RC-2017-0114-V1 To allow a discharge point outside of area of MPG0383, East Road,
Paramount Mining Limited Hokitika. i
East Road, Hokitika

RCO6232-V1 To amend conditions relating to daily sewage discharge volimes,
N3 Mouat Punakaiki.

Punakaiki

WS-2017-665-V1 To change the whitebait stand design, Mokihinui River

JF 8 1G Mitchell

Molihinui River

WS-2017-921-v1 fo change the whitebait stand design, Arawhata River

KJ Scurr

Arawhata River

Public Enquiries
42 written public enquiries were responded to during the reporting period. 36 (86%)} were answered on

the same day, and the remaining & (14%) within the next ten days.

RECOMMEMDATION
That the August 2012 report of the Consenits Group be receivad.

Heather McKay
Consents & Compliance Manager
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Resource Management Cornmittee — 13 August 2019
Heather McKay — Consents & Compliance Manager

1 August 2019

COMPLIANCE & ENFORCEMENT MONTHLY REPORY

Site Visits

A total of 52 site visits were undertaken during the reporting period, which consisted of:

' Rescurce consent manitoring o
| Mining compliance & hond release 16 -
Complaints 20—- |
Dairy farm -[E}- - ————— ;

» Atotal of 38 complaints and incidents were recorded.

Mon-Compliances

Note: These are the activilies that have been assessed as non-compliant during the reporting period,

A total of 13 non-compliances occurred during the reporting period,

& cempliance inspection

On site it was found tha't"

slash and debris had been
ieft in the bed of a

Forestry was undertakan at a Rutherglen waterbody which is a breach Incident
farestry operation Road of the National
' Environmental Standards for
Forestry Plantation,
Enguiries areongeing. |
A compliance nspeclion
of a gold mining )
operation established that 'iﬂ;rs}uae?jazar\rgigitﬁzisce was
Gold Mining tha miner had excavated Notown Road N Incident
N ; enforcement action is
the bed of a creek in ondin
breach of their resaurce P g-
consent conditions.
‘ The site was investigated
+ A complaint was received and found that a forestry
i that a creek was b operation had caused the "y
Forestry | discoloured with Chesterfield - discharge of sediment into Complatnt
segiment, : the creek. Enforcement
o | action is pending.
An inspection was e
undertaken on a Lime The ng|atO| ha; been
uarry and established required to oblain a
Quarry 4 Karamea resource consent to Incident

that they were operating
without a resource
consent,

authorise the earthworks
undertaken on the site,

.....



Enquiries established that
site rehabilitation had
slarted but was yetfobe |
cornpleted. A hreach of the |
resouree consent conditions
Greenstone | regarding the timeframes Incident
' for completion of the

. rehahilitation at the
conciusion of mining.

Site will ba re-inspacted to
check progress,

The site was nvestigated
and the person was told o
stop the activity, Earthworks
Hokitika of this nature cannot be Cornptaint
undertaken within 50
metras of the CMA without
a resource consent.

The site has been

i investigated and established
i that the area was being
built up by depositing
demolition waste and other

A compliance inspection
was undertaken at s goid
mining operation that
had heen non-
cperational for some
time.

Gald Mining

A complaint was received
Earthworks within | that a persen had
the CMA durped soil within the
CMA,

A complaint was received
about the dumping of

Fartiworks : g;_];g ?tﬁggge:?;fst:tagfnset Hokitika m@teriafs then capped .with Complaint
' Paint. soil. It has been established
that the works undertaken
ale unauthorised and
E enquiries are ongaing.
' . . The site has been
tAhcomp_IamL was received investigated and estabtished
. at dairy cows werg . . ) .
Discharge land . . Little Wanganui | a breach of the regional Complaint
being stood off in the rutes. Enforcement action is
vicinity of a river, :
- pending.
A compliance inspection
was undertaken at 3 gold VWater had been pumped
mining cperatich and . from the mining pit into the
. established that the miner | , bush without first passing )
Gold Mining ! had discharged sediment Kanisre ! through a settling pond Incident
. laden water in breach of | system for treatment,
resaurce consent Enguiries are ongoing.
conditions. _
! The site was investigated
i and established that the
A complaint vas recaived miner had discharged mine
. about the discharge from pit water directly into the .
Gold Mining a goid mining operation Marsden Road creek. The discharge must Complaint
into a creek. first go through a settling
pond system. Enguiries are !
L ohgaing. i
: Foltow up enquiries
5 established that two of the
:’ ' consent hofders for those
A compliance inspection i extraction areas had not
_ .| was undertaken at a Lo osupplied their gravel volume ¢ .
Gravel Extraction gravel extraction site on Mokihinui retptﬁnﬁ which is a technical | Incident
the Mokihinui River. breach of their consent
conhditions.
Returns will be required to
{ be submitted.




Gravel Extraction

A compliance inspection
was undertaken at a

gravel extraction site on ; Organs Island

the Moldhinui River. !

Bukter River

Folfow up &nguiries
established that one of the
consent holders for those
extraction areas had not
supplied their gravel volume
returns which is a technical

" breach of their consent

1 conditions.

Returns will be required to
be submitted.

Incident

Cther Complainis/Incidents

Mate: These are the other complaints/incidents assessed during the reporting period whereby the activity was not

found to be non-compliant or compliance is not yvet established at the time of reporting.

A complaint was received

extraction and the traffic
movements on the public
road. i

themselves. No breach of
regional rules.

. ; Enquiries located the owner
b that an unoccupied
Vehicteculghm the vehicle was stuck on the | Houhou Graek 2rr:daa ;grgit;;ia?t fromm Compiaint
beach near the high tide ' &ngag
i i the beach.
e :
A complaint was received The site was investigated
) . that a person was going . and the person advised of -
Discharge Air to burn materials froma | Hokitika the materials that cannot bhe Compiaint
- demotished house. . bumnt.
Structure in the bed Complaint fecew._ed that a _ . , .
E of & tiver stock crossing bridge may Stafford Enguiries are ongoing. Complaint
é be causing erosian.
| 1 Tre site was invastigated
A complaint was received and Eitfvb{f:;erj t.hat t&e
regarding the discharge Efrés It a ugmng ©
Discharge Air from an cutside fire at a South Beach ©0d. L may have Complaint
: . discharged black smoke
trade and industria! , : o o
remises when it was initially ignited.
P ' No breach of the regional
o rules.
The site was investigated
Complaint received sbout and established that the
Discharge Air smoke from a domestic Greymouth | person was burning oid | Complaint
| outside firc. ! wood. Mo breach of the
; o o regionat rules. i
| The site was visited and
A complaint was received : 5 fou.nd that '.t was foam ]
. Grey River 1 which was likely generated
i Discharge to water that there was fram f@nnin stained creeks Complaint
nolystyrene floating down o
tha river mixing into the Grey
upstream of the Cobden
Bridge. P
Two separ:ate complaints Informed to contact WDC
. were recefved about the . . .
Gravel Extraction : Kanlere aver noise and fraffic issues
naise from gravel e :
ar speak to the confractors Comiplaint




Riparian Margin | Complaint received about |
clearance riparfan margin clearance !

Haast - Enquiries are on going Complaint

A complaint was received The site was investigated

Discharge Surface | that a creek was Waimea Creek | ’ )
\Water discoloured with and unable to ostablish the | Complaint
. cause.
sediment,

Complaint received abaut A site visit was underiaken

Dlscha‘;?;esrurface a creek discoloured with ickitika and the craek was clean Comnplaint |
sediment, when inspected., :
J _ The farmer was spoken to
. and said he was aware of
Litter : Complaint received about Karamea the issue. It had been " Complaint

buried years ago however
recent erosion has exposed
it and it will be removed.

bailage wrap in a creek.

Complaint received about

a crashed car in close
praximity to a drain,
Complainant was
concerned that oil could
discharge into the drain.
Complaint received aboul;
starm water discharging
from neighbouring
property

: The GDC were to contact
i Marsden the registered owner to Camplaint
remove the vehicle.

Vehicle accident

Discharge Land Greymouth | Enquiries are ongaing Complaing

A complaint was recelved
. that a gold mining
operation was discharging

Engutiries established that
the minar was not
responsible and that drain

Discharge to Water | sedimeant to a river which Westport water above the mining Complaint
was affecting the operation was discharging
Westport drinking water through slip material info
supply. the river.

I The site was investigated |
Greymouth  and established no breach Complaint
. of the regianal rules.

A compiaint was received
Discharge Air ahout the burning of
rubbish in an outside fire,

A complzint was received
Discharge to water | about milk fat/ oil Hokitika River | Enquiries are crgoing Complaint
discharging into a river

Phane enquiries established
that the operator was not

Wasthort going to continue cpraying Complaint !
that area because of the i
change in wind conditions. :

. Complaint received about
possible spray drift
discharging onto a
neighbouring property.
Complaint received ahout Site was investigated and
Gold Mining the discharge of sedirnentj Motown Road | water samples were taken. Comptaint
laden water to the creek. | Enquiries are ongsing.

:  Discharge to air

The farmer was contacted
- and had stopped using this
Karamea . area. The cows werein a

| fenced area beside the
dunes. There is ng breach
| ; L of the regional rules. ;

A complaint was received
Coastal Marfne Area | about stock grazing on
sand dunes

Cornplaint




v

A complaint was received
that a farms sturry tanker

had left mud and effluent _

The farmer was spoken to

| regarding the incident to

! sadiment.

creek was discoloured from
wet weathar,

Discharge o Land | on the road when the Harihzri ! bring it to their attention, Complafint
machine crossed the . There is no breach of the
state highway to access regional rufes,
i npaddacks.
The contractor has been
Complaint received about contacted and advised to
Farthwarks dumping of earth onto Haast stop dumpgping spoil on the Complaint
. the Haast riverbed river bed, Enguiries are
'! nngoing.
The site was inspected and
Caornplainl received that established that the white
Unauthorised there were two white bait bait stands complained
structures in the | stands left in the bad of Mokihinui about are the fift up type Comptaint
bed of & river the river from the [ast and were out of the river
fishing season. i bed as required by rescurce
i ) i consent conditions, !
Comgplaint that Waimea The site was investf_gated
. . . . . and established that the . ;
Discharge to water | Creek was discoloured ! Waimea Creek diseal af Complaing
with sediment. | creek wes discoloured from ‘
- overright rain.
Complaint that & cresk Ths s:tf W?i'rgf:i_g a,:id |
Discharge to water | was discoloured with Ross and estabiished that the Comptaint l
E

Update on Previously Reported Onacing Compiaints/Incidents

There is no update on previcusly reported complaints/incidents.

Farmal Enforcement Action

Abatement Natices; There was one abatement notice issued during the reporting pertod.

Notown

Mining Wark Pragrammes and Bonds

The Council received the following two work programmes during the reporting period. Both of the work
programmes have been approved,

| 22/07/2019

Cqgilvie Creek

22/07/2019

RC-2017-0036

Whyte Gold Limited

Whyte Gold Limited

bunganville

One Bond was Received During the Reporting Period

08/07/2019

\uthorisation

RCO8ID5

M 3 K Mining Limited

Bell Hill

x12,000

EERNat
._(‘
[



One Bond is Recommended for Releasa

BSK & KG : Mining has concluded and
RC10239 | Fergusan | Tkarnatua ; $18,000 rehabilitation completed.
RECOMMENDATIONS

L That the August 2019 report of the Compliance Group be recefved.
2 That the bond for RCIDZ39 BSK & KG Ferguson of 318,000 i released,

Heather McKay
Consents and Compliance Manager
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Notice is hereby glven that an ORDINARY MEETING of the West Coast Regional Council
will be held in the Offices of the West Coasl Regional Council,
388 Main South Road, Greymouth on
Tuesday, 13 August 2019 commencing on completion of the
Resource Management Committee Meeting

AJ. ROBB M. MEEHAN

CHAIRPERSON CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
AGENDA PAGE BUSINESS

NUMBERS  NUMBERS

i. APOLOGIES

2. PUEBLIC FORUM

3. MINUTES

1-5 31 Minutes of Council Meeting 9 July 2019
6 -8 311 Minutes of Special Council Mesting 19 July 2019

4, REPORTS
85 -863 4.1 Engineering Operations Reporl
64 — 83 4.1.1 Cohden Sea Erosion Report
84 - 50 4.1.2 Hokitika Coastal Erosion Report
91 -126 4.1.3 Investigation into the benefit of putting a cut through the Waiho Loop

127 - 129 4.2 Variation & to the West Coast Regicnal Land Transport Plan 2015 — 21

136 -132 4.3 Corporate Services Manager’s Monthly Report
133-146 43.1 Setting of Rates for 2019 / 20

147 4.4 Councillor Leave of Absence
5. 148 CHAIRMAN'S REPORT
6. 149 ~ 157 Twelve Month Review

158 CHIEF EXECUTIVE'S REPORT

7. GENERAL BUSINESS
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FTHE WEST COAST REGIOMAL COUNCTL

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COUNCIL HELD OM 9 JULY 2019,

AT THE OFFICES OF THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL, 388 MAIN SOUTH ROAD, GREYMOUTH,

3.1

3.1.1

COMMENCING AT 11.27 A.M.

PRESENT:

N. Clementson (Chairman), T. Archer, P. Ewen, F. McDannell, A. Birchfigld, 5. Challenger

IM ATTENDANCE:
M. Meehan {Chief Executive Officer), R, Mallinson (Corporate Services Manager), H. McKay (Consents &

Compliance Manager), H. Mills (Planning, Science & Innovation Manager), R. Beal {Operations Director),
M. Costley (Strategy & Communications Manager), T. Jellyman {Minutes Clerk).

APOLOGY:
Moved (Clementson / Birchfield} 7hat the apology from Cr Robb be accepted.

Carvied
PUBLIC FORUM

There was no public forum.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

The Chairman asked the meeting if there were any changes to the minutes of the previcus meeting.
There were no changes requasted.

Moved {Archer / Challenger) that #he minufes of the Council meeting dated 11 June 2019 be confirned

as correct.
Carried

iMatiters arising

M. Meehan stated that he has been corresponding with Cr Ewen regarding the matter of fuel storage for
the West Coast following a civil defence disaster. It was agreed that & letter would be drafted to the
Minister of Civil Befence outlining Council’s cancern.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES QF SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 21 JUNE 2019

The Chairman asked the meeting if there were any changes to the minutes. There were no changes
requested. Cr Archer stated he has no changes to the minutes but he is concerned that Council might
have a failing in communicating with ratepavers as to what can be included as submissions to the Annual
Plan and what cannot be actually acted upon. He stated that there is an expectation by these submitters
that Coundil is going to give their funding requests consideration. Cr Archer is concerned that there are
people in the community who think the appropriate time to make requests for funding is via a submission
to the Annual Plan, He stated that there is no mechanism 1o deal with this. M. Meehan advised that this
is a case by case situation as Coundl approved expendifure for the GRS study into geothermal work
during the year, and there was no consuitation on this, M. Meehan advised that the point the Auditor
Generalt made around the UAGC was that they said that Council could not make such a change to tha
funding via a submission and recommended going cut for further consuitation. M. Meehan stated that

Minutes of Cauncll Meeting — 9 July 2019



3.1.2

Council’s response to a submission on the fairness of the UAGC was a difference in aopinion. M. Meehan
asked R. Mallinson for his advice on this matter. R. Mallinson advised that the legislation channefs
councils to identify matters for consuitation, but Council would always accept a submission even if the
submission wasn't identified in the consultation document as this is hasic democracy. R. Mallinsan
advised that Council would always receive and consider the submission but may not necessariy act on it,
M. Meehan stated that advice would be sought i a submission was likely 1o have a major impact on a
camtmunily and could consult on this In future Annwal Plans, He stated that would still be a case by case
situation. Cr Archer used the example of the request for $100,000 from the Westport 2100 YWorking
Group, He stated there is a potential for a councillor conflict of interest in this type of situation as both
Crs Archer and Clementsan have been part of this weorking graup., Cr Archer spoke at length about the
submission from Westport 2100. Cr Archer aiso spoke of the submission process in general and stated
that because Council does not ask questions, it becomes guite a daunting pracess for submitters, and he
feels that Council onby istens and does not contribute. Cr McDonnell stated thal he did ask Mr Coll from
the Westport 2100 how much he funding he was seeking. Cr Archer stated that Coundil never would
have considered $100,00C and then have to rate the communily for this when they have had no nput
fnto it.

