e CRbRSion 13

02 APR 20 \R ‘Cat 9
ot G
Draft Annual Plan submissionSory sowes . AT 9.

Nelson City Council

Sunmissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, ctouniheraowhsketa

Name )&18/'\/ Organisation represented (if applicable)
Address 233 7}1791/5:“ gﬁ

hone  SH67535” email B;jm,ym/@ﬁm/ cont .

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish 1o speak at the hearing? Cives ENo  ifyou do not tick either, we will assume you do nat wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? () Yes Oﬁlo/d

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful Information to Couneil.
The questlons are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Male / Female
under21  2t-39  40-64 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes / No

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method,
You can mention mare than
one topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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address A ATONS. Rece. £, > TARALA Tig2
Phone @5)525_,@3‘1&“- - tmait [elieSise

Hearlngs will be held for those who wish to speak 1n support of their submiss;on' Hearing
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (Yes iNo #f o o not tick edher, we will assu
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Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submussion wili be avi
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Submission 16
Cat 9
Draft Annual Plan submission form 7 2 ANV,

Nelson City Council

submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, e ouha,

Name C /"‘" = ‘3.9.“":"%_8 e« —ng. Organisation represented (if applicable) _,Q-;::: _ ‘A‘_‘_"‘_"‘?S_:&f ‘ue//et;c
Address 218 Teakel 2l o+ D box 1482 ioeleo
4 I .
Phone 7"5{{ % S¢S ng } ) Email dﬂ’Ja@ vclk’-- R e & T, \-:_'2‘_‘_ .
Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission, Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15 16 May2014 } l‘_ _; L Y,
Do you wish to speak at the hearing? % o I you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard e @R
Would an evening hearing suit you better? es {ONo L :7 FEE SOk
Public Information NELSON ¢
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and pub IC ’r”JN

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual P!an.
Tle cowent “Rank Lawe’ has become cated o~ A

dhik backs t e Lded andl Aomagecl canop To oo
q ey /oaénq aood | clear ool {Bs\ __Images aeea( 4 b
éep*_‘ vp P oéﬂ/f? le’ﬂw)lmf" e c-%—‘ . Apes Sign S, clean
Seatio % eve— e/ass-i ruéb,sA brg e Simple

gheets

Pons _ tat  can help anmg ory ook ola 4 make people
r,ohj comé  hee  aoant -/: b hece . I 4 oo has a
Modlc~ smast ook the o e coil fel alse n‘jmém % S
avdl  exlh Ahie mabes pecple Ao?,op_; F e ol libe A be

/—;qﬂa..‘ . [ beéleve any visua Upé-‘(cm/eg e an_( e”[“l 50:/04.,,5*

Y -~
o< g'fucfwe Y ace & Most 1@( ./L/Q[S’Ow\ v 0( o Om/

--i

be o positive S'/e.‘a r~ The oficecho. Aelon neecls +o be

/1305(‘»\4 ”. A Sclwo/ an.£(m a/:.oc:-i 3 bole belec fha— {ﬁf-‘&ces afse
/?l < a ecase A ePle Ho a pfga\, @4 owe  Please attach additional sheets if needed.
The Covnop4 | believe neecls 4 v pacadecl

Optional demographic information = your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed $o-those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms,

Age: 7 Gende @ FHemate
under2T —40=64 65-andaver Have yolimade a submission before? ¥e @

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
ane topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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Submission 20
Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From:w te nelson. ovtnz TP EBSIT N LSON.GO . Z
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2014 1:10:55 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Maren Harford

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

12 Werneth Ridge Atawhai

Your phone number
545 0705

Your email address
aren harford.de

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

I'would like to express my support for the Bank Lane upgrade. Replacing the canopy would hugely
improve the lane which is used frequently, expecially on Saturdays to go from the market to
Trafalgar Street.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
No
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Submiissioh 29
£ i _ Cat 9 ‘
Draft Annual Plan submission form - Z % 2av

Nelson City Councit

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, "t ke owhatats
lecee, b (WMATLNS CAT 9

Name Organisation represented (if applicable)

Address po ‘BCWQ -2, Co LL'N'exmoﬁ ‘7@5({-
Phone Q@ 3 5 2—4‘ FT20 Email Moam@g{— @ (ameu.:k\'rt- A-&:t*..ugs

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (CYes @fﬂo If you do not tick sither, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes @fio

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

2 NtsSH o SWfoct THe faobse.;m R o, 000 wfcasre o
Bark  Lasre carsory,

TUAEAOA2. ST Anp THE SATURMYy Miew@T  Aze CosAc
o (dE CHraAcs@ oF NCLSoN . Dot TR LocALS
ArD od ALSTe,

2T 1S IMIOITAST AT TS TUoROISHRALE (S AT2ACTUT
eqaent M\ SARS,

Va ~

Please attach additional sheets if nesded.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information te Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms,

Age: Genderl Female

under 21 21-39 AO -64 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes @7

To avoid confusion, please
anly send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topig, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge ,
it has been received,
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'Subm_ission 32
Cat 9
, : rea . " i > ¥ . .
Draft Annual Pian submission form 7 2 Y%

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 AB% 8, oo

L eaccseno +L- Burek o

Name Organisation represented (if applicable) ...

ddress. . §4 UME M - Wé— T ; P
e Sl Gl wmm b Blacd Bea A o o
S

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (OYes (3o Ifyou do not tick either, we will assurme you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (Yes &No

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share our thoughts aw proposed changes i the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demogrephic information ~ your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Coundi.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms,

Age: Gender: Male / Female
under21 21-39 40-64  65and over Have you made a submission before? Yes/ No

To avoid confusion, please
only send your feedback once, W
using your preferred mathod.

You ¢an mention more than

one topic, and you don't need

a separate form for each topic.

We will promptly acknowledge

it has been received.
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A ‘Salission 36
"eamay g N cat 9
Draft Annual Pian submissfenyforiue, Banle b

Nelson City Council

Submlssmns Q’ose 4.30pm Monday 28 April | 2618 tekaumheraowhakatu

Name HU.C:IL,- anisation represented {rfapphi:?le) fﬁf @? ‘gi .

? FQW
Address
Phone (Ob - % Email bm VJS*Q

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? ) Yes \% If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (O Yes o

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submissior will be avaitable to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Optional demographic information — your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publidy distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan subimission forms.

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Age: Gender: Male / Female
under2! 21-39 A40-64  65andover Have you made a submission before? Yes/ No

To avoid confusion, please
only send your feedback once, m
using your preferred method.

You can mention more than

ohe topic, and you don't need

a separate form for each topic.

We will promptly acknowledge

it has been recelved.
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Submission 41

Natascha Van Dien Cat 9
From: Administration Support

Subject; Draft Annual Plan submission form

From: . ZSMT ‘W SITE NELSON GOVT NZ

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2014 2:03:27 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Christine & Craig Aston

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

D'Urville Island, RD 3, French Pass, Rai Valley

Your phone number
5765330

Your email address
astonfamil  actrix.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Your submission

We both fully support the allocated funding towards the Bank Lane Canopy upgrade.

The Lane is an important link between Trafalgar St and Montgomery Carpark. At the moment it is
dark, dingy and in a sad stage of repairs - definitely needing to be upgraded.

A canopy is needed that is more modem - allows in more light and is easier to clean making the lane
more inviting.

Your allocation of funds to this project can only be viewed as a positive thing for Nelson.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
No
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Submission 54

_ L Cat9 Sub 5y v
Draft Annual Plan submission form chﬂkm prfcl;

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, tekunienowhatas

e CFM PRATNEN +ed i appicab

Address ‘L‘: A Exippt EJS»:. 2\ Cﬂhuﬁuﬂ &Ez-sﬂ o 702D

Phone &Ut‘-‘\’\,(l&} Emml LN P"'l\.‘h“ B L6 0. V\?} EC E I V E:
Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in suppart of their submission. Hearing dates are: prepused 1wbe 13,14,

15, 16 May 2014, "

Do you wish to speak at the hearing?  (_ Yes /o I you do nat tick cither, we will assume you do not with to be hesrd. 1 1‘ AP 20 iq\

Would an evening hearing suit you better?  (QYes (ONo

Public tnfarmation ITY COUNCIL
Submissions to Caundl itations are publici Jon. Your submission will be availoble 1o the media and public. NELSO N C

Recorc &
Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annuat Plan.
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[ Pleasx attach additlonal sheets If need
\
Optlonal dumgnphi.chfmtbn - your answars ta the follmhg quastions would provide helpful information to Countl,
The quastions s and your wiii ba publidy dl %o those who review the draft Annusl Man submissfon forma.
Age: Gend
under21  21=-3% &% and over Have you made @ submbsion before? Yes/ No

To avord confusion, please =
only serd your feedback once,

wing your preferred mathad. W
You can mention more than

one tople, and you don't need

9 separate form for each topic.

We will promptly acknowledge

it has been recelved.
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form

ission

Nelson City Council Public Consultation Subm

. July 2012

1063272

The Nelson City Council wants your apinion.
Please tell us what you think.

Please type or print clearly. Remember to read the submission
writing guidelines (over) before starting.

. -~

Name ' N
Daytime phone __ S /x5 J4y g a.
Address Ll) 6'\’5771

Organisation represented (if applicable)

Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission?

SL;E?|§§\|£I‘?$5J

Office Use Only

Submission
Number

Flie Ref INITIALS

RECEIVED
14 ‘
NELSON CITY COUNCIL
L1YES D]'N{ # of pa(;iguﬁ

If you do not tick a box we will assume you do not wish to be heard.

Public information

Submissions to Council consultation are public information. Your submission will be
included in reports, which are available to the public and the media.

The consultation/proposal my submission relates to:

My submission is: \

ot
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: + - 1 at e car
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I his nose et <
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= [ wil F
Hmnn? ‘H-.e et
e ) Vi o I—
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esnove hyne

Date !4/_.; 7 Signature f& ﬂ (Moﬁ
7 S

Help with making a submission overleaf...

Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakati

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147

PO Box 645 - Nelson 7040 « 03 546 0200
www.nelsoncitycouncil.co.nz
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SUbmissi bb
Cat oD 5%

cor 9
Draft Annual Plan submission l‘o‘ﬂzf"#C Va%,;m

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 Aprwggﬁ‘i’“f? 2@;¢umheraowhakaru

Ty o
Name a)& |l A - e —._. Organisation represented (:fappﬁ&'b!.dl,__y!\!c,l e
Address _ A& ’rﬁaﬁa\,&ap_ &~ Aecger) i
Phone _SHL_ €Y » Email T\Q@@HANAFI&L&T. Co. NT-

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (D Yes dNo i you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better?  ((Yes No

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
T hous  bir To St Aac Bae Lave  Canory RePortentonn
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Please attach additional sheets if needed,

Optional demographic infarmation - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gendl Female

under21  21-39 0-64) 65andover Have you made a submission before? Yes @

To avoid confusion, please
only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mentioh more than
one topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic,
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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RECEIVEY Subthiisston 57
T4 &PR 28% Cat gAT 4

Draft AnntiiPRERSSUBmission form 1

Nelson City Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014.  t keuniters o whekats

Namedmﬂd"né v MUK{C‘,’\ C@@M Organisation represented (if applicable)
address (0 (N GUNOL %ng’ Qo (irw\lﬂ« Loc. '

Fhone Al L{-l?\ {0 Email Ch_ﬁww AN

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (O 'Yes @o If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes (Jfio

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
Qe Lane Con ppy \ngmde.

n e OV { e - el .

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.

The questions are optional and your respanses will be publicly distributad to thase wha review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.
Age: Gende! @' Female

under 21 21-39 ° 40-69 '\/65 and over Have you'made a submission before? Yes@

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention mare than
one topic, and you don‘t need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been recelved,
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Submission 68

i . Cat 9
Draft Annual Plan submission formi elson ity Counc

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, e kauniersowhskats

b
D._,__).Q._(,U_(,‘Qn:. QT:W Organisation represented (if applicable) _ﬂgr_e_@q

Address __ ﬁ&l
Phone X muf-c-.LcA Ematl Mm_ig_goﬁsam_m_%@_gum

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (O Yes @(‘Jo if you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (QYes ONo

Name

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public infarmation. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

34——- gu__.??g,u'\" '\'\,?L .—bL}.:‘L) w JMK&J@LM_Q

Recor 4

Please attach additional sheets if nesded.

Optional demographic infarmation - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those whe review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: / Gender: Male / Female
under 21 21-39  40-64 /7 65andover Have you"rﬁ'éde a submission before? Yes f No

To avoid confusion, please
only send your feedback ance,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topig, and you don‘t need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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Submission 69

Draft Annual Plan submissiorﬁﬁ@%ﬂ%’m}%

. . Nelson City Council
Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April' 20F8 208"\ ominers owhakato
NELSON CITY COuUNGIL
NameN&[J _-__.Od“f f _E-_..CZI_M_S- Organisation represented {:fgﬂxc‘able)____-_E'D_U_}E_?.C‘._.
Address QJE;___-_/M/ o ST Ao CAT O(

Phone oSG ¥ 54t9 o Email Z:LC:..[JQ?\._V_E@.?LM<A Con,

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? Oves (&Nt i you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes (ONo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

/24 /’.TA.’;LL /\ém: (’hw\.tbﬂu\ AC—,_Q/A«:CMCA-‘&
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Lﬂ_%umd%_w@_e.%my_m&c

___hﬁﬂ;}.-.w«&’( o O i A h etaitr

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answaers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council,
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who raview the draft Annual Plan submission forms,

Age: Gender: Male / Female
under21  21-39 40-64 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes / N

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topic, and you don’t need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.

COR Page 14

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Submission 75
Cat 9

Yraft Annual Plan submission form s/ At

Nelson City Council

ubmissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014 egniesemisgr-

LMo~ o] isation represented (if applicab! e
ame rganisati p (if applicable) R

ddress CLF £ onl

[rd W] 3 .y e
hone 8177 Email hemace ® vl CO- n'ﬁ“‘LC’ONﬁ(Pi TY COUMOL
earings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,

5, 16 May 2014.
o you wish to speak at the hearing? (OYes (ONo if you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.

vould an evening hearing suit you better? (QYes ONo

ublic Information
ubmissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

p——

3 Discouns -ﬁﬂ "Swes L Suppori ¥ _welcome e proposal Jhat
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Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Malg
" under21 7} 21-39 [] 40-64 T}Q 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes/No

e e e R T i
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Submission 77
Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: website nelson. ovinz MTP: L N O N2

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 3:16:51 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Graeme O'Brien

Organisation represented (if applicable)
TPPA. Nelsonaction

Your address
129a Waimea Rd Nelson

Your phone number
022-1942-516

Your email address
r emebe ood amil.co

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Yes

Your submission
Submission to video council debates

I make this submission on the grounds that the 2000 votes that I received while campaigning in the

last council elections shows that putting a video camera in council chambers to record council
debates and to have those debates posted on the council website so that the ratepayers may

participate more fully and at their convenience in council decisions has support from a wide range of

people within our community.

Although this is would be a passive way for people to participate in council the general consensus
among people I have discussed this idea with is that ratepayers would take more interest in council

decisions as it would be more accessible to the public.

The debates should be uncut or censored in any way but should be edited under general headings to

make it easier for the people to find & view the debates that interest them.

This is neither a new nor groundbreaking idea and should be viewed as a 21st century way of
bringing our council closer to the people and further enhancing our local democracy.

Thank you for your time in considering this submission.

1
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Graeme O’Brien

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Submission 78
Cat o

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: website elson. ovtnzS TP: E IT ON.GOVT.NZ

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 4:49:29 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Michael Borden

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

po box 20 Nelson 7040

Your phone number
0275280308

Your email address
vastuved

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Yes

Your submission

I wish to ask council that a video camera be placed in council chambers to record council debates
and to have those debates posted on the council website uncut or censored but that the videos should
be edited under general headings to make it easier for me to find & view the debates that I feel are
relevant to me

Due to work and family commitments it is impossible for me to attend council debates at 9am and !
feel that I am being unfairly disadvantaged compared to those that do not have these commitments
and can participate more fully in council debates and proceedings.

Thank you for your time in considering this submission.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
No
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Submission 82
Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: websit TP; EBSITE N SO .GO .NZ

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 10:42:31 AM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Virginia Green

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

187 Kawai St, Nelson

Your phone number
Your email address

v reen vivi world.biz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Yes

Y our submission

I wish to ask council that a video camera be placed in council chambers to record council debates
and to have those debates posted on the council website uncut or censored but that the videos should
be edited under general headings to make it easier for me to find & view the debates that I feel are
relevant to me

Due to work and family commitments it is impossible for me to attend council debates at 9am and I
feel that I am being unfairly disadvantaged compared to those that do not have these commitments
and can participate more fully in council debates and proceedings.

Thank you for your time in considering this submission.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Submission 86
Cak A

File No:

16 April 2014

Nelson City Council

P O Box 645

Nelson 7040

GROUP SUBMISSIONS ON 2014/15 ANNUAL PLAN AND RELATED ISSUES

On behalf of the parties listed below we have been instructed to lodge the attached submissions on
the Annual Plan 2014/15 related to the quantum of development levies and financial contributions

and associated matters relating to subdivision and land development.

Proposals may require some policy determination outside the annual planning process aimed at
reducing land development and holding costs and affordable housing.

The parties wish to be heard at Nelson at a time the Council nominates.

Yours faithfully
DAVIS OGILVIE AND PARTNERS LTD

o Ll

TONY ALLEY
Senior Associate

Emaif: nelson@do.co.nz

Tasman Heights Ltd Tresillian Heights Ltd
Solitaire Investments Suffolk Heights Ltd

Plus 5 others

RANCC Submissionsince 14.04.16 ta group submissions.rif
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16 April 2014

Submission 86

=2

The Mayor and Counciliors

SUBMISSION ON
NCC ANNUAL PLAN

We the Land Development Companies, listed in the covering letter, make this submission
on the Council's Development Levies and Financial Contributions to reserves.

Most Councils including yours see benefits in the provision of affordable housing but have
yet to provide any tangible means of achieving this end.

The housing market is short of titled sections and has been for some time so there is a
necessity to speed up consent processes. Because of high development costs there is a
need to defer or minimise costs if possible.

As submitters with considerable experience in Land Development we offer the following
solutions that may in part provide for more affordable housing through Resource
Management Rules and reduced financial contributions for subdivision and development.

1 There is a need to reduce the complexity of district plan rules for multi unit housing
(which may include connected units or stand alone units) and by reducing or
eliminating the need to publicly notify such applications.

We suggest some or more simplified rules as permitted activities as follows:-

Maximum site coverage set at 50% for sites greater than 400m? and 60% for
sites less than 400m?,

Daylight admission controls are to be met to land adjoining the development
site.

Maximum height rules are met.

Each unit is to be provided with a living court where the land available to it
has a net area of less than 300mZ.

A front yard of say 4m deep is provided for street scape purposes and that
not more than 30% of that yard may be covered by buildings and no closer
than 1.5m to the front boundary

Only one carpark be required on any site which has less than 400m? net area
available to it.

Others by discussion and agreement with our Sector.

There seems there is undue concern in councils that to make controls easier, quality
may suffer or slums might develop.
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&

The definition of a sium is crowded makeshift housing in areas where the population
is denied adequate income for daily living.

As developers, we erect dwellings and units that will readily sell in the market place.
If they do not, some developers would fail financially. All over the world people live
in higher density housing and there is reason that more medium density housing will
meet changing expectations and experiences in our communities. Rest homes and
apartments have moved to fill some of this need but for some elderly there is a lack
of supply at fair prices and for young families similar dwellings may well provide the
first step on the properly ladder.

2 Another solution is the main purpose of this submission.

Councils Development Levies and Financial Contributions are becoming too high and
are a significant part of the cost of any land subdivision or development involving
more than 1 unit per site.

The argument by Councils is that new development should pay the costs of the future
provision or upgrading of services to meet the needs of that growth; conversely that
existing ratepayers should not have to bear these costs.

What seems to be forgotten is that all the existing ratepayers have the benefit of
services that have been provided by their predecessors and that the new ratepayers
will be adding to the rating base from the time they start paying rates and will be
contributing along with everyone eise for any renewal or upgrading of services in the
developed areas. Arguably they will be paying twice; once through development
levies and once with their annual rate payments on loans already in place for
provision of services.

We acknowledge that some contributions should be levied but we think these should
be about half of the current levels to encourage more affordable housing and that
services levies should be related to a proportion of the valuation of the lot or land
area as Is done for Reserves and Community Services Levies based on a percentage

of that value,
This will also more fairly represent contributions for lower valued lots.

As a starting point we ask that financial contributions for services and for reserves
and community services be set at 3% each of the market value for the lot or land
area. Where development levies have been paid at time of subdivision no
development levies should be sought by the Council unless a building permit seeks
more than 1 HUD for any lot. There should be no double dipping in this process.