Moved (Birchfield / Bwen) that #e minutes of e Specal Coundl meeting dated 21 June 2018, be

conlfirmed as correct,
Carried

Matters arising

There were no matters arising.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING 28 JUNE 2019

An armended version of the minutes of the meeting of 28 June were tabled. These had previously been
emailed to Councillors,

The Chairman asked the meeting if there were any changes to the minutes of the previous meeting.
There were no changes requested.

Moved (Birchfield / Archer} that the minutes of the Special Councit meeting defed 28 June 2019, be

confrmed as correct.
Carrted

Matters arising

Cr Archer drew attention fo the second fne in item 2 which says that “Councillars now have legal advice
from the Local Government Commission (LGC) an the One Ristrict Plan”. Cr Archer queried if this was
legal advice. R. Mallinson confirmed that the LGC provided a sunimary of the legal advice they had
received.

REPORTS:
OPERATIONS REPORT

R. Beat spoke to his report ana advised that the future works listed are all reflated to the March weather
event and will be part of the insurance claims. He stated that contractor capacity is afmest at full
capacity.

R. Beal reporied that just over 20,000 fonne of rock has been recovered for the work in the Lower Waiho
rating district (LWRD}. He advised that the likely time of compietion for this project is early September,
providing rock recovery continues to progress well. Cr McDonnell spoke of cancerns from the LWRD at
the prospect of a large loan of around 506,000 and their concerns with insurance and being able to get
the stopbank back in place. R. Beal advised that the insurance will not cover 100% of the rebuild,
Council is well commiltied (o the rebuiid and cannot step it now as this would impact on insurance. R.
Beal stated that costs are ongoing and have been communicated consistently to the LWRD, they have
also been advised that Council is unsure how much the insurance pay out will be. M. Meehan advised

Minutes of Council Meeting — 9 July 2018
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that staff are in constant communication with the Ministry of Civil Defence. R. Mallinson advised that he
has also been in constant contact with the Ministry on behalf of the Crown, and the insurers. He slated
that the assessor will be making a second visit to the sife in early August and will be accampanied by
Council's engineer. R. Mallinson advised the he and Council's engineer met with the representative from
the Crown a couple of weeks ago at the site. R. Beal reconfirmed that the hest rase scenario is a cost of
$2.2 - $2.4M if rock recovery prices are at $21.00 per tonne. Discussion took place on the possibifity of 2
shartfall of araund $500,000. M. Meehan advised that the orfginai report which went to Council was that
any costs that weren't recovered by insurance, or the Ministry, would be a loan on behalf of the rating
district. This has been the approach which has been communicated to the LWRD from the start, Cr
Birchfield commented that the original stophank had lasted for 37 years. Discussion fcok place. Cr
McBannell commented that the EWRD is feeling disappointed as they thought they had an insured asset
and this is not going to be replaced without costing them something. M. Meehan stated that this is a
difficult situation, weekly meetings are being held, and Council’s engineer is ensuring that as much rock
as possible is heing recovered from the river, R, Beal confirmed the Council's enginser is doing an
excellent job at keeping the end costs down, with early guotes for the rebulld being at $3.4M. It was
agreed that work and communication would continue with the insurer and the community.

Moved (Birchfiald / Challenger)
1. That the report is received.

2 That the rebuild budget of $2.600,000 + /~ 10% for the Miton & Others Stopbank /s agproved,
Carried

4.1.2 VARIATION 6 TO THE WEST COAST REGIQNAL! L AMD TRANSPORT PLAN 2015 — 21

M. Meehan spoke to this repott and advised that both the Chairman and Deputy Chairman are coundil
represeniatives on the West Coast Regional Transport Committee {RTC). M. Meechan stated that this
matter has been discussed at the RTC and these recommendations have come through from the RTC for
Council to approve. Cr Ewen expressed concern that the Minister could be considering dropping the
speed limit fo 80 km per hour on owr roads. He stated if that is the case this couid be a handbrake on
the whole West Coast economy. Cr Ewen stated that be does not support this. Cr Clementson stated
that this sentiment was strongly reflected at the RTC meeting. Cr Clementson stated that the RTC was
assured that this is not the intention. Cr Birchfield agreed with Cr Pwen and stated that this is the green
agenda and it is about getting everyone on hikes or watking fo slow the road system down. Cr Birchfield
believes this is all part of climate change as they don't like fuel being used. Cr Birchfield is against this.
M. Meehan slated that he is unsure of where Councit stands if Council rejects the recommendations from
the RTC. Extensive discussion ensucd and it was agreed that Council would defer the consideration of
this report until the August Council meeting as Cauncillors would like more information, especially on the
80 km per hour issue.

Moved (Archer / Ewen)

That a decision an Variation & fo the Regional Land Transport Plan 2015 -21 wilf be deferred until the

Atrgust 2018 Council meeting.
Carriad

CORPORATE SERVICES MANAGER'S MONTHLY REPORT

R. Mallinson spoke to his report and asked Councillors to disregard the two tables on page 15 of his
report as he would ke to do further work and he will then recirculate the tables, R, Mallinsan advised
that the deficit has increased with the maln contributors being investment income being $366,0000 below
that budgeted for the year to date. He stated that the VCS surplus is also less that what was budgeted
but is expected to improve. R. Mallinson reported that quarries have been trading well due to the heavy
demand for rock.

R. Mallinson spoke to the rest of his report and advised that $613,000 has been spent to date on the
rebuild of ihe Mitton & Cther Stopbank at Franz Josef,
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R, Mallinson drew attenticn to the omission of a formal recommendation being inciuded in the staff report
for the submission in refation to the Weastport 2100 working group, which 5 now included in the

recommendations of this report.
Cr Archer suggested that an addition to the third recommendation and it include the words, "or @ special

rating district be creafed”” M. Meehan advised that under the Rating Act, to form a rating district outside
of an annual plan process, good reason is required. R, Mallinson confirred that i would nead to he an
emergency that could not have been foreseen under Section 23 of the Rating Act. He provided further
information on the setting up of rating districts.

Cr Ewen asked if Council is covered should an event occuwr now and take out the Milton & Others
Stopbank before it is completed. R. Mallinson slaled that this would be a separate svent but Council's
insurance caver would still come in to play, and there would be further excess to pay.

Cr McDonnell asked if the shortfall in the budget variances is attributed to any one thing. R. Mallinson
stated that he still needs to confirm if this figure is accurate but stated it has been chatlenging to
generate the cost recovery in the resource management area that was hoped for. Discussion took place
on contributing factors to the budget variances.

Maved {(Ewen [/ Birchfield)
1. That the report Is received,

2 That Counciflors nofe the figuidation of the Catastrophe Fund Portfolio, fo be rebuit once all
Inswrance and Crown funds are fa fand, and any fong term borrowing fs undertaken,

3. That the Westport 2100 Comniittee be advised that any actual works required flowing from the Group
recormmendations wilf need fo be considered as part of fulure Anmial / Long Term Plan processes,

Reynposing of existing Councll budiaets will be considered as approprizie,
Carredt

LEAVE OF ABSENCE — 13 AUGUST 2019 COUNCIL MEETING

This repart was taken as read.

Moved (Ewen/ McDonneil)

That Council grants Cr Archer a Leave of Absence from attending the 13 August 2019 scheduled Councit
meeting,

Carried

Moved (Archer /  McDonnell)

That Coundit grants Cr Challenger a Leave of Absence from aftending the 13 August 2019 schediied
Councll mecting.

Carried
CHAIRMANMNS REPORT
Tha Chairman’s report was taken as read,
Mowved (Clementson / Birchfield) &#har s report is received,

Carricd

GENERAL BUSINESS

Cr Archer asked if there has been any progress with the list of closed landfill sites that was requested. H.
McKay advised that the recommendation was that Envirolink fund be sought. H. Mills advised that it was
ascertained that Envirolink funding was not appropriate but her staff have now put a list together and
could be brought to the next meeting. M. Meehan advised that ECAN are leading wotk in this area. He
stated that risk assessments are belng dene at a national level and work is being done on what
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constitutes a fandfill. M, Meehan stated that the main issue is historic landfills that aren't cavered by the
EMA, fandfills that are closed, old sites and sites that are nof known abaut.

The meeting closed at 12,18 p.m,
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THE WEST COAST REGICNAL COUNCIL

MINUTES OF A SPECTAL MEETING OF THE COUNCIL HELD CN 19 JULY 2019,
AT THE OFFICES OF THE WEST COAST REGIONAE COUNCIL, 388 MAIN SOUTH ROAD, GREYMOUTH,
COMMENCING AT 11.00 A.M.

PRESEMNT:

A. Robb (Chairman), P. Ewen, P. McDonnet! (via telephone), A. Birchfield, 5. Challenger

IN ATTENDANCE:

M. Meshan (Chief Executive Officar), R. Beal (Operations Director), R. Russ (Council Engineer),
T. Jeiflyman (Minutes Clerk). The media.

APOLOGIES:
Moved (Ewen / Challenger) Tiar the apolagies fiom O Archer and Clementson be accepied.
Carried
Moved (Birchfield / Challenger;}
That Sranding Orders are suspended to afiow O MoDonnell io pariicipate via telephone.
Carried

MINUTES

The minutes from the Special Meeting of the Hokitika Joint Seawall Committee meeting were tabled. It
was noted that these minutes will be adopted by the Hokitike Joint Seawsall Committee at their next
megating.

PUBLIC FORUM

Moved (Bircheld / Challenger) 7hat Mr Don Neale (Hokitika resident) be granfed speaking rights,
Carried

Mr Neale addressed the meeting and stated that he attended the meeting of the Hokiika Joint Seawall
Committee meating last week, Mr Neale stated that his involvernent is in a personal capacity, and not do
with his occupation as a coastat spedialist with the DoC. Mr Neale stated he holds a Master's Degree In
coastal processes and has lived within 200 metres of the Hokitika Beach for 30 years. Mr Neale stated
that he is part of the rating district and would like to see some consultation with the rafing district prior to
g decision being rmade., Mr MNeale spoke extensively of the options available and spoke to various
diagrams that he had brought to the meeting. Mr Neale spoke of the options that are available including
hard options of a seawall and beach re-nourishment. Mr MNeale siated that he does not see the benefit of
a rubble wall being put in place and feels that this could be harmful and he would Iike to see Council hold
off cn this option. Mr Meale stated this is not an urgent situation as there is still 20 — 30 metres of public
tand, then anather 10 - 20 metres of private land before any built assets are affected. Mr Nezle stated
that he would like WCRC fo seek urgent advice from NIWA prior to commencing any work, Mr Neale
stated that other structural and cladding optfons should be looked at. Mr Neale stated that road access
for trucks and machinery to get to the site would be defrimental and would make the hazard worse as it
would destroy the vegetation which helps to build the sand dunes. Mr Neale stated that if a seawall is
an option it should be the fast line of defence and potentially even on private land. He stated that NIWA
has not recommended at any stage that a rubble wall be put in place as is currently an the table. Gr
Challenger asked Mr Neale guestions relating to high tides forecast for August and if he feels these could
pose a threat to the area. Mr Neale stated that these higher Hdes are not necessarily a greater threat,
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Cr Birchfield asked questions of Mr Neale refating to beach nourishment. Mr Neale stated that artificial
beach rourishment using trucks could be done but there are other ways of managing this. Mr Neale
stated that the river does have an impact on what is happening on the beach, Mr Neale stated keeping
things as stahle as possible without making massive changes might be the best approach. Further
discussion relating to the mouth of the Hokitike River, potential groynes and the impact historic groynes
have had an this area in the past. Cr Fwen stated do nothing is not an option as there could be issues
coming up over the next month. He stated if these issues are not addressed now, there couid be bigger
issuss to face. Mr Neale stated that the do nothing option is hard but feels that it is important to be sure
that the situation is nat made worse, he feels that the rubble solution could make things warse. Mr Neale
stated that rubble does not give full protection against erasion, and it does not do anything to feed the
beach. Mr Neale stated that the Hokitlka Beach now has encugh elevation to stop the waves coming
over the top. Mr Neale spoke of the option of putting a road formation on the beach and how this might
work, Further discussion took place on this option. Cr McDonnell asked Mr Neale how he feit the
community might react to this, Mr Nesle stated that as long as it was stated that this is a short term
solution and It was explained to the community that this is the best short term solution and will bide
some time until thare is a langer term solution is recommended by the experts. The Chairman thanked
Mr Neale,

Moved (Birchfield / Chalienger) 7hat Mr Kerry Jeffs (Hokitika resident} be granted speaking rights.
Carried

Kerry Jeffs addressed the meeting and stated that he is an affected property owner and has tived in the
area for the last four years. Mr Jeffs stated that there is a huge amount of erosion in front of his
property and is concentrated between Bampden and Tudor Streets. Mr Jeffs stated that he as seen
arcuned 15 — 20 metres of land vanish over a 4 — 6 week period. Mr Jeffs stated that he has never seen
so much erosion as what has occurred recently,  Mr Jeffs stated the affected area is on merine road
reserve. Mr Jeffs stated residents have had several meetings and those living between Hampden and
Tudor Streats are very nervous., He stated that these residents want something done. Mr Jeffs spoke of
farge trees and pensioners flats in this area. Mr Jeffs expressed his concern about the possibility of high
tides in August. Cr McDonnell asked Mr Jeffs questions refating to his boundary and road reserve land.
Mr Jeffs stated that vegetation is vanishing every time there are high tides or big waves., Mr Jeffs stated
that he does not support the option of river gravel being used as he feels that quarry rubble would lock in
bettet.

REPORTS:
COASTAL EROSION REPCRT

R. Beal spoke to his report. He stated that he is seeking long term advice from NIWA on what impact the
river mouth s having on beach nourishment, information on the current cycle and coastal processes,
current erosion solutions and the effectiveness of establishing more groynes. R. Beal explainad the shorl
to medium term options to the meeting. He stated that the community needs some effective solutions,
urgently, He staled that consideration has been given to using river gravel and this has heen costed on
the same design, but it is felt that this will not provide the short term protection needed. R. Beal
expiained the recommendations in his report, He answered questions from Cr Birchfield relating to
pUEing a cut into the Hokitika River to move the mouth closer to the town, along with the use of river
gravel., R. Beal stated that this been considered and could add some benefil but is uniikely to stop the
current erosion. Cr Birchfield stated that this work needs to be done immediately. Cr Ewen asked if any
of the existing groynes would be touched. R. Beal confirmed that they would not be, and he is expecting
further advice on the groynes from NIWA,

Cr Challenger spoke of an erosion cut which was moving north, with the tast one coming as far horth as
the Hau Hau River. He is stated that this one could already be moving north and therefore he feels that
more money than necessary should not be spent. He suggested waiting to see what happens. R. Beal
advised spoke of risks of waiting with one being there might not be access to the area.

B. Russ addressed the meeting. Me stated he is concerned about risk of further erosion over the next
couple of months. B. Russ stated that if there was more time then beach nourishment would be an
option. He stated the sea was cutting In further to the north & couple of weeks ago and this is where
beach nourishment should be considered before too much and is lost. B. Russ stated that there is a
natural sand dune system which is high at the moment and the erosion is now getting to this dune. he
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stated that the area cannot afford to lose this dune system as waves could end up going through
properties in this area.

The Chairman stated that in view of the urgency of this wark there is not the option of pubtic consultation
as this wark is emergency work,

Cr McDonnell stated that he undetstands the urgency of this wark but is concerned that the whole rating
district has to pay for the work and therefore he is in favour of the softer engineering option of beach
nourishment. Cr McDonnell stated that he is would like to wait for the advice from NIWA,

B. Russ confirmed that NIWA are not available fo visit the site until Septemhber. He stated that he is
currently trying to get an engineer from BECCA to visit, B. Russ confirmed that it is hard to know just how
urgent this work is as it could turn around and there might be no further erasion, or it could continus, B.
Russ advised that over 20,000 tonne of rubble needs to be brought in and it is likely that the job wauld
take around four weeks fo compiete which would he towards the end of August.