The Council's Loan indebtedness has been criticised in many areas but if this is to
provide for renewal or provision of services as required for the district this is a fairer
way of spreading the capital costs of any project that has ongoing benefits for the
present and future residents of the district rather than being imposed on new
residents of subdivided land.
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S

3 Congclusion

While this is a wide ranging submission it can be seen as a starting point that will
provide a fairer funding system for future assets and lower cosis and more certainty
in obtaining resource consent for denser housing types.

In many respects the ability to charge development levies or financial contributions
was seen fo be the fatted calf. However the non-selectivity of policy has had adverse
effect on the ability to pay to the point that housing and the availability of cheaper
allotments is affecting the lower income sectors of society inciuding young families
and the elderly. This is a factor in the reducing home ownership rates in our
communities.

The current levels of financia! and development contributions alsc have the effect of
keeping potentially lower value land (because of topography, lack of sea views and
some shading issues) from being developed due to marginal economics of
developing such land (high earthworks and development costs verses lower land
value) and with development levies similar to land with the highest value.

This in itself is forcing more development to the flat land at Richmond as the supply of
such land reaches exhaustion in Nelson.

Essentially there is the need to provide a wider variety of housing to aliow for
reasonable choice and not confined to the detached suburban dwelling that
dominates the market.

We note that Nelson City Council is reducing or not charging Development Levies for
organisations who are providing Lower Cost Community Housing. This benefit is
also needed for any other lower cost housing in our communities.

We think it is now appropriate, especially with the Government raising concerns and
possibly imposing solutions on Local Government for development levies, for the
Council to review its current policy practices, especially towards more affordable
housing.

Itis the enterprise and exposure to risk by us land owners and developers who have
provided for the growth and housing needs of our communities.

We should not be seen as the easy target of the Council for meeting public costs of
this ongoing development because all the community benefits from our activities. At
the end of the day the new ratepayers will pay their way for the community
development. With the suggestions in this submission we will be in a better position
to manage risk of our developments and ultimately provide for more variation of
housing types and more stability in land and housing values.
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16 April 2014 %(a

The Mayor & Councillors
Nelson City Council

DEFERRED PAYMENTS ON DEVELOPMENT LEVIES AND RATES
FOR NEW ALLOTMENTS

We developers listed in the covering letter ask that the following matters are considered as a
means of reducing the direct cost of land development and minimising risk of carrying out
land development.

The housing market is short of titled sections and has been for some time so there is a
necessity to speed up consent processes. Because of high development costs there is a
need to defer or minimise costs if possible.

We developers face the risk of placing developed land (subdivided and or built
development), into the property market normally to keep up with or anticipate market
conditions.

However there are two matters at the concluding stages of carrying out a subdivision which
needlessly add to developers' costs.

Normally all financial contributions and development levies must be paid before the Council
will issue a Section 224(c) Resource Management Act completion certificate for any
subdivision or its approved stages.

These charges are normally met from borrowed capital which incurs interest charges until
lots have been sold to enable capital repayments to be made.

To minimise these costs we ask that the Councils make policy decisions to allow deferment
of these payments untif there is a sale of each individual allotment to a third party. This
would only apply for developments of a minimum of say 5 sections or more.

The security for such payments could be a caveat in favour of the Council on each lot which
will only be discharged when the development and financial contributions have been paid on
each individual lot but only for a maximum period of 3 years when all outstanding payments
are o be made.

Tasman District Council has a policy that allows deferment of payments subject to bank
bond and for payment of interest at the current bank rate plus 2%.

This policy provides no benefit to the developer who would be paying less interest on capital
borrowed for the subdivision and having to meet increased legal costs.

Another matter of concern is that developers are required to pay rates on the individual
allotments after the issue of separate tities following the 224¢ approval stage.

We also request that the Council defers such rate payments until the land is sold to a third
party and when the real demand for services provided by rating commences. Again these
payments will generally be met by borrowed capital which could be avoided if this
concession is allowed. The commencement of rate payments could be made to commence
with the release of the caveats referred to above.
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e

Until fots are sold there are no services required which are funded by rates. Developers are
required to maintain any services which vest in the Council for a period of two years and
enter into a cash bond for 2% of the cost of the services vested in the Council.

If the developer defaults on any repair the bond will bear that cost eliminating any risk to the
Council and the need for any rate payments in the period it takes to sell lots.

We know that jand values are mostly set by what the market is prepared to pay. By the
same token developers will not generally sell land unless they obtain reasonabie return for

their endeavours,

It is the developers in taking market risks that has enabled the development of our towns
and cities to meet demand however this is generated.

Any means of minimising the exposure of developers to risk should enable land to be placed
on the market at a more affordable rate and help stabilise market values and have available
more titled sections for choice by buyers than is currently available.

We look forward to the Councils favourabie consideration of these requests.

We do wish to be heard in support of this submission.
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Submission 90
Cat 9

Bev Mcshea

From; Submissions

Sent: Monday, 21 April 2014 1:40 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Annual Plan

From: website nelson. ovt.nz SMTP:W T SO .GO NZ

Sent: Monday, April 21, 2014 1:40:12 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Beate

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

17 Campbell Street

Your phone number
5390260

Your email address
beateba en

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Yes

Y our submission

I wish to ask council that a video camera be placed in council chambers to record council debates
and to have those debates posted on the council website uncut or censored but that the videos should
be edited under general headings to make it easier for me to find & view the debates that [ feel are
relevant to me

This would enable all interested residents to participate in council debates and proceedings
regardless of other commitments during this time.

Thank you for your time in considering this submission.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?

1

COR Page 26

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
Yes

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147
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Submission 105
Cat 9

; . . . . Colr
Draft Annual Pian submission form 7 7 e

Nelson City Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, “@xunikags o whokata

Name ‘SF}M -+ g D/DIQE 7 N/‘r 77’ Organisation represented (if apphcable)
Address é(?/’/ODDV ’QdAA /QA/ /Q/[,_L//Wj/l/é) 7&

Phone Emall \fﬂ.édﬂ,//'ﬁ X7z Cﬁ ﬂj

Hearings will be held for those who wish 1o speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? Yes Cfio if yau do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard,
Would an evening hearing suit you better? () Yes No

Public Information

Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.
Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
EAR 3 2014 1S PRoOTEC7S '
/N L ANVE O AN0PY LELLACEATEN T

E BANK (ANVE . avOPYHAS  EEA s OEV T AELD
v THE —F R7 F WVELSoN STRAFE 45 A4
£ COArPo — O  THE LgV= .

S lave Le & HOLPESS WE SuProL7
THE COWANCILS Pran) —  C mmr7— 60006

OwAalDS — REPLAC Ermn T WH/CL /7L

N HANCE AN D R OO TeE / AC=S S
[ AaNVE

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information — your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Counci.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Pian submission forms.

Age: Gender: Male / Female

under 21 21~-39 MO-/M 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes@

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once, b ‘m
usintg your preferred method.

You can mention more than
one topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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Draft Annual Plan submission fammissigs A%

eison City Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 ApriZ018 RECEWED

Name _Aaﬂ&mﬂ ﬂm«-\lo? Organisation represented (if applicable) '
Address QZLIQ Rt Fovsd Pl Nalso~ 24 APR 0%
Phone %_&gm 02___,_{:&1._—?3 tchigEmail — LEL SO [ S L LE [

Custurnizl Seivicy
Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,
Do you wish to speak at the hearing? d‘fu@@ No i you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? Yes (O No
Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

That e ﬂ\pﬁgﬁ\_gﬂ.n_gg;\_.__c&ggo o Wage W@:_C‘mz%ﬁe &eﬁ.‘&'«;ﬂ-
+D MO"&E} c.»x\“\ Liits 'ﬂ_f]@ﬂ_&,gg e‘/‘mﬂ'g_ 'tb_ Yome. M QJ] ﬁ\d_]b_en"ozil_ M‘l"&‘s
ool pommeca) orpedun A polals pogerbun only pesy ene WG

5

A@._c-_._ _m_,?_"[a,_ﬂg-"uﬂ.f_ *H"Q- \"D}Aﬁ [ “‘ﬂnag-_ !"l_ox_v_'k{__f_.,lu.r- &'\'Q_ ’ kas ‘IM&'_\‘Qo
cﬂ"‘S ool olse _:ﬂ.ﬁ-u-;_il\’_iéia_.'. Gty hyu_“s-_!‘;{:_llﬂdmﬁ*; r..m\'\_g‘““

*r‘.l&f_da-;‘r_é _ASEe e : S
. Whowe P@M‘.@A_. Gune hoe  doud Lg}p_i'wh_-ﬁ T i Py
oten as  pe- Mo L—le_a__‘lj_o_qz.ﬁ\&f We UL Teldonr S
ﬂtg\_c’abg Mdrely ]"imrﬂ.__wﬁma._b Soo- Nt loo@ \es et ot
M_LLW,E,:? do by odes, The vedles be  roword e So a\l pexpes

CAINRY™ vl Q,hp_\,—_ﬁq_ J-LQ, SOl fl':kﬁd J Pleasg attach additional sheets if neede_d.

Optional demographic information ~our answers to the followiag i;:‘u_’re:sﬁ.ops would: prowdz‘g‘_elgfui information to Coundil.
The questions are optiondl and your responses will be‘puhli&y distribirted tothose who revi tijre_'dra;ft Annual Plan submission-forms,

’ Aba: 3 Hix

“Jlunder21 T 21-397 | 40-64 |1 65 andover  Have youmadea suiimigsi@;i;ﬁé__que? Yes/No |

" Gender: Male /Femate |

ssue 373 = 5 April 2014

e a)t'L u-o:i’ Io b Coywmerct‘a\
3—:4_ S::"‘: C\V\o\ V‘:;' be rvac‘;&\'{os—- Ba_ ‘Tg?é. AS Y’@S\‘&Qf\\a\ \naue, {'D qqlg’

e Soll amont
UMee B)f‘\‘v‘e\\'e\é DOV Por?u";'\'efb ove lease ov rentred Yo chuvwda
thotr veker be apiy do P porpertes. Qs some land owner

\\\r\ SowL CoSen e Mc..V_.\n \chap_ aMomv»‘\" o'g‘ W‘f)ﬂid cou\‘

ol Proe g)c.rpev-ke). A —\r\/\ea, 13&6 ¥\ ru-\M

Pofg)ef‘sr‘\\eé) S\A ) Q}ig/
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Draft Annual Plan submission fotrmission (258

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 /’\Df'f:f,(ﬁ‘a quﬁeﬁé%?%f]’%%[)

Name : Elm DW\\O _ Organisati presented (if applicable)
Address 2—'_.0 Q‘“R‘W‘&ﬂl g_:‘ AIJ;% Zh APR 2014

, 02/ 02734, 999 emai NELS c
Pho e_t,‘h_g"-i'? = — 7 : ?fE ail _Q%g?ﬂ],

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? dYﬁ No  /f you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? Yes (ONo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
M be_ '52-’1‘ r-n{]) oF a \Qp:-u_-{c.v" . GDW\QHW _ﬂ_eJ\n_m.
'Pi?‘h?__ Conr 8.3 a..wA ‘fh\- M 1\4\&,{, CO3R. oVl O
CeS0cave C_D:';g,\i\' _ e umc.(]/ \\’\'\ML e\ngt Ol tggmés o J’LM
o P porperbun. T8 Huw o mis lendig. onform i M
Agpjr@%‘am_i},ﬁ Re,souu.t, Co\nmn“ Ov= i ‘H—‘L gn\ne_\ eon'iaq“
hove  Pht 3 olec evidense oS s | eac) o
. 7
\"\;,,.-m I~ o c.owi,m%r . —

Pl oo vdlle  ovallle Ao o

L\)MG\C TR vey tew e ke Aome..