Cr Ewen stated that it is @ gamble to wait and he feels Councit cannot take the risk. Discussion took
place on whether it would be guicker to get the rubble from the Hokitika River, rather than Camelback
Quarry. B. Russ advised that he would not feel comfortable using this as any sandy gravet would get
sucked out when the erosion hits the bank and the material from Camelback Quarry is & far better aption.
Crs Birchfield, Ewen and Rebb were in favour of the recommendations.

Moved {Birchfieid / Ewen)

1. Bulld a 3.1 batter with rubble from the Camelback quarry to form a 450m (from Hampden Street
groyne to Tudor Street groyne) sacrifictal “wall” on the foreshore bank (estimated cost $250,000)
with the abilfly to increase the length of works if required,

2 Councit fund this work through a 5 year loan against the Hokitika Seawall Rating District at the ratios
sef outin the Annual Plan,

3. Councll approve up fo 3 $500,000 foan, which will also be used to implement recommendations from
MIWA i relation to the river motth and coastal groyne engingering works,

4. Suspend the mamienance of the access ramps on the Seawall untif such Hma that the environmental
conditions allow far the cost effective maintenance of the access ramps.

Against

Crs Chaflengear and MoDonnell

Carrfed

The meeting closad at 11.44 p.m.

......................................................
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The fellowing plant is currently being used ansite:

Arnald Contrasting Team

4 @ B b & © o

1% 207 Excavator

3 x 30T Excavators

1 % 50T Excavator

1 % 26T Dump Truck

13 40T Durmp Truck

1% 12T Construction Reller
1 X D375 Buldozer

Y
[

As of 2 August 2019 approximately 40,0007 of rock has besen recovered and placed into the
new stopbank and the temporary diversion channel. Rock recovery from all sources is currently
costing approximately $21.00+GST per tonne.

As of 31 Jure 2019 $1,056,940.82+GST has been spent on this proiect, As of 2 August 2019
approximately $1,600,000+GST has been spent on this project.

Quairy Rock Movementis for the period
1 June 2019 to 20 June 2019

That the report Is received

Randal Beal
Operations Manager

o Q. | Stockpile | Rock Sold <\ g,y ay ¢ | Stockplle
e e | o RS D : " Balance -
Smallfmedium 0 0] 11,943
Camelback i it LR L LI L EELI LR L
Large 3,165 ] G 3,165
Small/medium 5,640 ) 0 : 5,640
Whataroa : .
Large 790 11,527 ¢ 527 790
Blackball 850 0o i y 850
! Inchbonnie 15,621 16,289 16,289 15,621
b Kivi 0 0 0 0
Miedema 0 0 0] 0
OCkuru 1,000 ¢ 0 1,000
Whitehorse 1,334 V] 0 1,334
Totals ' 43,866 27,816 27,8106 43,866
RECOMMENDATION
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4.1.1

THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared far: Counci! Meeting- 13 August 2019
Prepared by: Michael Meehan — Chisf Executive
Date: 5 August 2019

Subject: COBDEN SEA FROSION

Background

Altached is a leiter received from Grey District Council in relation fo the ongoing coastal erosion at
Cobden. Council has initiated reports by NIWA utilising Envirolink funding to support mare informed
decision making In relation to the issues faced, Attached is the most recent report by NIWA, noting
that NIWA have been asked fo provide a further report due later in 2019,

The majority of infrastructure at risk is Grey District Council assets inciuding the dump, car park area,
Jellyman Paik and road. There are private properties that could be considered at risk that are located

the [andward side of the Grey District Council assets.

Recommended pathway

It is proposed that Councit staff provide further information including the NIWA report and survey
information and coordinate a meeting of the Grey Floodwall Committee to discuss, The only asset
potentially impacted by the erosion is the Cobden cut, which has not been utilised to great effect in
recant floods due to the surrounding conditions. It is important to note that it Couricll were {0 inifiate
physical werks in this area this would be a significant change from the purpose of the Grey Floodwail
Rating District and would require some fonm of formal consuttation.

RECOMMENDATIONS
1. That Council receive this report.

2. That staff organise a meeting of the Greymouth Joint Foodwall Cornmitiee (o discuss further.

Michae| Meehan
Chief Executive
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Wianaging and adapting to coastal erosion at Cohden Beach
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Despite the accretion that has accurred atong this section of coast, the carpark and associated
infrastructure has heen placed too close to the active beach to accommodate episodic storm events
that can cause beach erest overwashing and beach crest cutback. No natural beach crest buffer width
has been maintainad to enable these short-term erosion events t¢ be accommadated. As such, the
carpark suffers from common issues with rock protection piaced on beaches. These being the
process of lowering of the heach [evel in front of the structure (a reduction in beach alevation caused
by loss of sediment from wave reflections off the structure face) and edge effects eroding aroundg the
flanks of the structure (caused by waves wrapping around the structure}.

The key issues identified during the site inspection were:

= Immediately north of the carpark, edge effects have contributed to retreat of the
beach crest, with overwashing of the gravel storm berm and vegetation dieback
(gorse/flax) evident, There was evidence of racent overwash gravels reaching 5 m
intand fram the beach face and up to 10 m infand at access paths. The out-flanking
erosion is also exacerbated by vehicle access to the beach from the carpark itseif,
preventing vegetation growtn, disturbing beach sediment and towering beach levels.

* Infreat of the carpark the beach is lowering {relative to adjacent beach sections), with
gravel being stripped from the beach face rather than being deposited on the upper
part of the beach crest. Any driftwoed is also swept past the revetment, piling up
downdrift of the structure {which was the north side during the site visit).

*  Tothe sauth of the carpark structure, the edge effects are less pronounced, perhaps
due to increased wave sheitering from the tiphead. However, GDC have axtended the
rack protection at the Lagoon Cut (Figure 3-2) to prevent waves ecading the cut and
entering the lagoon {pers. comm. £, Birchfield). The rock protection has a slope from
1:1.5 to 1:2 and is comprised of smali (<0.4 m diameter) rocks,

The overwash and retreat around the carpark flanks are arincipally due to the abrugt rectangular
shape of the carpark and its protrusion onto the beach face. The steep face of the structure and
protrusion onto the beach are causing the increasad wave reflections off the structure face, causing
the beach to lower in front of the carpark,

ivlanaging and adapting to coastal erosion at Cobden Beach
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4.1.2

THE WEST COAST REGIOMAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: Council Meeting — 13 August 2019
Prepared by: Randal Beal

Date: 5 August 2019

Suhbject: Hokittlka Coastal Erosion
Background

Property owners raised concerns about the recent rapid erosion of the foreshore prompting Council to
investigate options and curtent and presented these to the Hokitike Seawall Committee on 11/07/2019,
The recommendations from the committee were presented to Council on 18/07/2019,

Following the king tide event of 2 & 3 August Councit staff are re-assessing the area ang will provide further
information with recommendations to the Council meeting.

Attached is the independent advice provided by lan Goss of BECA on the proposed sofutions to the coastal
erosion.

The independent advice has raised several issugs with the proposed works incuding:
s Siructural performance and stability are expected to be inadequate.
s The concept does nol incorpoiata ceotextile to provide separation batween the underlving beach
and rubble and reinforcement to limit settfement, and to provide a Titer to reduce washout of the

rmaterial from the scarp behind the rock batter.

s The afignment of the batter will be governed by the existing irregular scarp position rather than a
straight seawall alignment.

o Failure of the batrer would result in distribution of rubble across the beach,

Council staff requested further consideration from BECA on a modified short term solution incorporating
qeo-fabric and a deeper foundation and also requested an alternative solution be provided.

The independent advice proposes:
+  The use of large AGPR and geo-fabric as a temporary emergency works solution.

Council staff have received quotes ta undertake the initial proposed emergency works. Contractors have
confirmed that access from the beach is sufficient to undertake the works.

Coutncil staff have surveyed the erasion line prior and post the: high swells experienced in the first week of
August. A drone survey will also be undertaken to assess the river mouth direction and alignment.

RECOMMENDATICN

That this raport be received,

Randal Beat
Director of Operations

e
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31 July 2099

After considaration of these characieristics, we would not recommend this rubble batter option as a practical
or aconomic sofufion to the immediate exposure for the following reasons:

=  The siructural performance and stability ara exoected to be inadequate in terms of rock size, with the
rubble maoving under wave attack (refer also to failure commaent below).

= The founding level is oo high to protect against undermining with further beach lowering which wil
further affect the overail stability.

o The concept does not incorporate geotextile to provide separation between the underlying beach and
rubble and reinforcement to limit setflement, and to provide a filter to reduce washout of the material
from the scarp hehind the rock batter.

» The alignment of the batter witl be guvemned by the existing irregular scarp position rather than a
straight seawall alignment. This has potential to cause localised effects (e.g. wave focussing and
increased damage), increasing maintenance requiremants.

e Tie crest isvet of the batter would be variable as described rather than canstant at a selected run-up
lavel, praviding lesser protection against overtopping to the more vulnerable lower areas which will
be the first to experience this.

« The limited time available for installation of the batter may resuit in additional chalienges to
consfruction guality.

e Faflure of the batter would result in distribution of rubble across the beach. The rubble would be
difficuit o recover, and is unlikely to be abile to be incorporated in a durable protection structure it
the longer term,

= Inthe event that the beach recovers naturally and the batter is buried, it will become exposed again
in the fuiure with the effects of climate change and still be of limited value in terms of protection.

o Lffects of any structure on the adjacent coastline, including the beach and dune as far north as the
wastewatar treatmant ponds, should be considered as part of the wark and mitigation identified.

The present situation is problematic in terms of exposure with Red Tide alerts in sarly and fate August. H is
noted that the designated Highest Red Yide aleri for the end of August is 100 to 200 mm abave the predicted
tides far this week (i relatively liftle difference). Weather conditions will be a critical factor in refation to
erosion damage as they affect storm surge and wave climate. We understand that the council will be
menitoring closely any changes to erosion scarps over the first periad of Red Alert tides which start this
week, as well as long range forecasts, to identify the need for targeted emargency work and readying of
emergency management plans in anticipation of the high tides at the end of the month. Such emergency
works in other locations have included the temporary placement of Jarge rock and geotextile (the 3-6 tonne
rock used in the existing seawall could provide an indication of size if placed at a similar batter slope) at
identified vulnerable areas with & view to subsaquent re-use and incarporation of this rack into a permanent
structure based on considered design.

We trust that this outline is helpful.
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Yours sincerely

lan Goss
Senior Associate - Civii Engineering

on kehalf of

Beca Limited

Phese Number +64 3 3665 3521
Email: fafn.Jossibeca.com
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— Closely monltor the marine conditions and beach situafion fo establish the level of immediate
risk to the community and propery, pofential peak exposure, and windows whan emergency
works can be carried out (e.g. daytight low tide). This information will support decision-making
by relevant managers an the ground about when fo implemeaat the works.

u  Implementation of temporary emargency works.

- Priority - place sand bags to raise levels along the low ridge landward of the beach (pricritising
towr sections of the ridge), protect houses and other buildings, confine flow paths, etc. This work
is generally not expected to be fide-dependent and can be undertaken in advance of the svent
as a precautionary measure.

- Place rock and geotextile temporary emergency works as required based on site conditions. For
tamporary emergency works place rock an the existing upper beach level (je without
excavation). This work requires accass to areas affected by tide, requires heavy machinery for
delivery and placerent, potentially in the dark. A comprehensive safety plan and supétvision is
required {o ensure that people are not put at risk.

e Place geotextile against verticat erosion scarp and across upper beach beneath rack
footprint to help fo reduce washout of beach and erosion scarp.

= Progressively place rock along the scam o provide continuous coverage, ideally 2 rows in
bottom layer, with a further row as a top layer (if ime and conditions permit). Cleardy the
mare rock that can be applied the better protection, but this may be at the expanse of
coverage. Close management and judgement required.

®  Be aware of risk of end erosion when staring and stopping rock coverage — i.e. extend
coverage to appropriate points.

- FRock to low scarp areas (where single rock layer is higher than scamp from upper benn — these
are probably the most exposed sactions in retation to overiopping). Refer abave for comments
re safety issugs,

& Place first row of rock against any erosion scarp.

= Place geatexiila over this rock and the adjacent upper berm

& Place a second row of rock an the fabric to capture a vertical compenent of fabris fo resist
washout exposure.

We understand that the Councll will also be taking decisions on when to implement ofher emergency
mohitoring snd management measures, such as advice to residents and evacuation plans, particularly noting
the present forecast timing of the potential event during the night of Friday 2 August.

Yours sincerely

{ur Rt 3357503
W2t-1EEGEE-10 G40



lan Goss
Senior Associate - Civil Enginesring

on bekalf of

Beca Limited

FPhone Mumber: +64 3 357 3621
Emgil: ian. goss@beca.com
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4.1.3

YHE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: Coundil Meeting — 13 August 2019

Prepared by: Ranaa! Beal

Date: 5 Auqust 2019

Subject: Investigation into the benefit of putting a cut through the Waiho Loop

Backqround
This report was commissioned fallowing feedback fromt the Franz Josef community regarding the possibility

and advantages In proceeding with a cut through the area known as the Waiho Loop or Terminal Moraine.

This report has simply looked at the physical nature of the corcept using Lidar survey data and testing the
concept with experienced river engineers, The work has not looked at the regulatory issues that would
follow should the concept be implemented, Much of the area is Department of Consarvation National Park
and is well known as a unique example of these types of formations, It can be considered without significant
analysis that the regulatory test would be high and a significant process would follow if this aption was
ever considered past the concept phase.

Attached is the “"Waiho Loop Cut Investigation” Report.

Volumetric analysis shows that the cut would require removal of approximately 282,500 m3 of material.
This allows for an excavation dawn to a depth of 5m to remove large boulders which may be buried heneath
the existing bed material, Allowing for a bulking factor of 1.3 increases this to a total voiume of 367,250
m3 aof material. The cost estimated by Council staff for removing this material is in the order of $3.7 millian.

The report shaws there is no long term benefit in undertaking this work and has risk of undesirable
consequences including:

»  Whilst it is considered fikely that some degradation would occur, model results indicate that
degradation cannot be guarantesd,

» Risk that this could undermine existing stop banks most particularly on the South bank, however
also the new stop bank on the North bank which protects the treatment ponds.

o Based on current bed levels, it is considered very likely that ary degradation would simply speed
up the future permanent avulsion of the river into the Tartare River.

e Due to the greater than 20m fall into the Tartare, this has the potential to set off uncontrollable
nick point retreat and rapid bed degradation and is not considerad desirable at this point of time

RECOMMENDATION
1. That this reoort be received,
2 No further work be unoiartaken,

Randal Beal
birector of Operations
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4.2

THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: 13 August 2019 — Council Meeting

From: Michala Costley — Manager Strategy and Communications

Date: 31 July 2019

Subject: Variation 6 to the West Coast Regional Land Transport Plan 2015 - 21
Purpose

The purpose of this request is to ask the Regional Council to vary the 2015-21 Regicnal Land Transport
Plan (RLTP) to include the West Coast State Highway Speed Management Guide Implementation. This
request is made pursuant to section 18D of the Land Transport Management Act 2003 (LTMA}.

Qverview

This paper went to the 9 July 2019 Council, whereby it was decided to defer making decisions on tha
recommendations until further information had been provided by the New Zealand Transport Agency
(NZTA). NZTA will speak to this matter at the Council meeting on 13 August 2019.

The Regional Transport Committee (RTC) may prepare a variation o its RLTP during the six vears to
which it applies if the variation addresses an issue raised by a review; or qoad reason exists for making

the variation,

A variation may be prepared by the RTC at the request of an appraved arganisation of the NZ Transpart
Agency or on the RTC's own nmiotion. The provisions of the LTMA that apply to the preparation of a full
RLTP apply with the necessary changes to a variation of an RLTP. Consultation is not required for any
Variation that is not deamed significant in the criteria set out in the RLTP.

The RTC may recommend that the West Coast Regional Council vary the RLTP, however final approval
of the variation is determined by the Councif,

Background

The Government Policy Statement on Land Transpert (GPS) 2018 presents 3 number of changes in
direction for the New Zealand transport system, including pricritising a safer transport system free of
death and infury. The Investment Assessment Framework (IAF) assessment methodology enables
programmes of safety proiects to be included in the 2018-21 National Land Transpart Programme
{NLTP) to deliver the step change in safety autcomes sought in the GPS by allowing for assessment
and investment decisions to be made at a programme rather than individual project level.

Safer speed s a pillar of the Safe System approach that can deliver safety outcomes, i.e. in some
situations, the best safety improvement option may be fo simply lower the operating speed fo a safe
and appropriate level through the use of speed limit signs and minor infrastructure Improvements that
align with the adjusted speed limit.

When the RLTP, was published the SH Speed Management Programme was heing developed as a
national programme and hence was not submitted to the Regional RLTP’s. The Transport Agency has
now formalised the approach to speed managernent and seeks to include regiona! SH activities in afl
RLTP's.

Implementing a speed management aporoach, focusing on the top 10 percent af the SH network, will
result in the greatest reduction in deaths and serious injuries. it aligns very highly with Priority 1 under
the TAF.

The Safe Networks Programme (SNP} was endorsed by the NZTA Board at their Movember 2018
meeting, Three key components will be used to deliver the three-year national safety programme
through the 2018-21 NLTP, The key work streams include:

= Safe Roads and Roadsides - State Highways and Local Roads

v Safe and appropriaie speeds

+ Safe level crossings

The work streams are complemented by a toolbox of measures to supporl their rollout, including
investment in cycling, walking, effective enforcement, safer vehicles and customer behaviour measures.
The NZTA Board reconfirmed its commitment to the acceleration of the speed management approach

&y ke
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at its December 2018 Board meeting, including the implementation of the Speed Management Guidel o &
(SM@G).

The SMG is a document that helps modernise the approach fo managing speed in New Zealand. It
supports a consistent approach to speed that is appropriate for road function, design, safety, use and
the surrounding environment (land use). It helps Road Controlling Authorftles (RCAs) to identify and
prioritise the parts of their networks where better speed management will contribute most to reducing
deaths and serious injuries, while supporting overalf economic preductivity. It also assists RCAs to have
hetter conversations and engagement with thelr communities, to betler understand pricrities and
perspectives on lacal roads, and improve understanding of speed management activities.

To help ensure future speed management effarts are betfer targeted to risk and applied consistently
across the country, regional maps are prodiuced by the NZTA for RCAs that identify the top 5-10 percent
‘high benafit’ speed management opportunities. These maps highlight the appropriate intervention
based on the road’s function, which may be a mix of safety improvements that support current or
higher travel speeds and possible changes to the limits, up or down. These maps provide a starting
point far RCAs to engage with their communities. The SMG promotes a tailored anproach to
engagement, supported by a variety of engagement tools. RCAs can use and adapt these tools to suit
their engagement needs.

Far many roads, no change o travel speeads — or speed limits — will be needed. It is for those corridors
where current fravel speeds or speed limits may be toa low or to too high that changes should be
made,

Key Paints

The Government Palicy Statement on Land Transport {GPS) 2018 prasents a number of changes in
direction for the New Zealand transport system, including prioritising a safer transpaort system free of
death and injuiy. NZTA has developed the Safe Networks Pragramme to deliver the safety objectives
within the GPS, including acceleration of the implementation of the Speed Management Guide,

GPS 2018 supports investment in state highways and local roads to accelerate the implementation of
the nevs Speed Management Guide, focusing on treating the top 10 percent of the netwoark which will
result in the greatest reduction in death and serious injury as guickly as possible. This Guide was
developed to provide a nationally consistent approach to speed management, delivering both a safe
system and network efficiency,

MegaMaps (the Safer Journeys Risi Assessment Tool} is used to assess an appropriate operating speed
for all raads, both lecal reads and stafe highways. Tha results from this technical exercise can then be
used to increase community awareness and understanding of road risk, informing local communities so
that they can affectively engage in discussions on proposed interventions.

As part of the SNP, a nationwide prograrmme of activities is being developed and the West Coast region
is identified as a Very High priority area for the implementation of speed management and a wider
range of network safety improvements.,

The Agency has established a framework through its Speed Management Guide to allow a systematic
and cansistent application and implementation of safe and appropriate speed across both the state
highway network and local reading network under local government jurisdiction.

This comprehensive programme has identified those sections of the network which have the top 10%
Dezth and Serious Injuries (DSI) savings on the network and because they will provide the greatest
immediate benefit due to the level of traffic, regional speed reviews in Auckland, Waikato and

Canterbury have commenced.

The West Coast SH Speed Management Guide Implementation activity covers the identification and
implementation of the highest benefit safety improvements on the state highway network within the
West Coast region and is part of the three year nationwide Safe Network Programme announced by
the Minister on 16 December 2018.

Complementary projects may be required on local roads and these may be the subject of later RLTP
vartation requests. NZTA and local road controlling authorities will work collaboratively on developing
the detailed programmes of work required.



Complementing this systematic approach, the Agency is concurrently seeking to undertake speed { G

reviews af state highway corridars and parts of the network where it has given a historic commitment
or there has been similar sustained historic local authority or community interest and where a simifarly
high patential benefit has been identified,

Public engagement and consuktation form an important part of the speed review process so the
community will be informed when the speed review publicly commences. This specific initiative and the
wider programme are proceeding as they are a critical part of the Governments stated policy of
improving road safety far all New Zealanders,

Mote that the cost estimates presented are budget anly and are subject ta the business case and final
NZTA funding approval process. We re-iterate that inclusicn in the RLTP is the first step in the procass
to access funding from the National Land Transport Fund, with subsequent steps for inclusion in the
National Land Transport Programme and more stringent tests that apply to activities far which funding
approval is sought.

The West Coast SH Spead Management Guide Implementation activity is estimated to cost $1.45m in
total (over 3 years). It will be funded through Work Category 324 “Road Improvements” with a 100%
Funding Assistance Rate,

G

Project Phase Anticipated Profile : Work Cat
IR TP TS T S S g EOSt !
West Coast SH Speed | 4 slementation | $1.45 million | Very High, 324
Management Gulde Implementation (Priority 1) {Road Improvements)
Implementation _

This praiect is strongly aligned with the strategic direction of the RLTP.
This variation is low cost and is not significant, therefore public consultation is not required.

Regional Transport Cammittee support
The RTC accepled the foliowing recommendations at its meeting on 14 June 2019;

That the West Coast Regional Transporf Committse:
L. WNoles that the following state highway activity is proposed as a variation fo the Regional fand
Transport Pran.
a, Wast Coast 5H Speed Managernent Guide Impilemeniation
2. Determings that the requested variation is not sigmificant,
Agreass o vary the Regronal Land Transport Plan by adding the above proposed adiiviy fo Table
9 — "Activities included in the West Coast Regional Land Transport Plan” in the R TP.

4. Recommends the varnalion and change fo the West Coast Regional Coundit,

b

RECCMMENDATIONS
That Coundil:

1. Approves the variafion to the Regional Land Transport Plan 2015 — 21 for the inclusion of a West
Coast Siate Highway Speed Management Guide Implemeniation;

2. Agrees fo vary the Regional Land Transport Plan by adding the above proposed activity to Table 9
- "Activities included in the West Cogst Regional Land Transport Plan” in the RLTF.

2, Submils the variation to the West Coast Regional Land Transport Plan 2015 — 21 fo the New Zealand
Transport Agency.

Nichola Costley
Manager Strategy and Communications
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Council Meeting 13 August 2019
Robert Mallinson — Carporate Services Manager

2 August 2019

Corporate Services Manager’'s Monthly Repori

1.

FOR THE TWELVE MONTHS ENDEDR 35 JUNE 2019

Financial Report 1 July to 30 June 2019

ACTLIAL BUDGET BUDGET M ACTUAL
REVENLUES Year to Date Anhual vs BUDGET
General Ratles and Penafties 3,367,1 3,A30.000 3,430.00C 99%
Irvestrient ccome 681.513 908,705 Q05,703 TE%
Rescurce Managemen: 522 207 1,333,324 1,853,384 62%
Regiansl Land Transpot 1,626 82,330 B2 3301 1115
Energency Managaient 1,144,330 1,780,000 1,180,000 9%
Econnmiz Davelepmont 37500 150,600 150,000 2
Rivr, Drainage, Coastal Protestion 1,359,328 1,557,222 1,557 e 188%
YWarm West Coas? 14,431 15,491 15,491 3%
WG5S Business Unit 3,248,041 4.045,000 4,046,000 8%
Cemmemial Prapesy Rewalustion - -
12,103,575 12,671,126 12,671,136
EXPEMDITURE
Gowmance 483 962 430,042 80,012 102%
Econgmiz Cewelopmeat 268,159 300,600 230,000 H#5%
JF‘BSDLI'I'CHE Mahagement ! 3,817,522 3,708,378 3,788,379 103%
iRagional Land Transpot 185,048 Zi3, 503 203,552 5%
Hydrofogy & Floodwaming Serndcas 863,705 960,219 960,219 9%
Emaigenty Matagement IS 1,202 304 1,202,354 VA
River, Drainage, Coasta: P otection, 2,372,353 26200201 2,829,023 t21%
VG5 Businzss Lnit 3,720,577 3,369,000 3,330,000 Fid%
Crher 140,089 B2 37 B2 037 PR
Warm West Coast 8,857 10,223 10,223
13,349,332 13,222,014 13222914
OPERATING SURPLUSS|DEFICIT) - 1,245,358 |- BR1,778 {- 55%,778
Net Varlance ACTUAL BUDGET ANNUAL BUDGET
ACTUAL vs Year to Date
BUDGETED Year to
BREAKDOWN OF SURPLLIS / {DEFICIT) |Date
Rating Cistricts - 292 566 33,623 |- 333.9’11 - 333,211
Economic Developmant - 30,652 |- 230,659 |- 150,000 |- 160,000
Quaries 328,787 23,048 |- 297,255 |- 207,230
InvestmIact Incoms - 225,796 621,513 d0g, 764 a0g, 7He
W3S Businass it - A28 637 3 228,463 557,063 657,000
‘Geners Jates Fundzd Activiies aO75.664 1~ 3,553 202 |- 1,377 568 |- 1,277,555
Wam West Cogst 307 5,075 5.268 5,258
Agalugtion Investmant Property - - - -
Ciiher - 78062 |- 140,089 |- 62,037 |- 62,087
TOTAL B 1,753,581 |- 1,245,359 |- 551,778 |- 551,778
Met Contributors ko Gengral Rates Nat Varfance ACTUAL BUDGET ANNUAL BUDGET
Funded Surpfus f{Deficit) IACTUAL s Yaqr to Date
BUDGETED Year ta
Crate
Ratss - 42 B9 3.387 10F 3,430,000 3,430,000
Representation - A8620 - 485 962 |- 480,042 |- 450,042
Resource Mznagemerns? - 535320 |- 3,788,315 |- 2452 005 . 2,452,895
Transport Actifiy +7,438 |- 103,423 |- 121,262 - 1&1,262
River. Drainage. Coastal Prafection - 226,979 |- 368635 |- 540,658 |- B4l 656
Hydrzlegy & Flosdwarming 57015 |- 563,206 |- 950,213 |- 0ED, 248
Emeérgency Management - 177,388 |- 200, TER |- A2 304 |- 52 354
TOTAL - 975,054 |- 2,253,222 |- 1,271,568 |- 1,277,508

.
13
&

0



STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION A5 AT 30 JUNE 2019

CURRENT ASSETS
Cagh 456 083
Deposd - Weskpac 1,658
Aceounts Feceivadls - Gencral 214,751
Acocoums Roeohabl - Rates 0877
Prepaynents 195,060
GST Refund De
Siock 545,194
Accrued Incore 1,074 218
2,485,273
NON CURRENT ASSETS
imesintents 10,471,540
Stratepic ‘mesiments 1,245,867
Shradegic Investmenis 208,207
LGFA Bomower Motes 33,600
Town Jeposi - PRCC Bond 52,000
MBIE & DOT Bonds 23.806
investmants-Catasiraphes Fund 214,738
Wiarm Wast Cnast Loans 27347
Comimerizal Propaty lmestmeat 1,480,000
Fixed Assets 4,762,707
infrastuntural Assets b9 Bag 250
78,649,714
TOTAL ASSETS 81,134,387
CURRENT LIABILITIES
Bank Short Terr: Loan 70, 000
Aooounts Payabla 1,867,871
GST 217,542
Camosits & Berds 1483761
Sindry Payables 73,253
Bevenus in Advarce -
Acciled Anqual Ledwe, Mayrof 399,632
4,608 737
NON CURRENT LIABILITIES
Fulure Quary Rastoration 5000

Interest Rate Hedge Posilicr

TOTALUABIEITIES

EQUITY

Ratepayers Equity

Surpliss Transfermsd

Rating Bistict Equity
Revaluation

Catastrophe Fund
Investrant Growth Resene
TOTAL ZQUITY

LIABILITIES & EQUITY

7882803

7,880,953

12,467,730

18,753,064
1,235,675
1,842,169

36,335,289
1,059,350
8,478, (¥

£8,657.257

81,134,087
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2. Investment Portfolio

30 June 2018 Calasiraphe Fund Majar Pertiofio TOTAL

Openirg belance § Junz 219 5 TTEOVE i ¥ TD.EE4.443; & 11,033,510

Incams fiarch) $ 14,M7 | & 207,437 P4 222,414
|

Denosit J

Withdrawd & 575,262 | 5 - --$ 575,262

Clesing balance 20 June 2019 b 214,731 8 10,471,840 5 10,686,671

Totsf income year to date to 30 June 219 & 48,863 § S00ATA ] 550,739

Coundil investmenrt portfolio increased in value by $222,000 during June 2019. The Catastrophe
Fund was in the process of being liguidated @ 30 June 2019,

3. Commentary
This is an interim financial result for the yvear to 30 June 2019. There are a couple of areas that
need a bil more work before we can finalise the resuit.

»  Quarry rock inventory calculations,

e Infrastructure revaluation @ 31 December 2018, This work has been completed and
externally peer reviewed {as per Audit NZ requirements). I am still evaluating the
completed revaluation, but it would appear that our protection infrastructure has been
revalued from just under $60 million ta $70 million. This revlauation hasn't been
incorpearted inta these interim financials,

The interim resulk is a deficit of $1.245 miltion for the year to 30 June 2419,
= Investment Income is $225,000 below that budgeted for year to date due to the losses
incurred in the Devember quaries.
s VS surplus of $228,000 is $429,000 less than budgeted.
= Net General Funded activities negative budget variance -$975,000.
+  Major contributor to this was the nuch lower than budget cost recovery in the Consents &
Compliance Group area, the River, Drainage & Coastal protection activity area.

51,060,000 has been spent rebuilding the Milten stophank @ tower Waiho to 31 May 2019, I have
treated this as a capital cost, so that expenditure is not included in the reporled deficit of $930,000.

I am taking advice from PWC as to how to account for the impairment of the Milton stopbank which
was almost completely destroyed on 26 March 2019,

4, Milton & Others Stopbank Rebuild.
As noted above, we have spent $31,060,000 on the Miltan stopbank retuild to 30 June. Discussion
with our Insurers and the Crown continue with regard to this catastrophe event.

Qur Area Engineer Brendon Russ met with Rob Rouse from MCDEM / DPMC on 2 August 2019 and
it: is likely that we will soon see Crown cash start to flow, following a detailed examination of the
invoices we have paid to date for work fo 30 June 2019, This will likely fook like;

! Cosls paid by WCRC and approved by MCDEM | $1,G60,000

60% Crown contribution $636,000
Less Crown deductible ($146,000)
Net payment $490,000

Brendon Russ and myself will meet again with the Assessor appointed by the Insurer on 8 August,
It is not clear when cash flow from the insurance claim wili start to flow.,

I am in the process of borrowing $1.5 mikion from LGFA to cover aowr cash flow on the Milton &
Others stopbank rebuild.