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Opﬂqpa[;dgrirp‘g'[aﬂp!c;infomaﬁép - your answers to the following quastions wouid previde helpful Ihfénngt?onft‘b‘couq:!i.!;
The questions are optional and your respomes wili be publicly distributed to those who r?vieﬁ_the'dr"iftAdnual Plar submission forms.
) Age: A - Gender: Male / Female
" under2t! ] 21-39 | 40-64 ] 65 and over  Have you made'a submission before? Yes/No

ssue 373 * 5 April 2014
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issio 18ub 8

| . Ca Cor 2
Draft Annua{’Blan-submission f o
Submissions clFsPRED  Widnday 28 April £ 4, it

Name doel SW“"LL\/ Organisation represented (if applicable) Blinke Mrero ke
N

Address |9 €ssex ewvace ) Shoke elson

Phone 0275 62¢ 3T Email alcaroa_ l'\c:l'c‘vffﬂs @ hva. ont

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (O Yes 6No If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (Yes (¥/No

Public Information
Submissions to Coundil consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
b hawe been a bwies cuier i Nelsen since 2000 end haee

ceen pran  chan o cve fe lask M ac . Bank lerme 15 ore of
e - b has C{Or\.o_ o a colowtd alfvative accet Ho #{_la ho
e chin «alwu/o shable I M o fo oic rac . | canert! oo end
operate e Biake Mrem Cole in Banle Lane  amd oledpl-e my (e expensie)
e B lo bnbde~ o 1 e~ flo area w(‘H\ 4 Small (‘>)

Ck oy lan | see o custoner numbes Avn~dlin a5 He {%a_
becones less afrodice Lo resickerk of o yistos s son,

| deondy wrae gow do  cohne tfo Suget Ha Bank Lore Ca:’\-oput
repaomet e, At bo Hor whh e codhed meshod o
Her lousioss puned will ensure that orea afback SLK:’}Q'OM o wistas
e beoreo a wedcom” 2 muh’ hde of e o

I

Please - Ve en Jeed S

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information te Council
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms

Gende emale

Age:
under21  21-39 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes l@

To aveid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic,
We will promptly acknowledge
1t has been received
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Submission 119
Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Attachments: TTISF-Submission-to-NCC-Final.docx
From: .ovinzSMTPW STE N LSON. VT. Z

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:19:50 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Dean Walker

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Te Tau Thu Sustainability Forum

Your address
48 Cleveland Terrace, Nelson, 7010

Your phone number
546 6058

Your email address
eanwalker actrix.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission
Attached

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
TTISE-Submission-to-NCC-Final.docx - ownload ile

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
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Submission to: NCC on the Annual Plan 2014/15

From: Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum

In June of last year Nelson City Council released Nelson 2060. This was the culmination of 3 years of
unprecedented consultation with the Nelson community about a shared long-term vision and future
direction for a more sustainable Nelson. NCC took the lead and the community got in behind the
project. Appendix 1 outlines some of the initiatives taken by NCC in the process. The document lists
10 goals as priorities for action to move us towards the vision. This was followed up by an
implementation plan. A number of Council projects and on-going activities in the draft Annual Plan
have now taken their lead from Nelson 2060. Council’s response to community concerns about the
health of the Maitai River and the proposed enhancement initiatives are also in line with the
strategy. The draft Annual Plan refers to Nefson 2060 however there is no specific financial or
personnel commitment in the plan to carry the strategy forward despite the effort which has gone
into developing the strategy to date. There is statement in the draft plan by Council “to ensure that
these goals and sustainability principles are integrated into the decisions we make about our
activities” but the Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum believes a greater and more ocpen commitment is
required on the part of Council including monitoring progress towards achieving these goals.

The Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum holds the sustainability theme at its core. It is made up of a
diverse group of ‘big picture’ thinkers who are involved in bringing the economic, social, cultural and
environmental dimensions of sustainability together, The objectives of the Sustainability Forum are
outlined in Appendix 2. The forum convenes and networks on a regular basis. Participants come
from a broad range of sectors across the top of the South Island including representatives from
Council, and the scientific, business and resource management communities. Participants contribute
to the sustainability kdrero as well as hearing from others who are working on projects in the
sustainable development field. Appendix 3 lists participants who have contributed to the forum.

The Sustainability Forum acknowledges the appointment of four NCC Councillors to the forum. The
forum would like to offer assistance to the Nelson City Council in fostering and encouraging
community initiatives to further the Nelson 2060 vision, goals and practical projects. Within the
forum we have the skill set to undertake tasks such as monitoring the progress of Nelson 2060,
producing an annual report highlighting achievements, and determining what additional policy or
sustainability initiatives may be useful in helping achieve some of the goals. The Sustainability
Forum'’s focus and effectiveness would be greatly improved if the Nelson City Council was able to
support our organised and positive energy in the following ways.

1. Commit council staff and resources to maintaining an interface between NCC and the
Sustainability Forum as representatives of the sustainable development community in
Nelson.

2. Task the forum with specific roles and responsibilities including the provision of an annual
report on the progress of Nefson 2060 and other tasks including those outlined above.

3. Provide funding to support a facilitator, secretarial services and other minor costs associated
with the initiatives above.

We wish to be heard at a hearing in support of our written submission
Yours sincerely,

lan Challenger, Doug Craig, Bruce Gilkisen, Carolyn Hughes, Ed Kiddle, John Moore, Richard Oswald,
Derek Shaw and Dean Walker on behalf of Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum
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Appendix 1: Initiatives taken by NCC in relation to the Nelson 2060 process

The Nelson 2060 process involved three distinct initiatives which have been described as: The
invitation, Structuring the process and Community visioning (From Cawthron Report No 2439,
“Engagement in a Learning Culture: A Sustainability Strategy Case Study”, January 2014, by Marg

O’'Brien).

1. The invitation - A resident’s survey in 2010 which included questions to the Nelson
community on sustainability and the environment.

2. Structuring the process - A Mayoral Taskforce was established in March 2011 involving a
range of business and community leaders and work-shopped a series of sustainability
themes.

3. Community visioning - Later in 2011 Council engaged a facilitator to run a series of

workshops with a broad range sectors in the community about sustainability and their vision
for Nelson. These included:
a. four community workshops
a workshop with the Sustainability Forum
a hui at Whakatu Marae
a business workshop as part of a business conference
four secondary school workshops
a workshop with the Youth Council
a workshop with recent migrants
a workshop with representatives of disabled people.

SR e o0 T

Appendix 2: Objectives of the Te Tau thu Sustainability Foru

The objectives of the Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum are:

1.

® N oW

9.

To develop strong relationships between key regional players and to foster collaboration on
local initiatives.

To lock for opportunities to maximise collective effort on sustainability actions, including
advocacy and support.

To enhance communication with the community about sustainability issues through co-
ordination between Forum members.

To encourage sustainable actions and outcomes in the wider community, via participating
organisations.

To involve a broad range of people in sustainability actions and outcomes.

To be informed of worldwide trends and best practice internationally.

To strategically plan and prioritise actions, and access funding for agreed actions.

To coordinate input into plans and strategies, e.g. Long Term Council Community Plans
(LTCCPs)

To monitor the effectiveness of sustainability actions in Nelson.

10. To review the purpose and effectiveness of the Forum on an ongoing basis.

From Cawthron Report No. 2360 “Social Networks for Sustainable Settlements: A Case Study,”
October 2013, by Mark Newton and Marg O’Brien. {Appendix 1, page 42)
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Appendix 3: Participants in the Te Tau lhu Sustainability Forum

“The regional Sustainability Forum attracts participants from many parts of the region to share
learning and deliberate about sustainability. Each participant represents a network, a cluster of
activity, or an agency that is addressing issues of sustainability” {O’Brien, 2013).

Entities that have participated in the forum include;

Local authorities: Nelson City Council, Tasman District Council, Marlborough District Council,
and the Kaikoura District Council;

Lead agencies: Nelson Tasman Economic Development Agency, Chamber of Commerce,
Nelson Tasman Teurism and the Sustainable Business Network;

Government Organisations: Nelson Marlborough DHB and the Department of Conservation;
Scientific Research Institutes: Cawthron Institute and the Ecologic Foundation;

Businesses: Nelmac, Business Development Company, Nelson Port, Eden Foundation, the
Green Xchange, Solar City Ltd., Offset the Rest, Meridian Energy, Via Strada, various
consultants/advisers on sustainability and energy efficiency etc. issues;

Iwi organisations: Tiakina te Taiao

Community organisations: Victory Community Health, Forest & Bird, Nelson Environment
Centre, the Brook Waimarama Sanctuary, Waimarama Gardens, and Community Energy
Network;

Educational organisations: Nelson Marlborough Institutes of Technology, Canterbury
University/ Education for Sustainability, Enviroschools, and Lincoln University.
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Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Submissions

Sent: Sunday, 27 April 2014 2:59 p.m.
To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015
Categories: Annual Plan

From: Customer Service Team

Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 2:59:23 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Ralph Butcher 1
Sent: Friday, 25 April 2014 7:29 p.m.

To: Council Enquiries (Enquiry)

Subject: Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015

I wish to ask council that a video camera be placed in council chambers to record council
debates and to have those debates posted on the council website uncut or uncensored but that
the videos should be edited under general headings to make it easier for me to find & view
the debates that I feel are relevant to me

Due to work and family commitments it is impossible for me to attend council debates

at 9am and I feel that I am being unfairly disadvantaged compared to those that do not have
these commitments and can participate more fully in council debates and proceedings.

If the council is sincere in wanting to encourage and nurture participatory democracy from
the public in the health and well being of the region, then there should be no objection to this
proposal

Thank you for your time in considering this submission.
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Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Automated Response - Nelson City Council
Attachments: Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx

From: Graham Thomas Resource Management Consultants Ltd [
Sent: Monday, 28 April 2014 3:28 p.m.