RECOMMENDATION

That the report be received,

Robert Maltinson
Corporate Services Manager
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4.3.1

THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIE

Prepared for:  Council Meeting ~ 13 August 2019
Prepared by:  Robert Mallinson -- Corporate Services Manager

Date: 31 July 2019
Subject: Setting of Rates for 2019/20
Background

Although Council will have already adopted the 2019/20 Annual Plan which included Council’s
rating intentions for 2019/20, legai process requires Council to adopt the following resolution.

The detalled values, factors and ylelds for each type of rate can be found on pages 12 - 46 of
the 2015/20 Annual Plan (copies atfached).

RECOMMENDATIOMNS

That Coundlf adopt the alffached proposad rates strike and penalty seliing resofidions
numbered:

1. Setting of various rales as per 1 (3}, (D), (¢}, (d), (e}, (T} (g}, (h), (i} () (k4 (0. (m), (n).

(o} (2} (@) (1), () (B, (u) (v} (W) (00, (), (2), (aa), (bb), (cc) (ad), (ee), (), (Gg)
(i), (W} pursvant to section 23 (1) and (2) of f,_r‘?e focal Go vernment {/ Ratfng) Act 2002,

2. Adopting due dates for payment of 20 October 2012 and 20 Aprif 2020 as per 2 and
pursvant (o section 29 of the Local Government (Rating) Act 2002

2 Setting Penalifes as per 3 pursuant fo section 57 of the Local Government (Rating) Act
2002,

Robert Mallinson
Corporate Services Manager



West Coast Regional Council Rates Resolution
For the Financial Year 1 July 2019 o 30 June 2020

That the West Coast Regional Council resolves under the Local Government (Rating)
Act 2002 to set the following rates far the 2019/202( financial year:

(a} General Rate under section 13(2)(b} of the Locai Govermment (Rating) Act
2002 at different rates in the dollar of capital value for all rateable land in
the district, as follows:

Differential Category

Differential
Relationship
{proportion of fotal
revenue sought for |

the general rate in (incl GST)
each district)

Factor per dollar
of capital value

Land in the Buller District | 31% 0.00039430

local authority area

Land in the Grey District | 39% 0.00042623 ,

tocal authority area e

tand in the Westland | 30% 0.00034521 :

District local authority area i
() Uniform Annual General Charge under section 15 of the Local

Government {Rating) Act 2002 for ali rating units within the region being
an amount of $83.38 including GST per rating unit.

{c} a targeted

rate under section 16(3)h) and 16(4){b} of the Local

Government (Rating} Act 2002 on &l rateable land siuated in the Vine
Creek Separate Rating Area, on the iand value of a rating unit, set
differentially for different categories of raieable land, as follows:

bifferential Category

| Differential | Factor per dollar
5 of land value

; ! (inct GST)

Class A 100% | 0.0017664

 Class B 70% . 0.0012364

| Class € 50% | 0.0008832

ClassD 20% 0.0003533
Class E 10% .10.0001766




(d)

(&)

a targeted rate under section 16{3Xb) and 16(4)k) of the Local
Goverpment (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Wanganui River Separate Rating Area, on the land value of a rating
unit, sel differentially for different categories of rateable land, as follows:

Differential | Factor per dollar

Differential Category of land value
{incl GST)
Class A 100% 0.002312%
Class B 7004 0.0016190
: Cass C 45% 0.0010408
i llass_. 10% 0.0002313
Classtt 50% 0.0011564
Class U2 50% (.0011564

a fargeted rate under szection 16{3)}b) and 16{4)b) of the Local
Government (Rafing) Act 2002 an all rateable fand situated in the Kaniere
Area (Mainienance)} Separate Rating Area, on the land value of a
rating unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, as

follows:
e " Differential | Factor per dolkar |
Differential Category ' of land value :
o I (incl GST) j
Class A 1 100% 0.048682
Class B 60% 00089209 |
' Class C 40% 0.0055473
| Class D 15% 0.0022302
Class £ 10% 0.0014868

a fargeted rate under section 16(3Hb) and 16{4)(h) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Kaniere Area (Loan)} Separate Rating Area, on the tand value of a
rating unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, as

follows:
Differential : Factor ;'Jé'r"c'&;;'l}iﬂ
Differential Category i of land vaiue
e : (inck GST)
Class A : 100% 0.0091408
! Class B 60% 0.0054841
' Class C 4% 0.0036560
| Class D 15% 0.0013699
| Class E 10% 0.0009133

[
_n



o}

2 tergeted rate under section 16{3}(h) and 16(4Xb) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on alft rateable land situated in the
Kowhitirangi Area Separate Rating Area, on the capital value of a
rating unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, as
Toflows:

ioh

Differential | Factor per dollar
: Differential Category of capital value
{incl GST)
Class A 100% 0.0002043
Class C 50%......_ 000001022 |
Clags E 29% 100000596
Class F C17% ' 0.0000341

a targeted rate under section 16{3){b) and 16(4)}(a) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the Coal
Creele Separate Rating Area, of 0.0019150 per dollar of capital value
{including GST).

a targeted rate under section 16(3%b) and 16{4)}bh) of the local
Government {Rating) Act 2002 an all rateable land situated in the Karamea
Riding (Maintenance) Separate Rating Area, on the capital vaive of a
rating unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, for
maintenance of the Rating Area infrastructure, as follows: -

Differential | Factor per dollar
bifferential Category of capital value
{incl GST)
Class A 100% 0.0013095
Class8 ~ 80% 0.0010476
Class C - 60% i 0.0007857
Class D e - 10% | 0.0001309
Class E ! 5% i 0.0000655

g largeted rate under section 16(3}b) and 16(4}{b) of the Local
Government (Rating] Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Karamea Riding (Loan} Separate Rating Area, on the capital value of
a rating unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, for
repayment of the loan raised to fund the 201€ upgrade of the works in
the scheme, as follows:

; Differential | Factor per daollar

Differential Category of capital value
{incl G5T)

Class A 100% 0.0006972

Class B _i80%  10.0005577

Clags € 60% . | 00004183

Class D 0% _|0.0000897

Class E 5% {.000034%9




(k)

{m)

a targeted rate under section 16(3)b) and 16{4(b) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Inchbonnie Separate Rating Area, on the capitaf value of a rating unit,
set differentially for different categories of rateable land, as follows:

. Differential | Factor per dollar
Differential Category ' of capital value
....|(incl GST)

Class A 100% 0.0011964
Class B /5% 0.0008973
Class C 50% 0.0005982

Llass D 30% 0.0003583

1 ClassF 15% 0.0091735

a targeted rate under section 16(3)}b) and 1&6{(d)a) of the local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all ratemble land situated in the
Greymouth Floodwalt Separate Rating Area, of 0.0003622 per dollar of
capital value (including GST) (for repayment of a loan raised to fund the
2010 upgrade of the protection works),

a targeted rate under section 16{3)(b) and 16{4)(a} of the Loca!
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on alt rateable land situated in the
Greymouth Floodwall Separate Rating Area, of 0.00016243 per dollar
of capital vaiue (including GST} (for maintaining the protection works in the
schame).

g targeted rate under section 16{3)b} and 1&(4)(a) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the OKuru
(Maintenance) Separate Rating Area, of 0.000402C per doliar of capitai
value (including GST).

Red Jacks Separate Rating Area, on the land area of a rating unit, set
differentially for different categories of rateable land as an amount per
hectare, as follows:

Differential Category Differential | Rate per hectare
Class A 6.73% $6191.60
Class B 35.55% £2,942,34
Class C 3.56% $2729.33
' Class D 17.54% $701.50
 Class E 14.23% $878.63
(ClassF o 4.73% | $235.22
Class G 7.40% 43099
Class H 8.60% #1608 |
Class 1 C171% | $2.04

a targeted rate under section 18(3)(b} and 16(4)}a) of the Llocal
Gavernment (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the Raft
Creek Separate Rating Area, on the land area of a rating unit as a fixed
amount of $12.07 per hectare.

Lot



a ftargeted rate under section 16(3){b} and 16(4)}b) of the Local
Government (Rating} Act 2002 on all rateable land situated i the Melsan
Creek Separate Rating Area, on the land area of a rating unit, set
differentiaily for different categories of rateable land, as follows:

Differential Category Differential | Rate per hectare |
Class A 3.40% $1482.63
Class B 13.21% $916.60
Class C 1 9.99% $186.77
| Class D i 9.15% $178.78
1 Class € | 13.09% $141.48
Class ¥ 12814% $89.40
Class G 8.89% $£98.78
Class H 9.18% $92.20
a fargeled rate unmder section 16{3)}b) and 16(4)}hY of the Locat

Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Taramakau Settlement Separate Rating Area, on the land area of a
raling unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable fand, as

follows:

Differential Category Differential : Rate per hectare
ClassA 33.16% L $74.71
| CassB 11.54% 461,25

Class C 5.83% $42.09

Class D £.54% $35.50

Class E 8.63% $34.14

Class F 5.89% $28.97

Class G ; 13.40% $23.54
ClassH 13.77% §22.12
tCasst | 0.24% $3.40

a targeted rate under section 16(3}b) and 16{4)}b) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on alt rateabls land situated in the Kongahu
Separate Rating Area, on the land area of & rating unit, set differentially
for different categories of rateable land, as follows:

| Differential Category Differential | Rate per hectare
 Class & . 1.00 $29,88
[ClassB . 0.52 5 15.67

a targeted rate under section 16(3)b) and 16{4Xh) of the Local

Government {Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the
Waitangi-toana River Separate Rating Area, on the land area of a
raling unit, set differentially for different categories of rateable land, as

foliows:
Differential Category Differential | Rate per hectare
Class A 25.80% $9.82

Class B 23.48% $7.49

Class C 46.84% $6.32

Class D | 3.88% $1.26




v)

(w)

(v}

(z)

a targeted

rate under section 16(3(b) and 16{4}Yh) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land located between the
boundaries of the Poraral River, State Highway & and the Tasman Sea at
Punakaiki {for repayment of the loan raised by Council ta cairy out the sea
wall protection extension works), on the capital value of a rating unit, set

differentially for different categories of rateable fand, as follows:

bifferential | Factor per dollar
Differential Category of capital value

{incl GST)
Class A {Camping Ground} 100% 0.0423677
(Class A(Other) — —  100% 0.0014778

Class B e e | B5% | 0.0009606
Class C 60% 0.0008867
Class D 30% 0.0004434

a targeted rate under section 16(3)(b) and 16(4)(a) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land located between the
boundaries of the Porarat River, State Highway € and the Tasman Sea at
Punakaiki (for mainiznance of the sea wall

0.0070171 per dollar of capital value {including G5T).

a targeted

protection works), of

rate under section 16{3}(b) and 16(4)b) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on properties included in the Hokitika River
Scuthbank separate ialing area, on the capital vaiue of & rating unit, set

differentially for different categories of rateable land, as foliows:

Differential { Factor per doflar
Differential Category of capital value
Area A 100% 0.0004500
Area B 109 0,0000490
8 targeted rate under section 16(3)b) and 16{4)a) of the Local

Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the Franz
Josef Separate Rating Area, of 0.0005332 per doflar of capital value

fincluding GST).

a targeted rate under section 16{3)b) and 16(4)a) of the Local
Government {Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated in the Lower
Waiho 2010 Separate Rating Area, of 0.0049312 per doflar of capitaf

value (Iincluding GST).

a fargeted rate under section 16(3}b) and 16(4)a) of the Local
Gavernment {Rating) Act 2002 on alt rateable land situated in the Matainui
Creek Separate Rating Area, of (.000781%5 per doffar of capital value

{including GST).

a targeted rate under section 18(3)a) and
Government (Rating} Act 2002 on alf rateable land within the region to fund
Regional Emergency Management activities, of 0.0001145 per dolfar of

capital value {including G5T7.

a targeted rate under section 16(3)a) and 16(4)(a) of the Local
Govermment (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land within the region o
fund the cost of One District Plan activities (as directed by the tocal
Govarnment Commission), of 0.000040 per dollar of capital valde

(including GST).

16(4)(a) of the Local



(ce)

(ee}

(ff)

a targeted rate under section 16(3)(b) and 16{4)a) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on ail rateable land situated in the
Mekihinui Separate Rating Area, as a fixed amount of $306.67 per
rating unit.

a targated rate under section 16{3}bh} and 1&6{4){b} of the Local
Government (Rating} Act 2002 on all rateable land in the Whataroa River
Separate Rating Ares, on the capital value of a rating unit, set
differentially for different categories of rateable tand, as follows:

bifferential | Factor per dollar
Differential Category of capital value
{inc GST)
Arga A 100% . 0.0024521
Area B 40% i 0.0009849
Area C 20% | 0.0004924

a targeted rate under section 18(3)}b) and 16(4}b) of the local
Government (Raking) Act 2002 on all rateable land in the New
River/Saltwater Creek Catchment Separate Rating Area, on the
capital value of a rating unit, set differentially for different categories of
rateable land, as follows:

Differentiai | Factor per doliar
Differential Category of capital value
(incl G5T)
Area A 100% 0.00G0000
Area B 4% 0.0000000
a ftargeted rate under section 16(3)b) and 16{d}{a) of the Local

Government (Rating) Act 2002 on properties that have recesived Council
funding to mstall insulation and/or clean heating appliances under the
Warm West Coast Targeted Rate Scheme, calculated at a rate of
14.9286% of the GST inclusive funding provided by Council to the property.

a targeted rate under section 16{3)k} and 16(4)(h) of the Local
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on aill rateable land situaied within the
boundaries of the Hokitika Seawall Separate Rating Area, on the
capital vafue of a rating unit, set differentially for different categories of
rateable land, as follows:

Loan Rate S
Differential | Factar per dotlar
| Differantial Category af capital vaiue
| (incl GST)
A | 100% | 0.0013441
' B L 75% | 0.0010081
C : 60% : 0.0008064
D | 10% | 0.0001344

st

e

.
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{hh) a targeted rate under section 16(3)b} and 16(44b) of the Local =
Government (Rating) Act 2002 on all rateable land situated within the
boundaries of the Hokitika Seawall Separafte Rating Area, on the
capital value of a rating unit, set differentially for differenti categories of
rateable tand, as follows:

faintenance Bate

bitferential | Factor per dollar |
Differential Category of capital value

I . (incl GST)
A 100% 0.0003188
B 75% 0.0002391
Lo G0% 0.0001913
D 10% 0.0000319

{ii) a targeted rate under section 16(3}b) and 16(d4yb) of the Local

Govermnment {Rating) Act 2002 on afl rateable land situated within the
boundaries of the Neil’s Beach Separate Rating Area, of 0.0004536
per dollar of capital value (including GST).

Due dates for payment

2. That the West Coast Regional Council resolves that all rates for the 2019/20 financial
vear be dus in two equal instalments, as set out in the table below; pursuant to
section 24 of the Local Government {Rating)} Act 2002
Instatments fDueDate o
1 20 October 2019
2 20 April 2018

Penalties

3. That the West Coast Regional Councit resalves to apply the following penalties on

unpaid rates pursuant to section 57 of the Locat Government (Rating) Act 2002.

A charge of 10 per cent on 50 much of each instalment that has been assessed after
1 July 2019 and which is unpaid after the due date of each instalment {above}, to be
applied on 20 October 2019 or 20 April 2020, respectively.
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FUNDHHG IIPACT STATEMENT - RATES
FOR THE YEAR ENDING 30 JUME 2024

Rote
All amounts are clated Tnclueiva of GET.

Raliong Instalment Mfarma than
Fites will Do payabls oy two instalmenis:

Firsi itreslzin el
Mua date 21 Ootobar 219
Fenalty dale 20 Ooiober 2015

Second iaslalmeznl
Hue dale 20 Aprl 20203
Cretalty clate o ARl P

A panally for l=ra paymert il ba appfled al the amount allzwsd oy |be Loca: Govemmea 1 Rating Acl 2002 of 0%
v fiey garl of an Bstalment $hal warseing usoéed aftor 1 Jus dales of 26 Octobe: 2049 woei 20 Apil 2023,

on 1he penally dates ot 20 Osiob=r 200% and 206 Apn! 2020

Adurhoy 0% cenalty el boe chaqged on & accumilaled mle arrears as al 30 Hing 20858, on 1 July 2080

General Rate
T Gt Foada 15 wsed to fird acidies Bl sog of poohe bernghs ol wheie o allme
saurca of revwerie s idenlified to cover the oost of 1he antisdlies,

The Gonera® Foie Wl Bo o difforord.nd gonerad rete in the dollcr sot for ol sozocklc land within tno rogion
ard calvuiaied v e Sapilal walue of each 1=ling wenil.

Flifferentisl
Ratepzla Cozihal Valuo I

Ao Buller Distdctl Council arsa 1a yisld 31% of the 1Al genesal wia.

i in B Groy Ystdot Councll area to yold 39% of 1he tota! goreral rate,
Fztazble Cagphal Value 1 e Waslland Disincy Council aroa to vield 30% of the tolal genzra’ mie.

dillerentiai eslirmated ralsabls I'aclor 2er § 2l Lsittnatac o LS
Casial vawe Capital valve Yield Lxclusive
Falsabbs Walte of Land Inohe Beiber Dislirc! cucal swtbenily Arga 1% ¥ 2,187,050, 791 0. 00138430 = EGE, 2095 3 TEA3CD
Fateable Walee of Land in the Grey Distdct Local authoity Afkea a9% k] 2,556,940,550 G.0A0MEE2E 5 {0ag.a55 < 947,700
Falzable Value of Lang In the Weslland Disficl Locsl aifncly Araz 3a% 5 O.O00AGRT 8 33350 5 T23,000
1007, £ £ i, 0de BD S U G DO

Uniform Annual Gersral Charge

Thie Cewfacee Avsrigzd Qare:al Shangu s cMmgkad ol wta (1) 1ol chaego got ralingg il wes psr sectlon 15 of e

Lacal Govermrnent (Baling) Act 2002,

Iha Cotnell $81s & Uhlorm anoal geaeral sParga Lo nd astivities that ars of puBlis sgnelt and whare nn olher soutca of
revenue is ioonificd fo covar tag goot of G actlics,

E=tialas nenber o8 Aroobnl peroalieg G357
FALAG JITES dait. Estimabed Yield Evglusivg
0000 5 E3.32 & HEGF.GU0 § 1,450,000
TARGETER AATCS
Aargatad rate sat diftarentaliy in accordance with cectiang 16, 17, 18 of the Logal
Sowe rmmenl Fiding Al 2002 on &l rateable jand situated in Llhe Vine Creesk Separate Rating Aren
ard cxlovialed o the band v lue of each ruting unil, for mainlaining the proleclion works in he scheme,
Estmaiad raleabls dillemrseniial {acior par & ol Extimaled lo
Land valis based on Land Walue wleld
Wine Creek Rating District baroiis &
Clas A 3 4,107,200 t.00 000 FEGS ] 7345 3 /8,386
[lazs R 3 R LAY iy 10,001 20F4 n Fdd? 15 RE7F
Class © & B A, T 1.E0 LLANIGEESS e LAY £,204
Cloes D & 17,43+, 700 020 O.COCEEST 5 G182 § £,306
Class E 5 15,57%.000 2.0 Q.00 Tes £ 2,751 § 2,082
E] 28,750 & 25,000
A largelad rade set differeotially in 2oceordance with ssctions 168, 17, 18 of the Local
Gavermnant Fatiog Act 2002 an all extesbie land Sated ndhe Wanganoi River Separata Rating Arca
and caieulated on the land valuse of aach rating unit, for maintRining the pretection woeks in the schame.
VWangonul River Bating Olstrict Zatimated raicable diffarenttal fastor per s of Celimered fo HET
2 Walie haged on Land WVatue ield ExclLsive
benefils %
Lass A = J0, 200 1.0 C.ooa12e 1,400 3 44 .B50d
Clagr B ) 1E, ed3, 100 [ oedGign FeEE B fR-EH]
Ciass T = 26,461,200 045 c.onio4d08 27814 5 23551
Ciags [ F 4,613,120 210 0.0002513 1089 %
Class 11 B 2 R41.900 1.5 N1 5684 2060 03
Clezz U2 5 204,000 L5 .00 1564 13140 &
1+3.000 & 100,002
A mrgeed rate set differentially in ageordnnce with sections 16, 1%, 18 of the Local
Gowvernment Rating Act 2002 cn alf rateabls land situated in the Kanienz Saparatz Aating Area
ok cotoubabed an e o value of dach rating unit, lar snaindeining the proteclion works in the schema,
Kanicrg Rating District (Maintenanes} Eslimatad rateuble diflersntivl wetar per S of Estimiatad 10 G
Lard volue boased an _and wlue wiod Exclunie
benefile £
Thinss A 5 329,200 “.on G.011BEE2 1804 § A4,7613
Tlass £ " 115,000 i) MOS205 1.ona 5 R77
Class © 4 ATECN0 rra L5947 3 1.818 & 1407
Tlass 2 = 1,706,000 18 [ERaw Atebeia el 3.E0E % 3,508
Class £ S 5, G 014 0,001 dBEE a5 Gra
12,408 % 10,026

West Ceast Reglonal Councll 2015 — 2020 Annual Plan
7w



id] Atargeled rate set differentially in accordance with sections 16, 17, 18 of the Local

Government Rating Act 2042 on all rateable [ead situated [n the Kantere Separate Asting Area

antd crlculated on tha land vatue of @ach raling wnit, for maintaining the pratecticn warksin the scheme,

Kaniere Rating Digirict {Loan § Srlimate ratzabia riilfsoansah fzotor per 3

Lard Value bazad on Lard valug

nonchivs

Class A b3 229,200 100 OGS40
Class B & 173000 06D 0.00S4E41
Class & 5 Eula 040 0.0C265E0
Class D E 1706004 0O0% 000375
Hass E g =N v ] 00068144

A largeted rafe set differertially in accordance with sections =6, 17, 18 of the Locaf

e

Govarnment Rating Act 2002 o0 alh raleabde land siluzed i the Kowhitirangi Scparate Rating Arca
and calculated on the capital value of azeh rafing unit, far rapaying the laan raisad in 2017 to extend

‘he protection works.

Howhitirandg Flood Contre! Beling Disiict

Estimated rateaklz dfzrenta)!
Capital Valoe based on

barclils
Tllass A 5 168.55E,600 1.3
Clags G 3 35114800 05D
Clasz C 5 F R L
Class F ] TREILID 247

i Atargeted rote in azcerdance with sacthons 16, 17, 18 of the Lacal
Government Rating Ack 2002 on all rateabla land @ivatad in the Coal Creek

Separate Rating Area and calculaled on the capitad value ef cach rating unit, lor mainlnfning the prefaction

warksin the sechemea.

Goal Creak Bating Distrien

E=limated rataabla
Capital Valle
3 5,005,140

{7} Ataroated rate sot differsntially in acenrdance witly sections 16, 17, 18 of e Local
Government Rzling Act 2002 on ol rateable land situated in the Karamea
Separete Rating Area and calculated on the capital value ol cach rating unil, for maintaining the prodeclion
werke inn the scheme,
waramaa Raling Cisrict (Mainteance)
Esiimaiad rateeble differential Tector per s cf
Cepilal Velus based an cacitel Vala
anefits
Class & 3 2881200 00 0.9013295
Class B 5 AMABREN NAN GA01047R
Class 5 52887 06D Q.O0EsY
Clags D E 114.70,260 DLAC D000 AR
Clasa b = A5 G5B, 620 os 0.00855
[k A targeted rate set differantially in aceocdance with sections 16, 17, 16 of the Local

Govarnmenl Hating Act 2002 cn all rateable tand siteatag ip the Karameg

Separnte Fating Area and catewlated an the capitsl value of each rating unit, for cepaying the loan

raised Lo fund 1he 2118 upgrade of vwrorks in the scheme.

Karamea Rang Disticl [Loan Repayment)

Estimzted rmocable dfcrental
Capilal Valua besedaon
Lrzrofits

Clazs & H A0E1,3E 1.00
Chacz B 5 30,935,150 C.BD
Class C 3 4,028,850 G0
Clazz D 3 44785230 G
Class E 5 45 ERREIN TS

i) Atargeted rale setdiflerentatiy in accordance with woliang 18, 17, 18 of the Local
Government Rating Act 2002 on all ralezble land sftuated [n the [nchbannie

Separate Rafing Aree and ealeulated on Hie capital value of cach rafing Gnik, for Maindidng Be prolestion

worksin the scheme,

irchboinia Raling digpel

Estimatnd eareeme MAlirreatia
Capital Wa'uz based an
wneils

Cizas A 4 3,526.200 W03
Cass B 3 18845220 075
Crasz G 3 £284.000 050
Cazss D % ZAT6000 030
Clazs F 5 1.%03,500 038

feeinr psr & of
e Vi

00202043
L.00016a2
LL00E596
L0054

Ty per 5 of
G ERET
G050

ednrper & of
sapdlal Watua

C.O0DRETE
00313577
0.00234183
0,00 20887
KN

ot pae ool
capijal Valug

D.0011854
G.000ears
3 JI05832
04000850
0.000% 7565

Wesk Coast Regional Coundgll 2019 - 2020 Annual Plan
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Zatimated 1 Ls5T
yrigh Exulusne

&
3046 § 3 Fo7
GEC & £an
994§ 855
2,356 5 2,024
LEE IS Lt
7,443 3 G472
Estimaled ta GST
yield Exnliigie

3
3883 % 2,922
3eAT 3 3,19
1813 3 1,664
=17 3 2.27s
17,40 3 L, 00
Estimaisd 357
i) Zxilusing

2
11,500 3 15,000
_'L1_.::'f]ifl 5 1'.‘;,(]”1.1'
Estnafed w GsY
el Exclusive

£
3511 5 3.C52
L. - i)
88 & 5,107
A0 & 13,087
2448 3 2,600
T.o00 & 50,000
Estimaed (o 35T
yizkt Frnlighs

5
1EE8 3 1,628
17204 3 15,003
R 1,651
000 3 8,857
1482 5 1,444
30614 § 28,621
Zstimaled i GET
gl Sl

3
FR-L- I~ 3,565
14,037 & 12,206
378§ 3.87a
TRY & Ly
“3E & 172
BEOCE £ AR )

[

X
1
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A targated eale Tn accordanee with sochans 16, 17, 10 of the Local

Gevernment Bating Act 2002 an all rateable land situated in the Groymouth Floadsatl
Separate Raling Aren and calculatad an the capilal valve of zach rating unit, for repayment
of A loan raisad to firnd the 2010 vpgrads of 1he proteclian werks

“etimatad 1o GsT
Greymouth Floodwall iLoan) Hating Qi striet yield ZErlugive
Eztimatod ratesblie {BEEar JEr § of -
Captral Vahiz mapial Vzlne e e
g RGBT R (4] 0003822 2a6,a50 & 224,000
A legeted rate o accardance wilh seefions 16, 17, 18 of Lhe Local
Governmenl Asting Act 2002 on all rateable fand siluated in the Greymouth Floodwall
Separate Rating Area and calculated on the capital value of zach rating unit, formaintaining the proleclion
WErks in the scheme,
Esvrmaled 1o (53T
Greymouth_Eigodwall (Watmenance} Rating Disirict ke Ewetusia
Estinizted ratzakla facior per § at 3
Capital Vaila Gadbah Wallis
b= 705014100 COUI 243 15,003 5 130200
A ctargatad rale in accordance with sactionz 16, 17, 18 of 1he Lagal
Government Rating Act 2002 on all roteakie land situaled In the Okur
Seporate Fating Area ang caleulated on the capltal value ef cach rating unit, for maknlalning the protectian
worksin the scheme.
Skury Fating Distelct [IMalrtenance) Estimated to 5T
Estimaisg ralezhla apter par § o yisld Exclysiva
Capital Volue Sapital Valus 5
5 14,302,600 3.0004020 5753 & E,0D0
A targeied rate set diffzrantially in accordance with sactions 16, 17, 16 of fhe Lacal
Gowernmeat Bating Act 2002 on all roteable 12nd situated in the Aedjzcks
Scparata Rating Area and calculated on the land area of each rating unit, for
maintaining the oroteetion werkain tha schame.
Ietimated in GET
Bedjacks Rating Disleizt yield Cuclusive
=rtimalrd mterhls dilffsrmmdial RRts ner 5
f.and Araa (ha.] based on heam
berehls
wilass A [.16 B.73% & 5.781.EQ B & 533
Cilras B .11 G 2050324 FRRE & EER 5
Class < o1z 5 2,728,858 soH B 245
Claza B 230 5 T01.60 1, F AR
Class = 1.40 g R F3 Rt (T 1, TR
Cass 1.EB3 5 2undd 43n % dd
Closs & .07 S =0.58 ESt & goa
Clars H 29,15 = B4 T & EAR
Ciass b iz & i 15¢ & g1
020 & E,.000
£ targeted rate in accordance with sections 18, 17, 18 of the Locak
Gowvernment Rating Act 2002 on afl rateable fand 1n the Raft Creek meparate rating area
calculaicd on the land area of wzch ratine unit for maintening the profection works
in the scheme.
Estimaied to &HST
Haft Crask Extirmaled Ratealla Prles puar yiehd Exedusine
Land Arez (ha.) BFEE -1
TEE. 24 s 12.07 8.2 5 d,000
& targeted rate set differentially in Aceprdance with ractions 15, 17, 18 af the Losal
Goavernment Aating Aet 2062 on all -ateakia lane aituated in the Helson Creek
Separate Raling Area and caledlated on the land arca of eoch “abing unit, for maintaihing the gretection
works in the scheme,
Nelsan Croes Rating District Estima-ra Haleatis diterential Hsles par Estimaten o
{And Area fitA.] hased an bantAr yisla
benefits
Class A 1.14 82408 & 1482 63 T AR
Gass B A BRMEs & ST ED &N
Class = 1077 d.899% 15577 §.r4g
Lipza L i0.an0 9% & 178.78 1.1
Class F TRAE 1D & 141,45 LARD
Class I G334 EBT4Ra 5 40 4w
Clasz 5 18,31 BEoeL % 2878 1,586
lags H N R LA | 1,607
JE -

A targeled rale st differenfially in sccordance with sactions 16, 17, 18 of the Loczl

Government Rofing Act 2002 on all rateabie [and situaled in the Taramalau Seitlement

Separate Bating Arsa and calculated on the 1and area of each ratiag vnit, for mainfaining the praluction
works in the scheme.

Tararmakau Switlentenl Rating District Eslimated Lo GIET
E=firalad Fatsabla dilfanentiz! RAatas prar wlad Eclusie
Land Ares iha.] based an hexlars =
Loes relils

Clazs A 30622 33.76% T a7 23879 3 19,B8G
Clzss B 12000 11.54% & £1.25 7983 § 8,224
Class © 11184 683% 3 <4209 £F13 & 4,035
Elams O 12713 B.55% 3 35,60 4513 5 3,524
Class £ 17443 BEB3%: % a4.14 5855 & 4,178
Class F 120.28 3 28.97 4,084 5 3,534
Claess 3 39274 3 23,54 9245 § B.040
Class [ 223,43 5 2r1: a& & 3.262
Criass [ 43,68 5 S0 188§ 144
o000 5 20,000

Wesl Coost Regional Councit 2019 - 2020 Ariedl Plar
S -



@ Atargotocd rate sot ditferendially in aceordrnee with sactlions 16, 17, 18 of the Loca)
Govrarmant Hating Aet 2002 on sl rateabte land situated in the ongahu
Separate Raking Area and vaiculated ar the land area of @ach rating unil, for maintalnlng the proleciien
wNores i lm scheme.