To: Customer Service Team

Subject: RE: Automated Response - Nelson City Council

Good Afternoon - please fi d attac ed an amended su mission for ARSDEN PARK that we wis to use instead of
the submission lodged on Thursday — that submission was dated 24™ April - this amended submission is dated 28"
April

I trust that this is satisfactory — please contact me on 5440310 if necessary.

Thank you,

Gra am Thomas.

From: s mr. : Tu r. rvi
Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2014 11:58 a.m.

To: t.nz

Subject: Automated Response - Nelson City Council

Thank you for emailing Nelson City Council.

Your message with the subject "Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015 - SUBMISSION" will be processed and
forwarded to the appropriate staff member for action.

This email address is monitored between 8.30am & 5pm, Monday to Friday (excluding public holidays).
If this enquiry is urgent and requires a quicker response please call our customer service line on 03
546 0200 which is answered 24 hours, 7 days a week.

Customer Service Team

Nelson City Council / Te Kaunihera o Whakat(
03 546 0200

www.n |
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28 April 2014

SUBMISSION ON THE 2014/15 DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN
BY
MARSDEN PARK

Marsden Park supports Council’s intention in the Annual Plan (AP) to
continue with upgrades in the capital programme as set out in the Long
Term Plan, 2012 - 2022 (LTP). Further development — mainly
residential - is essential if Nelson City is going to be able to meet the
differing housing requirements that the community needs.

It has been brought to the attention of Marsden Park that Council's
intention is for a roundabout to be constructed at the intersection of
Marsden Valley Road and The Ridgeway. Until that roundabout is
constructed Council will be restricting development accessed off
Marsden Valley Road to a specific number of lots. This will
detrimentally affect Marsden Park, Solitaire Investments and others.
Marsden Park therefore supports early construction of that
roundabout as a joint project between Council, Marsden Park,
Solitaire Investments and others.

* Marsden Park firmly believes that “affordability” of housing is and will
continue to be an issue of major concern unless the costs can be
driven down. For that reason the balance of this submission is
addressing factors that Marsden Park believe Council can - and
should — have an influence over.

C:\UsersinataschaviDesktop\Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx
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Marsden Park is seeking support/relief from Council on the timing of
payment of the various financial contributions, development
contributions etc. that are required with new developments.

By way of background the payment of those various
“‘contributions/levies” are set out under the Local Government Act
(LGA) and the Resource Management Act (RMA) either through the
AP/LTP or the Nelson Resource Management Plan (NRMP).

Whilst this submission process is under the LGA, the issue/effect of
the payments under the RMA is also raised here, as the combined

effect of the requirements is a serious restriction on development.

The purpose of the various contributions/levies is to “mitigate” any
potential adverse effects by those developments on Council's services
(roads, sewer, stormwater, water reticulation and reserves etc.). The
amount payable is set out in the LTP/AP (Development Contributions
for the services) and the NRMP (Financial Payments for Reserves).

Payment of those contributions/levies is required prior to release of a
Subdivision Completion Certificate to enable a developer to raise titles
for sale (the Completion Certificate is known as the Section 224),

These costs are significant and have a major impact on cash flow and
on the total cost of development becoming a major impediment to a
debt funded development. As an example, a 20 lot residential
subdivision with sections for sale at $200,000 would be required to pay

the following:

C:\Users\nataschaviDesktop\Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx
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LGA (LTP/AP) 20 lots @ $9832.00 = $196,640.00
RMA (NRMP) 20 lots @ 5.5% of $200,000 =  $220,000.00
Total = $416,640.00

e This simply demonstrates the cost of extra funding required under the
current regime. This is a significant cost if calculated as a percentage
of total development cost. The impact on development per sale is

obvious.

. Note that this is a simplistic straight forward development and there
are differing more complex situations that could require extra
payments and/or specific upgrades by the development on services as

well.

. Note also that the developer does not receive $200,000 for each site —
a table setting indicative costs and returns for a typical “no risks”
development will be tabled at the Hearing.

Marsden Park is not questioning / objecting to the need to make
payments - it is the timing that this submission relates to as the
purpose of the payments is to “mitigate/offset adverse effects of
increased demands on Council's services/infrastructure”.

It is submitted by Marsden Park that the “increased demand” does not
commence at S224 stage and that it potentially commences when a
Building Consent for a dwelling is issued.

C:\Users\nataschaviDesktop\Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx
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The developer is also required to pay a maintenance bond of
$1,000/section (up to a maximum of $20,000) and to maintain the
services for a period of two (2) years (that is roads, sewer drains,
stormwater drains, and water reticulation) as well pay water connection
fees and daily charges along with rates.

Given that the developer has paid for the entire infrastructure and is
responsible for all maintenance of the services that Council will be
inheriting, Marsden Park cannot see justification in the argument that
there is a demand on Council services generated at S224 stage.

Payment can be legally protected by registration of a “covenant” on
each section title requiring payment before the title can be transferred.

Marsden Park would be happy to accept an arrangement that
payment of rates, daily water charges and water connection fees were
not required until the expiry of the two year maintenance period on
the grounds that Council has opted out of their legal obligations by

transferring all maintenance issues to the developer.

The only possible “downside” for Council is that “levies/contributions”

payments are spread over a time span instead of one upfront payment.

Marsden Park is therefore seeking through this submission process
that Council defers payment of the various financial and development
contributions along with no requirement for rates, daily water charges
and water connection fees until a section is sold or an agreed
timeframe is reached — whichever is the sooner - with certainty of

C\Users\nataschaviDesktop\Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx
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payment ensured by creation of a suitable legal restriction (covenant)

on each title.

Thank you for your consideration.

C:\Users‘\nataschaviDesktop\Final 2014 LTP Submission - 28 April.docx
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DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN SUBMISSION

,,E_ The Nelson City Council wants your opinion. .
L Please tell us what you think.

g Please type or print clearly. Remember to read the submission
- writing guidelines (over) before starting.

b7

Name Addo Mulders Sr.

Daytime phone 5469130

Address 20 The Cliffs N 1

Organisation represented (if applicable)

Submission 147
Cat 9

Office Use Only

Submission
umber

143

File Ref INITIALS

CATq

Do you wish to be heard in support of your submission?

Public information

The consultation/proposal my submission relates to:
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Nelson City Council Public Consultation Subm
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If you do not tick a box we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
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U mission
Office of Hon Gerry Brownlee

MP for ilam g(./ll) (4
Leader of the House Minister for Canterbury Earthquake Recovery
Minister of Transport Minister Responsible for the Earthquake Commission
25 MAR 2014
Addo Mulders S
20 The Cliffs
NELSON 7010
Dear Mr Mulders

Thank you for your letter of 19 February 2014 to Rt Hon John Key, Prime
Minister, regarding the cost of airfares to/from Neison. Your letter has been
referred to me for reply as the issues you raised fall within my portfolio
responsibilities. Please accept my apologies for the delay in replying.

I understand your disappointment with the high airfares offered by Air
New Zealand between Nelson and other destinations. Air New Zealand is
re uired to 0 erate 'n commercial manner. This means its fares are largely
determined by the demand and operating costs associated with its services.
On regional services, Air New Zealand uses smaller aircraft which incur higher
costs per passenger.

The government has adopted a policy of opening up the domestic commercial
aviation market. There are currently no restrictions on airlines wishing to
commence services to regional airports. | hope to see another airline, such as
Jetstar, entering regional markets to stimulate competition on these services
and improve travel options for New Zealanders.

| suggest you talk to your local council and regional tourism bodies, and

encourage them fo work with the airlines to improve the services they provide
to the Nelson region.

Yours Eerely

Hon Gerry Brownlee
Minister of Transport
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.. Cat 9
Draft Annual Plan submission form swiss #F

. . . T4 Nelson City Council
Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, Ty e

Tiouble and Fox

Name S_\S_Q(_‘_\ ____G\_E_E_O_ < .. ... Organisation represented (if apphcab!e).._.srde ooy
Address _U_SS__Q.OCK&.._\, m..mmgé_gor\
Phone . ORAV-2T0_I4 ch _ Email \Id@thOK“cD@_._hU % VJ‘JQ.L.\._LOM_

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? O Yes gNo if you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better?  {(FYes (ONo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consuitations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and pubilic.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
Rank lane Cqsnopx\j

T w0 : % oM ocation - 0 d
(e\wwent of the CCmQOu Ous fomu\\j are ownes al, the Shos
f { ‘ ’ a A 4 —ﬁro

_Un I - ) i

(0 ' _ -\ £ e vl
Qe _wies g <¢10m e C - ' y S

zﬁhﬂﬂuﬁiﬁd_ﬂfb&pmﬂiuﬁm&_ﬂw lane
% Lowe 18 e C\Or\emcm 1o the  Nokson iMadkets and

V\Amﬂ-LSﬁmui %C;ulcwe andt OJ Hamc IS mcveCLSmQ due, 46 ﬁe
7
on ﬂs " O

would Cieade.cr whole pew Ccinﬁep:}fce

{ '770-15@?@01 Sheed aS weidl.

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council,
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Maie ”
under 27 21-39 65 and over Have you made asubimission before Yes No

To avoid confusion, please

only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topic, and you don‘t need
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been received.
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Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW:. Draft Annual Plan submission
Attachments: NCC Annual Plan 2014 Submission Draft.docx

From: Hudson Dodd

Sent: Monday, 28 April 2014 6:01 a.m.
To: Council Enquiries (Enquiry)
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission

To Whom It May Concern
Attached please find our draft annual plan submission.

Sincerely
Hudson Do

Hudson Dodd
General Manager
Brook Waimarama Sanctuary

Post PO Box 744 | Nelson 7040 N2
Celf 021 546 252 | 03 970 2229 {toll free)

Get Behind the Fence! Campaign Office — Nelson City
Level 1, Suite 3 Morrison Square
Ph 03 546 2422

Visitor Centre — Sanctuary Entrance
651 Brook Street (road’s end)
Ph 03 539 4920

BEH

Br o Waimarama
U ARY

Donate

The Brook Waimarama Sanctuary Trust - [CC32934) - is a registered charitable entity in terms of the Charities Act 2005, For more information about the Trust, visit the Charities
Register at This email message and any attachmentl(s} s intended solely for the addresse(s}) named above, The information it contains is confidential and may be legally
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T H E

Brook Waimarama
S A N C T U A R Y

H E L S ON H E W Z E AL A ND

28 April 2014

SUBMISSION TO:
NELSON CITY COUNCIL DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2014

The Brook Waimarama Sanctuary Trust staff, trustees, and volunteers would like to
acknowledge and thank Nelson City Council for its strong ongoing support and recognition
of the Brook Waimarama Sanctuary as an important project for the communities of the
Nelson Tasman Region.