Kongahu Hating Digrict stimated 1o GST
Zatimated Ralasbla Siffare il Rales per viold Exciusive
Land Araa tha) based on hestars S
henalia
Cegs A FEAEE 10D F FE.ER 21,625 5 18,082
TrRsa B GE.GO iy 3 15.67 .05 % 932
Ex T 20,020

ri  Atargefed rate set diferentially in accordance with mclions 18, 17, 18 of the Local
Governmert Rating Act 2002 on all rateable land eituased in the Waitongi-wona
Eoparate Rating Arcz and cateuwlated on the land awer of each rating unit, jor maintaining the protection
werksin the sehamea.

Vaiangitzona Rating District Estimarea to GET
Ectimated Palcablz ciferential Fiates nar yiald CiltLsive
Langd Area fno.)  basas e heniane 5
Clazs & 60,30 & 8.2z ANz 3 5, 1AM
Class 3 72142 & T.AL EX O 4,55
Class & 1705.94 & G a2 10772 3 3,687
Class TG 22 5 1.23 293 8 i
R E] 20,00
(5] A targabad rale s=tin accordance with scctions 16, 17, 18 of tha Local
Soverament Rating Act 2002 on all rateabie land Iocated betwesn the boundarics ot the Porarai river,
Stafe Highway 6 ard 1tha Tasman sa at Punakaiki calculatzd on the capital value of each rathig unit
ror mainterance of the sea wall protection works
Punakalid (fMalntanance] Rating Districk
Estirated rilesble laclos per S of za culafed yield E5F
Capinal Valua wapita Vilus 3z Erclusive
B 15, 368.000 GO0FNT 09250 & 0, 00
(It A targetad rete eet ditferentially in accordance with sections {5, 17, 18 of the Laeal
Governmen? Rating Act 2002 on all ratcable land located Betveen the boundrrics of the Pororai river,
State Highway 6 and the Tasnan ssa al Punaxaiki calouraled on the capital value of @ach rating uail
for maintenance of the sea wall proteclion workss
Punaxalld [L lin gtrlgt
Txmated rateable Ciifsrantial factor per 5 of Talculatzd yiold 257
Canital Valua FBrssd oo vy fal Value £ Exclugieg
Lenefits
Class A {Camping Grourd) ) TR0 1.00 [ v u,505 % 26,520
Class & {Otken i 2600, 000 1.00 0.2 HMATTE 5608 § 45,814
Class B 1 2,354, G0 85 0.0308605 2372 & T ATE
Class © 5 2,82C,C070 Q&L 0. EIRRET 2OET & ey
Clazz D & 5,560,500 0.ae DRI 24 2AEF B 214
z +5.568,000 NGRS 38,330
) A fargeted role sat diterentialiy in accordance with sactions 16, 37, 18 af the Local
Governrient Raling Act 2002 on prapestiesitne?oded in the Hokifiks River Southbank sepasate rating area
calculated on the capital value of sach rating unit, for regayment of the loan roisod in 2097 1o
finance the cost of tho extension of the seawall.
Hokitika Biver South Bank Mice
Esfimnaled rarcan o dilirand [z sotor per 5 ol oafzulated yield GST
Capisal Yainge Basad an capitsl Va'e % CugiLgive
berefis
Arss A 3 ZE27. 200 LD 0.Q00A S0 == - 1136
Ansz B & 3 082,200 010 L0003 160 & 1
1435 = 1,250
P e et i e e
W A Eergeted rate In aecordance with sections 16, 17, 18 ¢f the Loeal
Gevamnmant Reting Act 2002 on 11 rateable |amd in the Frane Josef separale rating area
calculated on fhe capilal value of @ach rating unil for ke maintenance of flood profection works
Franz Josof Eesimatag rmrechle iactnr pay i of caloulated yisld Gl
Capifzl ¥ehue sapiizl Yala ] Sxolusive
5 107,832,500 D.GODE332 57,500 £ 20,000
v A targeled raie in sccordance with sections 18, £7, 18 of the Lopa!
Eovernment Rating Act 2002 an al! rateable fand in the Latier Waiha 2010 separa®s reting arca
and criculated on tha casital value of aach rating unit for the mintenance of fleod protection worke
Luwiat Waihio
Esiimatzd reteable fanr fae Gl carirated yizla 3Ry
Capital Valla czpilal Valuz 3 Exrlusive
] 15,560,500 0.01483°2 BEBCO § 5,005
2] A targeted rate in accordance Witk sacticns 18, 17, 18 of the Local
Gavernment Rating Act 2062 on afl rateable 1and in the Matzinul Creek scparate rating area
and radcviatzd on the cagital value of each rating wnit for the mainiennnce of flood protaction works.
liataingi Creck
Zulimnsea rafceb’e fzcior per & of saleulaled vietd GET
Capitzl Valus zapital valie 5 Frclusihe
5 £.A58 G0 IR RS B =730 5 5,000
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A Targeted rate in aggordance with seetions 16, 17 and 18 of the Loesl Govarminent Fating Aet 2002

Tha Targoled Rale will b a eniform rate in the dollar =et for all rateable {and within the ragion
and calevlawmd on the Gapital value of each ratmno wnit.
The raie will e used o fund Emergensy Managemont actvithes wilkin the Naglon,

Estinated raleal:lo
Capltai Value

Regia Emargongy R

2,157,050, 7ot
2,550,940, 500
7,475,550 200
F 1B Ehw,aun

Aadwable Vokuo of land in 1t Buller District Loeal suthorlty Ares
Fatcable Walua of Land in the Groy Cistnet Loco! autnority Aras
FRarteablz Walue of Land in the Waatllard Distict Logal suthoily Area

H

R

A Targelud rai= In accordance with sacilens 15, 17 and 12 of the Local Governmaent Rating act 2ol

The Targeind Rato will ba a uniform rata in the dallar 2ot far il sateabsle o] within tho region
and catculatzd on the Saplial valun of aach rating wilt.

tactor por } of colcufatod yiold

tap tal Valum

OLUIHIT 148

S5

The rata will be usad to fund the cest of proparotian o "Ofe Distelsl Ffon®™ ax ditesiod by the Locad Sovernngsnt Sommissien,

Line Sntriet Plan Estinmanses mtaakla
Capilal Voo
Aabealile Walum af Dandd in thee Bioles Dlsioicl Local wothority e 5 2,197, 059, 70"
Mateable walus of Land in the GSroy DHedtler Losal aulkoaoy Aeos = E, 030,500
| loteatile Yalla of tand in he Weallaoed D12t Lacal aulhority Scoes &G 3
]

faz) n targated rate |h Tccordanca Wikh sactlans 16, 17. 18 of the Local

k)

{es)

(ad]

(o)

o)

Governmehnt Rating Act 2002 on all rateabls Iand ir tha Mekilinu raparate rating arma
calculaled asa fined charge of 330867 par raling unit.

[ 5 E=Al 1T T8T) Catlmated “umoer of Armolint Ear A
rating unils

a2 =

Atargeted rate oat diferentiatly In asteordancs wWith cections 76, 17. 18 of the Local
Cavernment Ratlag Asl 3062 on praperlies included in the Whatlaroa Rivar separatn rating area
crshslilo el et Lhe capitlal valus of vach raling unil, for maintunanca of tho protaction worka.

¥Whaotaraa River

Exlirmaabud rulvaihke difaregtiab fuctor per & of
Sapital Yol boscd on capited walua
benafts
Aredis A = 1.0 Q.0524621
Arge B w 2.0 Q.0C0=E40
Amon O En 30,283,200 2.20 N.0C04554
A targoind rate o1 differontially In acecordonece with sastons 16, 17, 76 of the Local

factar per 5 of
aapilal Vatie

a.g0a0400 7

Government Rating Act 2002 on propartios includad In Hwe Hew Alver sSaltwatet Creek calchment saparate rating

ores calculated on the capltal value of @ach tatinsg unit, fat mabagemenl of tha rivar mmouth.

Howd Hiver s Saltwater Cresk Catehbrent

Celimated rafeabin diierer izl lacsnr ner 5 of
Cupilad WalLe  based on capita Walua
boarditg
Audea 5 16, 4400 500 [P K] T QAT
Area B ' = L ] 1.0 G TS ACIT

A targetod rale ealin aocordanoc with seoliehs 1€, 17, 18 of the Locad
Bowernment Hatlng Act 2002 an properties includad in thn Mail's Boach asparata pathng
area caleulatad on the capital value of aach rating und, for management of the protection warke.

Hrril'n Beach

Estimatad rateakzls factor par S at
Cpeoital Value aepital Valire
= 12,404 003 L OHHOuLS A

Waorm Wea Coant Targetad Bate

_i"-"i;r-éléf'l'-"d e In aceardanas with seciions &, 17 ond 18 of tha Loeal Covwenment Mating At 2002 cn praperlies

that e ercared Conacil funeling o instal insulaticn erddos chean freating appdiancoe.

The mite = calgulaied R & e of the GS5T ncluele unding omodded by Counch b the proociy
Funging provddod by Ueounetl tio.udes interesl at 1.23%

Tha wate will ke waer] tooepeyy funcding that Coomch has borrowesd bo tund 1:
tarr from 1 July 20-3 or © July 2074, dopend g on tha yoar that Hee funding was anprouvcd,

Yiarm Wost Const Funding Receowwed LUuring years to 30 Juno 2073 and 30 Juno 2314
Coarcil urding providsd Faslor o o5 S of
Tl Tenefrg prosd ded
E TOE TOF DT a ARy

Hokitika_Seawall {Loan Ropayment]

A tnegated mie met difcrentiaby o accordance witk sestions 16, 1/, 15 28 1tha Loval

Gervarnera nl A 1 Al 2002 o @fi rateable Tend watnin the boundardes of tive Hoklitka Township
cAlzulatad an the capital valus of each ating unit far mantenance of o cesall orodostiog yoorlas

Thee Rarfpabec] rE1e sael oo Dlassay A, B, S and O s Dased on diterenlalsd copdlal waloa,

siiraates ratansla ciffacsatial Trnten per 3 nf
Sapial Wane oassd on capltal Waluo

bencfita
A brd OUTEG.ODD 1.00 0.00% 3441
53 i &|7ES, 000 (=R falaiwl fulatoy]
Loy £ 16,580,000 0.6 0.0CO030EG
C T SEV.a14,500 o1 007015324

Hokitika Saswabk (Meintononeol

A tnrgeled mte ol d¥fcrencialky in acoordaroc with scot ons 15, 17, 12 of tha Lecal

Govermnment Anting Acl 2002 o all ratsable larg within fha Dosrdasies of tha Hok ke Toewnnhis
culnird ae dhe mopltal waloe of 2ach rating unit for repayiment of the koan ralssd by Lhe Saoncil
19 contruet the seavall preteciion worke.

Tinz Langelezd 1ale 321 on ClAsuwes A B, O and D s boasod on dilfarenliated capial waioe,

Fatimnatad patarebha Sificrantiod e [RLE
Copital Welua bssad on capital Valua

Lsnetits
o E 20,725,453 1.50 a.cans1as
E % S51.7E5.000 o075 [ARITE N be ] |
o F 18,500,000 0,80 Q,0001013
[ &5 207,278,500 [+A L] LA A

West Coast Regicnal Councl 2019 - 2020 Anaual Pan Total Rass

T

i vk watd bl b bedod oveer s 1O year

a Ceolrs toe
Wi HhO &7 LLHY
cadeutaled viald 3T
5 Exdlugiv
= - T = ]
aaluntarad yimd SET
Exciueho

13,860 B 13,200
crculated yisld S5
LA L=z iva
5 16,529
=5 10,517
bl 184,05
3 2,000
craloutnted yiald =ET

B Exctusive

- ] -

- % -

= T =
caleulated yiald ST
I (= BRI
5.750 & 5, OO0
I L, LHE)
cadculated yiald EET
= Exrlusive
HEd O T W R, LHIC
salraiare] yiehd HET
= Crcmelva
=3 27288 5 24.222
=3 52,182 =] A5.375
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i LACLR 5 A5 P
S =7s % T2E, UG
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COURNCIL

Prepared for: Council Meeting 13 August 2019

Prepared by: Counciflor Neal Clementson

Date; 3 July 2019

Subyect: LEAVE OF ABSENCE — 10 SEPTEMBER 2019 COUNCIL MEETING

I have made travel arrangements to travel overseas from the 9 September 2019 until 17 September
2019,

Regretfully my travel itinerary has resulted in my not being in New Zealand for the scheduled 10
Septembar 2019 Council meeting. In terms of Standing Crders 3.61., I subseguently request a Leave of
Absence from attending the 10 September 2019 Council mesting,

RECOMMENDATION

That Counclf grants Counciffor Gementsaon a Leave of Afisence from altending the 10 Septemiber 2019
scheduled Councit meeting,

Meal Clementson
Councitlor
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: Cauncil Meeting- 13 August 2019
Preparet by: Andraw Rohb — Chairman

Date: 2 August 2019

Subject: CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

Meetings Attended:

I attended tha inaugural meeting of the Tai Poutini Joint Plan Committee on 13 July.

I attended the Mawhera FMU meeting on 23 July.

I attended the Ospri Stakeholders meeting in Wellington on 25 July,

I met with Minister's Ron Mark and Shane Jones on 29 July,

I Met with Mark Patferson (List MP} in Wellington an 30 July. T also met with Minister O'Connar
the same day.

a o N @& %

RECOMMEMNDATION

That this repont be racaeived.

Andrew Robb
Chairman
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THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

()

Prepared for: Council Meeting — 13 August 2019

Prepared by: Michael Maghan

Date: 2 August 2019

Subject: Twelve Month Review - 1 July 2018 - 30 June 2019

Attached is the Twelve Month Review showing progress for the full financial year.

This report shows achievements as measured against the levels of service and performance targets in the Long
Term Plan 2018 — 2028,

RECOMMENDATION

That this report be recelved.

Michael Meehan
Chief Executive



Governance Levels of Sarvice and Performance targets

The performance targets included in this Group of Activities apply across each of the 10 years of the LTP.

wvelsiofiService

Performance Target .

Progress Achieved

Maintain 2 Council of eiected
representatives in accordance wilh
statutery reguirements and in a
manner that promotes effective
: decision-making, transparency, and
" accountability to the West Coast
: regional community

Number of public meetings
held and individual Councillor

~ attendance

]
I

Conduct eleven monthly meetings of Council
and the Resource Management Committee,
pivs other scheduled meetings and scheduled
workshops during the year with at least 80%
attendance by all Councillors.

Councillor Attendance %
Robb 18 out of 18 100%
Clementson 13 out of 18 72%
Birchfield 18 out of 18 100%
Ewen I8 out of 18 100%
Challenger 18 out of 18 100%
McDonnetl 18 put of 18 100%
archer 13 out of 18 100%

Compliance with statutory
timeframes

Prepare and notify the Council's Annual Plan or
Long Tenn Plan by 31 May each year, and the
Annual Report by 3t Qctober, in accordance
with the procedures outlined in the Local
Government Act 2002.

Not achieved. The audited Annual Report for
the year to 30 June 2018 was adopted by
Council at a Special Council meeting on 21
Decernber 2018.

Timing a2nd number of

Publish an informative Council newsletter twice

newsletiers, and internet
website based information
refated to public consultation
Processes.

Confinue to support the
contribution our two West Coast
Runanga make o  Councils
decision-making processes;  and
continue to seek contributions from
other Maori

Attendance of iwi appointees
at Resource Management
Committee meetings

a year to be circulated to- all ratepayers, with
their rate demand, in March and September
and ensure required infarmation is posted on

the Counclt website when Councll invites
subrissions on @ new or revised policy
document.

In 2018 these targels were alf met.

Achieved.

The rates instalments which were sent out in
September 2018 and March 2019 and coniained !
the usual newsietters. ;

Council's website continues to be updated |
whenever submissions are invited on new or
revised policy document,

Continue to fnvite attendance of Maksawhio

and Ngali Waewas representatives as
appointees  to  the  Council's resource
managemant commitlee, to enable Maori
participation  in  resource  management

decision-raking.