CAPITAL FUNDING PROVISION

We appreciate the Council’s recognition of the regional significance of the Brook Sanctuary
project, and your corresponding ongoing commitment of funding to the pest-proof fence
project. The Council’s commitment of ~§1,036,000 is an important contribution to the $4.2m
funding target for fence construction, in terms of both monetary and community support.

The Brook Waimarama Sanctuary Trust as an organisation is regional in scope. The Trust’s
strategic partners include organisations operating across the Nelson/Tasman region, including
the Department of Conservation, the Nelson Marlborough Institute of Technology, the
Tasman Bays Heritage Trust/Nelson Provincial Museum, and the region’s iwi. We take the
role of a regional conservational initiative and visitor attraction seriously and look forward to
delivering an asset that all the region’s residents and visitors can enjoy and take pride in.

The Trust is confident that the Brook Waimarama Sanctuary will prove to be of tremendous
benefit to the people of the Nelson Tasman Region. Not only will it bring biodiversity
conservation gains to our communities unachievable by other means, but it will bring
outstanding cultural and educational benefits, as well as economic development through
tourism opportunities. This confidence is supported by the noteworthy national grants the
project has successfully attracted, most recently the award announced by the Department of
Internal Affairs in March 2014 of a $1.25m grant from the Lottery Significant Projects Fund.

FUND RAISING PROGRESS & FENCE PROJECT TIMELINE

The Trust is pleased to announce we have met our fund raising target of $4.2m for
construction of the pest-proof fence, which satisfies Council’s final requirement for the Trust
to uplift Council’s funding toward the fence project. We have recently submitted
documentation to demonstrate to Council that the Trust’s funding toward the fence is
sufficient to complete the construction project, and look forward to working with Council
staff to complete a funding agreement.

We note Council’s funding to the project is divided into two parts spread across two financial
years: ~$500,000 in 2013 2014 and $500,000 in 2014 2015. Our demonstration of sufficient
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funding will allow us to proceed with uplifting this year’s apportionment of Council funding
prior to the close of this financial year.

The Trust respectfully requests that Council maintain the second half of the committed
funding for fence construction in the 2014 2015 annual plan. This funding is essential to the
Trust’s successful completion of the project.

Council staff officers and legal counsel have recently completed work on a long-term
exclusive use lease for the sanctuary site, which the Trust is pleased to enter into with
Council. We note that this lease also includes a ‘shared use’ area around the perimeter of the
sanctuary, which will allow the public free walking access around the exterior of the pest-
proof fence. Upon the anticipated approval by Council and the Trust Board this agreement
will allow the Trust to action contracts with suppliers and construction of the pest-proof fence
to commence. Barring any unforeseen complications, we are planning for fence construction
to begin in July 2014,

OPERATIONAL SUPPORT

The Trust further appreciates the Council’s ongoing support in the form of an annual
operational grant, and believes this represents very good value to Council, contributing to the
cost of maintaining the Council owned site and developing sanctuary infrastructure. Activity
that the Council grant contributes to includes the development of walking and vehicle tracks,
pest control, weed control, administration time, volunteer training, mapping, signage, and
other operational expenses associated with the development of the sanctuary.

The Council’s operational commitment to the Trust in its Long Term Plan shows an annual
grant figure increasing modestly from $67,000 in 2014 15 to ~$80,000 in 2021-22. We
request this level of funding be maintained in the Annual Plan and in the LTP as an annual
contribution to the project. By providing this operational grant, NCC enhances the Trust’s
focus on raising funds for sanctuary infrastructure, and reduces the need for the Trust to fund
raise for operational costs.

The Trust looks forward to working with Council staff officers to explore opportunities for
the region to leverage off the biodiversity gains already being delivered at the sanctuary site,
which will increase dramatically with the completion of the pest-proof fence, with a
significant anticipated ‘halo effect’ of wildlife spreading out from the site to the surrounding
areas and communities.

OTHER PROJECTS

The Trust notes that the Draft Annual Plan includes funding of $53,000 to replace the aged
existing valley floor pedestrian bridge in the sanctuary site, which will be upgraded to safely
serve increased public visitation to the site. The Trust supports retention of this funding in the
Annual Plan, noting the importance of this asset to the visitor experience of the sanctuary.

The Trust is coordinating with Nelson Marlborough Institute of Technology to progress the
relocation of the slip-threatened Brook Conservation Education Centre buildings, further to

Council approval in 2013. Our goal is for the relocated centre to be operational in time for the
June 2014 intake of trainee rangers.
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THANKS
The Trust is extremely grateful for the ongoing support and commitment shown by Nelson
City Council in strongly supporting the Brook Waimarama Sanctuary project. We also thank

Council staff for their good work with us over the past year, and look forward to working
together in the future.

OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD

The Trust requests the opportunity to be heard in support of this submission.
Sincerely,

AL

Hudson Dodd
General Manager
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Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From:w e nelson. ovtnz SMTP:WEBSITE
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2014 2:12:29 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Richard King

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

3 Wainui St, The Wood, Nelson

Your phone number
035487605

Your email address
rakin

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission

Consider painting the Civic House clock tower. Not a mural but a coat of paint to cover the unsightly
stains increasingly evident on the tower

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

65 and over

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Cat 9

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: Ison. ovt.nz MTP: ELSON.GOVT. Z

Sent: Monday, April 28, 2014 3:42:07 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Geoff (and Kay) Gudsell

Organisation represented (if applicable)
NA

Your address
21 Arapiki Road, Stoke, Nelson

Your phone number
547 3741

Your email address
elson ar dise.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

That the rating policy for separately used or inhabited parts of a rating unit, (as on page 62 of the
Draft Annual Plan 2014 15), be amended to include “A bed and breakfast room with or without
kitchen facilities” in the list of categories not considered to be separately used and inhabited parts of
a rating unit.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

65 and over

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Natascha Van Dien Cat 10
From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: submission to annual plan

From: Customer Service Team

Sent; Monday, April 07, 2014 12:38:09 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: FW: submission to annual ptan
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Dan McGuire ]
Sent: Sunday, 6 April 2014 7:56 a.m.

To: Council Enguiries {(Enquiry)

Subject: submission to annual plan

| would like to thank the Mayor and Councillors for their excellent efforts to reduce spending for
previously planned projects.

However, there is no reason why the rate increase cannot be brought down to the actual cost of living or
inflation increase. Council has made huge compounding percentage increases in the rates over the last
twelve years, and should be able to work within its current income.

Also, the increase in the water charge is too high.

Council should expedite its decision on the future of the Trafalgar Centre. The city needs a decision soon.
It would appear that the building is much safer than many buildings in the CBD. There are cost-effective
strengthening options available which can be carried out over time.

Please do not begin funding the Arts Council again. In my opinion, a great deal of money was wasted in
the past by those using this funding, and council should not begin funding the Council again. Thisis a
subsidy that is not appropriate under the changes to the Local Government Act, and it could be
challenged.

Dan McGuire
P.O. Box 582

Nelson
0272466155
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Submission 23
Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Attachments: SUBMISSION-TO-draft-ANNUAL-PLAN-2014-15.doc
From:w ite elso . ovtnz T ‘W NE SON.GO .NZ

Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2014 4:55:29 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Hugh Briggs

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

42 Strathaven Place, Atawhai, Nelson 7010

Your phone number
545 1195 or 027 243 5301

Your email address
hu hb movenelson.co.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Your submission
I have attached a full submission below

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submissi
SUBMISSION-TO-drafi- ANNUAL-PLAN-2014-15.doc - Download File

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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SUBMISSION TO COUNCIL’'S 2014-15 ANNUAL PLAN

Name: Hugh Briggs

Background: Resource Management/Planning Consultant (40 years)
Owner/Operator, Move Nelson Segway Tours (3 years)
Ex-operator, Strathaven Lodge B&B, Nelson (8 years)
Trustee of Nelson Tasman Cycle Trails Trust (2 years)
Chair Melrose House Trust (Trust member 2 years)
Committee Member various Groups, Chamber of
Commerce (8 years)

Experience: Made numerous submissions as an individual, as an
urban planner and as member of Chamber of Commerce
Committees on many Annual Plans and LTCC Plans, as
well as various Studies and Management Plans. I have
been involved as a tourist operator over the last 10
years with a B&B and now with a Segway guided Tour
operation.

Reason for Submission

I am concerned about some specific changes proposed to the
LTTCP in this year's Draft Annual Plan, but also wish to indicate
my support for some other proposed projects. I have outlined
those concerns and points of support below.

Key Points (from Summary)

Key Issues and New Projects

Bridge Street enhancement: SUPPORT
This street is in desperate need of enhancement, as it is a “blot” on the

CBD’s townscape. Unfortunately it is not just the streetscape that needs
uplifting but some of the activities and buildings too! I trust that Council
will work very closely with the businesses/landlords to make effective
changes to the street’s activity and building physical appearance.

Stoke Community Centre: SUPPORT
Stoke does need a boost to create a real community heart in its centre

and this project should be fully supported.
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Submission 23

Maitai River: SUPPORT

With my work with Tiakina te Taiao, I note the great work they do with
their environmental health programmes on all rivers. It is essential that
this work continue and that Council works very closely with Tiakina on
upgrading the Maitai.

Property Assets Review: SUPPORT

I consider it essential that Council looks long and hard at its property
portfolio to ensure that those properties are being appropriately and
effectively used, and whether Council should have such a large portfolio.

It should develop a “real” urban strategy (such as is being proposed in a
City Development Strategy, and was partially developed in the Heart of
Nelson Strategy) that provides the framework for implementing some of
those strategies, eg such as the Bridge Street extension. I am concerned
that there is no strategic approach being taken with decisions being made
on individual projects.

I consider that there are several opportunities to stimulate more
appropriate development in and around the edge of the CBD, eg around
the library and Croquet green, to stimulate an attractive (re)development
of the Rutherford Park area, particularly with the need to replace
Trafalgar Centre. Other opportunities exist along Wakefield Quay as
proposed recently around the Guyton’s area, and obviously in Wakatu
Square.

With respect to the Events Venues section, I comment as follows:

Trafalgar Centre: OPPOSE

I have always been opposed to the Council’s continued spending on
upgrading the Centre. I was heavily involved in developing the Chamber
of Commerce’s submissions made from 2005 on requesting very limited
expenditure then. There has never been a business case made for the
extent of expenditure and possible benefits that would be gained from
such expenditure. Given all the present circumstances, I would oppose
any further spending on investigations for a suitable and safe
upgrade/rebuild. The costs being spoken of are excessive, just to bring it
up to its present standard.
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I consider that Council should “bite the bullet”, demolish it and find a
better alternative site for an entertainment complex/trade show venue,
which needs to be close to the CBD, and not out In outlying locations.

Nelson Schoolof M i n al: SUPPORT
I support Councils’ intention to provide more funding for these two
“iconic” buildings and places of entertainment.

Saxton Field Complex: SUPPORT
I support the continued development and maintenance of this complex to

ensure it is being used as efficiently and effectively as it can (or should)
be. With the demise of the Trafalgar Centre as an indoor sports centre, I
consider that there needs to be a review of the role to see whether it
could be developed further as an entertainment centre, particularly to
house the Nelson Giants and larger concerts/events that were held at the
Trafaigar Centre. I understand that the first Giants game there recently
was a success.

Projects for Year 3 (2014-15) - Proposed Changes to LTCCP

Maitai River shared path: SUPPORT
With the enhanced walkway from QE2 bridge to Trafalgar Street now

being constructed and the widened path from the I-Site to Collingwood
Street setting a high standard along this section, the narrowness of this
next section is accentuated. With my Segway tours using the riverside
walkway, I have noted a large number of conflict situations on this very
well used section. This project needs to retained in this year's budget.

iwalkwa ¢ nn i oss Trafal ar r SUPPORT
As a very regular user of this crossing (with my Segway tours) I have
been concerned about its safety as a heavily used crossing point along
what is being developed as a main pedestrian and cycle route. I made a
request to the Heart of Nelson Strategy to include such an improved
crossing as part of the upgrade to the river walkway then!

It is a significant crossing at the real entry to the CBD, with the beginning
of commercial activity at this point. It should therefore be made as the
entry point to the CBD as was hinted at in the HON Strategy. It requires a
raised crossing as elsewhere in Trafalgar Street to ensure vehicles respect
this as an entry point and crossing, and to improve the sight lines for

MUL Page 5

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147
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pedestrians around the heavy bridge parapets. Again this needs to be
retained in this years budget.

Ina i o this at the roun r Street SH6 in r in,
a safe crossing should also be built to ensure a safe crossing of this very
important cycle track/pedestrian route.

Rocks Road Walk/Cycle Project: SUPPORT CONCEPT
CONCERN BY DELAY

Like everyone, I have been waiting very eagerly for this project to be
implemented sooner rather than later. We still don’t know what is being
offered for consultation so we cannot judge how complex the consent
process is going to be. I have submitted several times on this project
recommending that any widening of this transport link, recreational
promenade and pedestrian/cycle link has to include widening of the
corridor beyond the wall and chain-link fence.

I do not believe it can satisfactorily, attractively and safely meet all the
demands on the present limited space available, recognising that the
alternative route via the Southern Link will not be constructed for many
years. Any expenditure on this project (using the R funding still available)
must not restrict any further investigation work on that alternative route.

Modeller’'s Pond: OPPOSE

This area has proved to be a very complex and perplexing one which
cannot be resolved easily or economically. I am totally opposed to the
level of expenditure proposed to partially resolve this ongoing issue. Not
only does it require a very significant amount this year but also a
substantial fund for ongoing maintenance.

As a regular user of the area surrounding it (again on my Segway tours),
I consider it to be an unattractive feature which detracts considerably
from the model railway circuits. I am opposed to spending such a
significant amount on a facility used by so few people. In these harsh
economic times, it is just not reasonable to favour a small user group
when that significant amount could be more effectively used to benefit a
larger section of the Nelson community.

I also consider that this area could be greatly enhanced to match the high
standard of finish and landscaping elsewhere in the Tahuna Beach reserve

MUL Page 6

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Submission 23

by filling it in and creating an attractive landscape feature, or even an
area for other activities to complement the model railway circuit.

Tahuna Back Beach: SUPPORT

In looking for a new cycle/footpath route through Tahuna as an ultimate
part of the Great Taste Trail/scenic cycle route from the CBD (along Rocks
Road) to the Airport and beyond, the shoreline is a great opportunity to
develop such a route. Protection works along here are important so that
this could be readily achieved, via the Motor Camp to the Golf Course and
Airport.

Nelson Tasman Tourism: SUPPORT

It is essential that Council continues to fund the Regional Tourism
Organisation (RTO), particularly as it is designed to promote Nelson City
and the region. Tourism is a very significant activity in this region and
generates significant income and employment.

It is a role that Councils should play in promoting economic development
in the region, and thus, despite the decision made by Tasman District
Council (TDC) reducing its funding this year and withdrawing next year,
Council should maintain its present course. It is imperative that Council
makes a very strong submission to TDC to get it to reverse that decision.
Given that much of the natural attractions and tourist activities are within
the Tasman district, it is imperative that TDC maintains its role in
conjunction with Council.

There is an argument that this role could be covered by the Economic
Development Agency instead. However, if this is eventually considered to
be the most appropriate model, there will still be the need to fund that
“extra” work to be undertaken by additional staff in EDA.

Departmental Work programmes (p.33) SUPPORT (IN PART)

I note that there is to be a full review of the Resource Management Plan
(which T think is well overdue) including the integration of the Regional
Policy Statement and the current RM Plan (which has both regional and
district policies and rules). I fully support the creation of a more
coordinated planning document. I note with concern though that the
research into the City Development Strategy has been deferred/halted to
enable the full review to take place.
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I fully support the need to have a more clear and integrated RM Plan that
will guide development of the City (within its regional context). However
my concern is that the need for a physical City Development Strategy,
which is not necessarily a statutory document to the extent that the RM
plan is, has been delayed.

The City has failed for many years to provide a real Development
Strategy (what as a planner I call a City Plan!) that is designed to guide
development. Council has produced a number of isolated, independent
Strategy documents and Reserve Management Plans without having an
overall context to work within, The RM Plan has never provided such
guidance, being more focussed on the rules aspect of planning.

Some Plan Changes have been prepared as Structure Plans for growth
areas, and the CBD had the Heart of Nelson Strategy. That in itself only
dealt with some aspects of the CBD development and did not coordinate
with adjacent areas or transport corridors.

A more physical, design-oriented City Development Plan is urgently

required that will provide the direction for the statutory changes that need
to be made to the RM Plan zoning and development controls.
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Submission 25
Democrafs ..., .5V

for social credit
PO Box 5164, Walkiwi, Invercargill 9843 Ph 0064 3 215 7170 C ﬁr l 0
Emall: democrats@democrats.orq.nz Website: www.democrats.org.nz

t§§%2014
Submission to draft annual plan 2014-2015

2014 being an election year, the Democrats for Social Credit Party wishes to remind councillors of
their duty to both challenge and influence central government policy.

We respectfully ask you to support and lobby for the following proposals:

1. Local body access to nil-interest credit-lines and loans from our sovereign bank, the Reserve Bank
of New Zealand. These for essential capital works, thus relieving ratepavers of unsustatnable debt-
servicing to the private financial sector. The RBNZ is already equipped to provide such facilities as
proven by the multi-billion dollar arrangement made in recent years for the major banks.

2. Remove the GST from rates.

3. Support the "Robin Hood" Tax campaign now gathering momentum globally. The levying of a
minuscule tax on money and share market transactions would allow Government to provide funding

for more public amenities without further need to raise rates, taxes and charges,

4. Support the campaign demanding complete transparency as to the TPPA (Trans Pacific
Partnership Agreement) negotiations.

5. Stop fluoridation where still practised and resist pressure to continue or initiate fluoridation. This
is primarily an individueal rights matter, apart from the fluoride compounds used being pollutants.

6. Advocate the Single Transferable Vote [STV) system for all Local Government.
We look forward to making a verbal presentation when required.

Heather Marion Smith
Local Goverament Spokesman, Democrats for Social Credit

heathermsmith24@gmail.com Ph 06 867 6668

Stephrie de Ruyter
Leader, Democrats for Social Credit

stephnie.deruyter@democrats.org.nz Ph 027 442 4434
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Draft Annual Plan submission forii ™ s5i°

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014 ;Z ﬁfﬁﬂﬂ@:’éf&i’ﬁf"

Name Dofeen ™. kriSon Organisation represented (if applicable)
Address '

Phone Email
Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (O Yes % If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better?  (OYes ON6

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Submission 48
Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: website nelson. v.nz TP:W I E NE NGO NZ

Sent: Saturday, April 12, 2014 10:37:18 AM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Steven Gray

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

204 Nile Street
Your phone number
6435482577
Your email address
Steven ra ahoo.com
Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No
Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No
Your submission

I recognize the challenges that the Council faces in making the best decisions for the future of the
community. Of the items specifically mentioned in the draft annual plan, the one that I am most
passionate about are:

1. Health of the Maitai. Thanks to the NCC for putting some real money into restoring the watershed
to its former glory.

2. More bike lanes more protection for cyclists. We must continue to make the area cycle friendly.
This will be a major money earner for us in the future.

3. Free Wifi in the city is a great idea!

4. I wouldn't invest in the modelers pond. Sorry, not enough of the community is really interested in
this.

A couple of items not in the plan that should be:

1. Investigating a better solution for the sewage ponds at Wakapuaka. I recommend investigation of
creating an algae layer over the sewage ponds that super heats up the waste and creates gas that can
be used as energy.

2. Investigate construction of a busway, a dedicated bus lane, to and from Richmond and downtown
Nelson along the Railway Reserve to reduce traffic on Waimea Road and Rocks Road.

Cheers,
Steven Gray

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

under 21
Your gender
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Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Submission 60

Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
From: website n | .nzS TPW SITE N LSON.GOVT.NZ

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2014 2:12:21 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Carleen Reich-Simko

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

P.O. Box 1268

Your phone number
545-1404

Your email address
carleenreichsi o© mac.co

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

Dear City Council,
My submission are proposals for the following:

Tahuna Beach Cafe Public Toilet Redo:

The positive response and new respect and feel of the Buxton Carpark loo redo leads me to propose
that the toilets at Tahuna Beach get a refurbishing. I have evaluated the premises and have come to
the conclusion that a few changes and additions will create dynamic changes that locals and visitors
will appreciate and walk away feeling that Nelson is indeed an artsy area with respectful, creative
members who take pride in their community. I would like to propose the following:

*Replace the basins and toilets with porcelain.

*Have an art mirror above the sink and a full length by the changing area

*Repaint the building inside and out

*Add skylights to brighten the interior

*Have a local mural artist do a beach scene on the back interior wall that show children having fun

*Add an artsy drinking fountain
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*Replace the gates with ones design for safety and a pleasure to look at.

*Replace the outside brick and deteriorating planter with landscaping that has a beach feel-such as a
boat filled with native beach grasses and crushed shells like the surrounding area. Surround with
thick ropes that go through vertical poles.

*Add additional flowering bushes that do well in the environment and adds life and vitality.

Open design ideas to members of the art council for addition ideas and input.

Modelers Pond

I highly suggest that a dead horse stays dead. It is very obvious that the pond is not functional and
will be an on-going money pit. It benefits the few and doesn't reflect needs of the wider community.
I propose the following:

*Fill it in with engineered fill

*Create a sculpture park with interactive kinetic/water art like what is found on Cuba St. in
Wellington.

*Provide covered picnic tables so it can be viewed and utilized all year

*Create viewing paths and plant vegetation that bring in birds and butterflies.

This sculpture park will uplift the spirits of children, visitors and locals of all ages. It will give
another reason to hang out at the beach. Having the zoo nearby will draw in lots of families who can
enjoy the sculptures and enjoy picnics. Both these proposals will support local artists and create jobs
for others who are not in the road work industry.

Thank you for considering and hopefully funding these proposals.

Carleen Reich-Simko
545-1404

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
No
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Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From: Web Maintenance Shared Mailbox

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 9:28:40 AM

To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

See below - relates to already recived submission

From: Steve Simko il : r n = ]
Sent: Wednesday, 16 April 2014 6:58 p.m.

To: Web Maintenance Shared Mailbox

Subject: Re: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Dear Council,

Would you be willing to attach the following photos that show the areas of the Tahuna Loos that I believe
need refurbishing? This visual will help explain the submission.

Cheers!

Carleen Reich-Simko
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Submission 61
Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Attachments: Pou-whenua-2011-copy.pdf

From; nelson ovinz TPW ST NL N OVT Z

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2014 6:36:02 AM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Paul Harrington

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

19 Van Diemen St

Your phone number
5482557

Your email address
th slin shot.co.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Y our submission

I fully support the ongoing informal ‘artificaiton’ of Nelson, and think the nver murals project 1s
fantastic. Civic House tower and the Maitai footbridge (adjacent to Trafalgar Centre) should also be

included.

On behalf of all children (and some grownups) I do not support any delays in the destination
playground at Trafalgar Park.

Fully support Nelson’s decision to keep funding tourism; it’s a vital investment for the region. I’d
even consider partial funding towards the Takaka and Murchison iSites given their importance to the
wider region and consequently Nelson city. Free wifi is also a fantastic initiative, only comment is to
make sure there is supporting infrastructure e.g. stand up tables to put devices on (I often see visitors
having to sit on the ground at wifi hotspots which isn’t really very welcoming). Whoever came up

with the idea of installing free wifi on the Centre of NZ is genius. Word will get around and
everyone will just have to post a real time selfie from the top: fantastic free marketing,

I also have the following three ‘perennial’ submissions.

Paint a mural on the Civic House the clock tower, its right opposite the iSite!

Washington Valley would greatly benefit from an art installation: specifically a Pou Whenua at the

intersection with Hastings St would be fantastic. A few years ago I presented a petition from

residents and this was received favourably by Council (attached). Unfortunately nothing has come of

1
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this and Washington Valley remains well behind Victory in terms of revitalisation. It’s a special spot
(old coast line) and could be considered a gateway feature. Ive attached the original petition (in
addition to these names I’ve since discussed this with the Washington Valley Community Group
who are also very supportive).

My other recurrent appeal is that I think Nelson is the perfect place for an outdoor music venue akin
to a smaller version of the Sidney Myer Bowl in Melbourne. Rutherford Park is the perfect spot for it
as the sound would project over the port and marina and away from Residential areas. An affordable
option and a destination venue. Future discussions relating to performance venues should include
consideration of a permanent outdoor venue.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Pou-whenua-201{-copy.pdf - Download |

Optional demographic information
Your age

21-39

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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August 2011

To the Mayor and Councillors of Nelson City Council
Washington Valley Pou Whenua

As residents of the Washington Valley area we are writing to suggest that the
newly created traffic island at the intersection of Washington Road and Hastings
St would be an ideal site for a contemporary pou whenua (carved post).

A pou whenua marks ancestral and contemporary associations between people
(tangata) and land (whenua). We think this setting would be very relevant to iwi
as it used to be the head of Parapara Inlet, and as such would have been
considered a gateway site. For this reason the setting would also benefit from
some interpretive panels.

Washington Valley is generally considered to be a lower than average socio-
economic area and an example of medern public art would be very uplifting for
the community. It could also provide a catalyst for further upgrading of the
neighbourhood e.g. planting street trees or improved footpath condition and
cycleway design.

There is considerable foot traffic along these roads and this pou would inspire an
atmosphere of safety, particularly at night time if lighting was provided.

Thank you for your consideration.

Residents of Washington Valley neighbourhood.
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Supporting a Pou Whenua in Washington Valley - August 2011

Evon Hoogeveen
Amber Isle
Rosie-Anne Pinney
Fraser Heal
Monique Day

Kim Stark

Isaac Ibbotson
Hucky Hoogeveen
Maryanne Hoogeveen
Jazmine Anderson
Holly Hoogeveen
Paul Harrington
Kirsty Stark

Lisa Gibellini
Richard Frizzell
Kathleen Reid
Escher Hoogeveen
Annalee Hoogeveen
Bram Hoogeveen
Nick Burn

Amy Goonan
Maree Shalders
Aucks Hoogeveen
Casey Newton

Tony Dickson
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1/128 Washington Rd
1/128 Washington Rd
18 Brough Tce

20 Brough Tce

20 Brough Tce

66 Arrow St

66 Arrow St

7 Washington Tce

7 Washington Tce
Washington Valley
43 Parere St

54 Arrow St

54 Arrow St

23 Wolfe St

18 Brough Tce

93 Washington Rd
1/128 Washington Rd
24 Ilam Grove

24 Ilam Grove

11 Washington Rd

11 Washington Rd
Quebec Rd

1/128 Washington Rd
18 Washington Tce

58 Arrow St
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Pia Isle
Amanda Bisder
Kahu Unali
Whaitiri Lomax
Jesse Papeseh
A’loka Penketh

D. Jones

D. Hamilton Williams

Zach Gardner

Suzanne Gilbert

J. O'Leary

C. McConville
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125 Tahunanui Dr
11 Watson St

54a Washington Rd
1/7 Arrow St

93 Washington Rd
47 Tompson Tce
49 Wolfe St
Britannia Heights
47 Franklyn St

4 Mt Vernon Pl

35 Poynters Cr

95 Halifax St
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Cat 10 CoX \0‘/

PO Box 645 Nelson 7040
P 03 546 0200
F 03 546 0239

16/04/2014
Rachael Large
545 8746
rachael.large@ncc.govt.nz
www.nelsoncitycouncil.co.nz

Nelson City Council
P O Box 645
Nelson

To The Mayor and Councillors
SUBMISSION RE: 2014/2015 ANNUAL PLAN

The Nelson Youth Council would like to thank the Nelson City Council for its
ongoing support and commitment, which enables us to be an effective voice
for the youth of today. We wish to make comment on the following areas:

Things we support are:

= Upper Bridge Street Enhancement: We support Council’s
intention to enhance this area of the CBD, as it can be an
intimidating place both during the day and at night for youth who
frequent the area. We feel the addition of art and/or flora would help
enhance the street and, if possible, we would appreciate the
opportunity to contribute to such a project.

» Maitai River Upgrade and Enhancement: We consider that a
$400,000 allocation for one year will not be enough to adequately
address all issues associated with the general health of the river;
however, we understand that many of the issues to be dealt with are
not easily fixed and it may take longer than desired to sufficiently
resolve the problems. We believe that the council is taking a good
step forward to address the situation and we strongly support the
council’s objective to fund this project in the annual plan.

* Stoke/Greenmeadows Community and Sports Facility: The
youth of Nelson would support this proposal. Stoke lacks in a youth
facility; with the ideal location in Central Stoke and improved
Greenmeadows facility, it will bring more appeal to Stoke as a
suburb and will also positively impact on the community and famiiies
as they bond through sports and recreational events held here,

Al171837
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« Modeller's Pond Maintenance: We support tr%la'ebcm!ﬁ?retaln
and look after the Modeiler’s Pond as we believe it is a valuable part
of Nelson and particularly Tahunanui history, as the Modeller's Club
have used the site since 1959. The activities based in and around
the pond also provide the younger youth of Nelson with a source of
entertainment, the lack of which has been an ongoing concern for
youth.

*» Continued Funding of Nelson Tasman Tourism: We believe this
is an important aspect to drawing people, from out of town, into
Nelson. This helps local businesses and the region as a whole, We
would like to see this being continued as Nelson on the whole will
benefit from it in the long term.

» Tahuna Back Beach Provision: We endorse Nelson City Council
allocating funds towards preventing erosion on Tahunanui back
beach. The back beach is one of the only places left in Nelson to run
dogs off lead without being overly dangerous and should be
preserved and well looked after.

= Theatre Royal: The youth of Nelson strongly support the increase
in the Theatre’s Operational Grant of $115,000 to $220,000. After
the Trafalgar Centre and Nelson School of Music were closed due to
earthquake risk, the Theatre Royal has become Nelson's primary
performance venue and so investing in it further is a very sensible
idea while the other two venues are renovated and strengthened.
Theatre Royal is a vital creativity outlet for young performers in
Nelson such as the Nelson Youth Theatre Company and we thank
the Council for recognising the continued financial stress at Theatre
Rovyal.

* Nelson School of Music Building Strengthening: The safety of a
building that is in such frequent use is hugely important, especially
to the artistic youth of Nelson. We appreciate that the building will
be available in full strength later for performances, musical
examinations and lessons for the youth of Nelson. The building is
also historic to Nelson and so an effort should certainly be made to
restore it to working order.

» Rocks Road Walk/Cycle Project: Youth Council is aware of issues
presented by the continually growing use of Rocks Road by a variety
of users. We know that Rocks Road can be dangerous for young
people using this amenity and would like to see strong consultation
with all users to find and develop possible alternatives. We support
the steps outlined in the annual plan as we believe this adequately
covers the necessary facets involved with the development.

» Bishopdale to Ridgeway Shared Path: Youth Council would like
the Council to consider a shared path connecting the Ridgeway to
Bishopdale. There are many young people who travel this way to
school - both cyclists and pedestrians. However cyclists are forced
onto the road, which can be very busy at peak times, and pose a
danger to drivers and themselves. Therefore, we support a proposa)
for a shared path connecting the Ridgeway and Bishopdale.

» The Brook Area Walking and Cycling Improvements: Youth
Council supports these improvements as they would widely benefit
cyclists and pedestrians. The Codgers Mountain