Achieved.

Council has continued to nvite both Makaawhio
and Ngali Waewae representatives to attend all
Resource Management Committee meetings.




Rescource Management Performance targets

The performance targets included in this Group of Activities apply across each of the 10 vears of the LTP.

Levels Of Service

- Performance:Target

Progréss AChiaver

To maintain or enhance water
quality in the West Coast's
rivers

: “Measure:;
! State of the Environmeri
Monitoring:

Ammoniacal nitrogen, periphyton,

clarity, turbidity and faccal coliforms
are measured quarterly at 38 river
sites. These parameters characterise
the water quality of West Coast
rivers and have been measured
since 1956.

Improvement of these parameters, when
compared with a baselina of 1996 data on
water quality.

Ui L7 % no

improving | dedlining | change
Ammonia [0} 0 50
FC's 8 24 1 68
| Turbidlity 18 8 74
Ciarity 26 18 55
I Periphytan ] 10 20

Compliance for
Discharges:

The nurmber of compliant or nen-
compliant point source discharges to
water, or discharges likely to enter
water; and council’s response to any
nan-campliance,

Manitoring

To maintain or enhance the
waler guality in Lake Brunner

Al significant consented discharges! are
monitored at least annually, and all dairy
sheds at least biennially depending on each

individuat  compliance. record. AR non-
compliances  publicly reported to  the
Resource  Management Committee  and

responded to using Council's Compliance and
Enforcenent Palicy.

Partially achieved,

The target for mine site discharges was met

with 238 visits across 84 active mine sites,

The dairy target was nol met with 208 of 338
required farm visits undertaken, Staff shortages
have continued to impact fnspection numibers.
There is now a full dailry team on board and it is
anticipated that the target will be met for

2019/2020.

Al non-compliances have been reported as per

the target.

The trophic state of Lake Brunner is
measured by the Trophic Level
Index (TL1} which combinas clarity,
nutrient and algal measures. The
rolling S-year mean i compared
with a 2002-2006 baseline mean.

! Significant Consented Discharge indudes: any consented dischiarge from a murkcipal sewage sc

affluent o weter, and any large scale industrial discharge (WMP, Kokiri).

The annual (rolling 5-year mean) TLI of Lake
Bruniner i less than the 2002-2006 TLI
bascline mean of 2.79,

Achieved. The TII for 20 May 2014 - 21 May

2019 {latest results} is 2.77.

hemne or larelfill, any censented discharge from a working ming site, any consanted discharge of dairy



Parformance Target..

Complete current regionat
plans to operative stage, and
review them to maintain their

community acceptability.

Statutory  reguicements  for

review,

plan

Comptiance with statutory reguirements for
the review of Council’s plans and strategies.

Workshop held with Councillors on responding
to a@ppeals on the proposed RPS through
Environrment Court mediation.

Wetland site visits requested by the Hearing
panel for the proposed Plan Change 1 to the
Land & Water Plan completed.  Staff
recommendations on the site visit report
recommendations circulated to submitters and
Hearing Panel.

Agdvocate for the West Coast
interests when external
envirenmental policymaking
may affect the West Coast.

Number of submissions made and
number of successful  advocacy
outcomes,

Work  continuing  on  draft  S$42A  staff

recommendations on  submissions to  the
i ~ __| proposed Coastal Plan, L

Achieved,

Submissions made on the (onservation

Submit on all central or local government
discussion  documents, draft  strategies,
policies or Bills that may impact on West
Coast interests, within required timeframes.

Cempliance with the consent
processing timeframes in the
RMA and mining lagislation.

Compliance with discounting
regulations and mining timeframes

(Indigenous Freshwater Fish) Amendrent, Draft
Westland National Park Management Plan and
BOC  Conservation  Management  Strategy
amendments to provide for helicopter landings
and other activities on the Paparoa Great Walk.
Feedback provided on matters that relate to
Council's functions in the Draft Punakaiki
Masterplan, and the Aoctearce NZ Resource
Strategy for Petroleum and Minerals.

Process all resource consent applications
without incurring any cost to Council due to |
the RMA discounting regulations; and !
process at least 95% of mining work .
programmes  within 20 working days of
receipt. ‘

Achieved.

: All consents have been processed within time ;

frames so no discounting has been required,

95% of mining work programmes submitted :
were processed within the 20 day timeframe. |
There were 146 mining work programmes
received during this reporting period.

]



Lavels:of. Service

Performance Target::

Progress Achieved

To maintain or enhance the
life supporting capacity and
amenity value of the West

Stream ecosystem health:
Instream macroinvertebrate

community heaith (SQMCI) scores !

are measured at 29 nver sites, The
values for each site are calculated
using five year rolling means and
comparing them to baseline means
calculated from data from  2005-
2009,

: Macroinvertebrate  health index? {SQMCI)
. mean is higher, or no more than 20% lower,
than the baseline mean.

i Not achieved.

Five out of 29 sites have not met the criteria
and have declined. These were Baker Ck,
Bradshaws Ck, Burkes Ck, Page Stm, and
Sawyers Ck.

Coast’s rivers

Bathing beach sampling:

18 swimming sites are sampled,
either ten or 20 times per summer
season for k& coli (moderate-bigh risk
> 550} or Enterococci (moderate-
high risk > 280).

[rofe —~ fivo more sites are added
s ferm]

Scheduled swimming sites do not exceed the
moderate-high risk threshold on more than
10% of sampling occasions.

Not achieved. Two out of 18 sites did not meet
the target.

During the 2018-2019 season Kaniere River at
Kaniere-Kokatahi Rd, and Hokitiksa Beach,
exceeded the moderate-high risk category more
than 109 of the time.

28 Wells are monftlored at least

. twice annually, 24 of which are used
: for hurnan consumption.

To protect human health from i
adverse  impacts  of poor
groundwater quality.

The guideline of 11.3mg/l. of nitrate
is used o protect human health,
particularly for babies. The data
from the year is averaged before

In welis used for human consumption, nitrate
levels remain helow the health guideline of
11.3 mg/L.

Achieved,

In Summer and Winter 2019, as of July 28, ali of
24 wells used for human consumption were
within guidefines.

To pretect human heailth from
any adverse impacts of poor
air quality in Reefton.

comparing against the 11.3mg

guidelinga.

Reeftons &ir is  monitored in Achieved.
accordance  with  the  National

Environmental Standard (NES) for
air  gquality by measuring PMuy
(airborme particles smaller than ten
micrometers, which affect human
respiration).

The threshold is a 24hr mean PMip |

of 50 micrograms/m?,

NES Requirement: 24hr PM-p values do not
exceed the NES threshold more than three
times in one year, between 2016 & 2020;
whereas after 2020 only 1 exceedance per
year is allowed,

There have been no exceedances of the
National Environmental Standard for Air Quality
in Winter 2019, thus far, up until 26 uly 2019,

* This macroinvertebrate Indax Lses compalative samples of aguatic invertebrates to evaluate water quaiity, based un the type and tolerances of invertebrates {bugs) faund ol thal sitz znd how those
commurities of invertebrates mav change ovar Lime. Some bug species are pollution tolerant white others are poltulbion sensitiva, 50 the mix of spedes tells us a lot abnut the water qualily at the site.



Levels:of:Servica S Measure Performance Target: Progress Achieved (
| Achieved. ;
| i
) . ) i 24 hours complaint service has operated
Respond to all genuine Operate a 24-hour complaints service, assess throughout the reporting period and  all |
incident complaints received | Number of complaints received and | and respond to alt urgent comelaints within - complaints received and enforcement actions |
by the Council and take number of enforcement actions 24 hours and non-urgent complainks within 5 resulting from them reported to Resource |
enforcement action where resulting from these. | working days in accordance with the Management Committee, 27  infringement
needed. : Council’s Compliance & Enforcement Policy. notices, 20 abatement notices and 28 formal
f warnings were issued through the reporting
period,
Respond ta marine oif spills in Respond within 4 hours ta all spills, using No _major spills cecurred during the reporting
comstal waters in accordance S % nurmber of Coundil or MNZ spill equipment to contain period.
with the Tier 2 Qil Spili fiming o rliz?[?;;esstaﬁnum ero spills; F&I”S ensure at least 10 trained Matitime NZ requirements now state that ten
o res .
Resppnse Plan a‘nd Mmaintain esponaers staff are required. Number of trained responders
readiness for spill response. ; ,
is well in exceedance of 10.

Performance target
The performance targets included in this group of activities apply across each of the 10 years of the LTP.

erformance Target “Progreéss Achieved -
Maintain a Regicnat Land Transpart Compliance with statutory requirements for Achieved. The RLTP was made operative in 2018.
Plan in compliance with relevant An Operative Regional the preparation, review and implementation Variations to this document are made as required to
legistation and is acceptable to cur Land Transport Plan of the Regional Transport Plan and . ensure that transport activities ¢an be undertaken in
West Coast community, Passenger Transport Plan. ¢ a timely manner.
| =)

]
HE

pEfT:




Parformance targets
The performance targets included in
wLeveliof:Servic

is Group of Actmtieq apply across the whole 10 years of the LTP,

: i .1 PerformanceTatgets .
Prowde flood monitoring service for the six Not Achieved. On 19 Januaw 2019 a power putage
rivers monitored (Karamea, Builer, Mokihinui, | meant that flood aiarms were not generated for the
Staff response  to high | Grey, Hokitika and Waiho) and respond in | Hokitika River.

. flow events, accordance with the floodwarning manual,
Continue to provide flood warning (o
a55ist communities to assess risk of o o ;
impending floods, for the five rivers Ensure data on river levels (Karamea, Builer, | Not Achieved. The Waiho Bridge was washed away |
(Karamea, Buller, Grey, Hokitika, and Grey, Hokitika, Waiho and Mokihinui} is | during the 26 March 2019 flood event. This outage

Waiho). available on the Council website (updated 12 | resulted in loss of water level data for the Waiho
hourly, or 3 hourly during flood events) > | River. Once the bridge was rebuilt the sensor was

90% of the time. reinstated on the 10™ May 2619.

Availahility of information
about high flow events,

Gther Hydrology and Fiood Warning activities planned for 2018 — 28 years:
Prepare a hydrology data sumimary report for the West Coast every fifth vear - completed December 2019

Performance targets
The performance targets fncluded in this Group of Activities apply across the whole 10 years of the LTP.

' Ensure at east 30 Council staff are trained as

Maintain a Civil Defence Plan that . Emergency Coordination Centre (ECC) personnel . : :
delivers efficient and effactive Number of trained staff 50 that we have three shifts of ECC staff trained Alraost achieved. 29 Council staff are trained.,
management of the region’s civil and exercised in case of a regional emergency.

defence functions in compliance with
the legislation and is acceptable to
West Coast community desires.




Performance targets

The performance targets included in this Group of Activities apply across the whole 10 years of the LTP.

‘Levels:of Sérvice for- Quarries. ‘Performance Targets™ Progress Actilevad:
Deliver on requests for rock within two weeks, | Achieved,
Timing of delivering on rock | and ensure‘sufﬁcient stockpiled rock is available
Ensure  efficient  and  effective | requests. where practical.
management and safe operation of :
Council's quarries, delivering rock to o . e B}
any customers within ten working days | L ) Visit each active quarry site at least twice a year, | Achieved.
with priority given to Councll rating | Number of site inspections | o " oo oo o working the quarry (where |
district customers. fo  monitor  contractor possible}, to ensure health and safety standards |
health and safety and | . . ;
) and other permit requirements are being adherad
performance:, o
Parformance targets
The performance targets inciuded in this Group of Activities apply across the whole 10 years of the LTP.
sl kevels of Service oo ] ~. Measure - - S -Perfo-l;ﬁiél:iCE‘.Ta'rgetsl U ] . Progress Achieved™. .- .07
Completion  of rating Achieved
dfﬂ:g e cl}nrtsspectlcg:fé Complete all asset inspections, works reports, and
V\;nsult' tiOnp niteetin < rating district meetings. Perform all capital and
¢ < p 95 1 haintenance works as agreed at those meetings.
(for  rating  districts
where material  works
are proposed).
Meel or exceed the flood protection, | Monitor all rating district infrastructural assets to | Achieved.
drainage or erosion protection levels as ! Proportion  of schemes | apsyjre they perform to the service |avel
described in the ‘levels of service -- : perfforming  to their | consistent with the Ascet Management Plan of
background’ section above. . agreed service level, pach Rating District, or whatever Jevel the
' ... | community has decided is an acceptable risk,
. Review Rating District Asset Management Plans i Achieved.

plan review

, e third year or earlier where information
Meet lmeframes for ! every 4

! indicates a significant change from what is stated
. in the asset management plan.

Jowes
€5
<3




Performance targets
The performance targets included in this Group of Activities apply across the whole 10 years of the LTP,

T Levels of Service

“Measure

- Performance Targets . .

- Progress Achieved .. ..

H
L Ll
i
1
|
'

To produce a financial surplus (to offset
general rates) by tendering for and
delivering on vector cantrol and other
contracts,

Achieve ar exceed
budgeted financial return

Tender for, and win, sufficlent contracts to
provide or exceed the annual budgeted return to
Council.

To provide marine ofl spilt and terrestrial
hazardous substance spill support, and
biosecurity response services for Lhe
MNZ, MAF and the Regional Coundil

Avaifability of trained staff

- i

Availability of trained staff

Not Achieved

Have staff available as a response unit for
marine and terrestrial poliution spill events as
per the MOU dated 11 November 2005.

Achieved,

Have 4 staff plus a vehicle availlable for
bicsecurity emergencies, as per the National
Biosecurity Capability Network agreement 2011,

Achigved,

k""ﬁ'
o
a3




6.1 -
158

THE WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL

Prepared for: Coundcil Meeting- 13 August 2012
Prepared hy: Michael Meehan — Chief Executive
Date: 5 August 2019
Subject: CHIEF EXECUTIVE'S REPORT
Meetings Attendedi:
s I metwith Alen Tinnelly from MPT on 10 July.
» I hosted a meeting to discuss the Buller Plateau on 10 July,
s [ hosted a Predator Free West Coast meeting on 13 July.
s T attended the inaugtral meeting of the Tai Pountini Jaint Pian Committee on 19 July.
» I hosted the West Coast Chief Executives mesting on 24 July.
« [ attended a Directors Course in Auckland from 29 July to 2 August,
+ I will be attending the Regional Chief Executives Forum in Weliington on 6 August.
o I will be atfending the Chief Executives Environmental and Economy Forum in Wellington on

7 August,
e T will be chairing the CDEM Couordinating Executive Meeting on 8 August.

RECOMMENDATION

That this report be received.

Michagl Meshan
Chief Executive



THE WEST COAST REGIOMAL COUMNCIL

Ta: Chairperson
West Coast Regional Council

I move that the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting,
namely, -

Agenda Item No. 8.
159 - 160 5.1 Confirmation of Confidential Minutes 9 July 2019

8.2 Overdue Debtors Report {to be tabled)
161 - 183 8.3 Motification of Statement of Claim against Cauncil
8.4  Response to Presentation (if any)

8.5 In Committee ltems to be Released to Media

Item General Subject of each Reason for passing this  Ground(s) under section 7
No. matter to be considered resoluifon in relation to  of LGOIMA for the passing
each matter of this resolution.
8.
8.1 Confirmaticn of Confidential Minutes Clause 7 subclause 2 (a)
9 July 2019
3.2 Overdue Deblars Repaort Clause 7 subclause 2 {a)}

(to be tabled}

3.3 Notification of Statement of Claim Clause 7 subclause Z {g)
against Council

8.4 Rasponse to Presentatian Clause 7 subclause 2 (1}
{if any)
In Committee Items to be Released to Clause 7 subdlause 2 (i)
Media

I also move that:

Michael Meahan
Robert Mallinson

= Randal Beal

= Hadley Mills

= Heathar McKay
Nichola Costlay

be parmitted to remain at this meeting after the public has been excluded, because of their
knowfedge on the subject. This knowledge, which will be of assistance in relation to the matier to be
discussed.

The Minutes Clerk alse be permitted to remain at the meeting,



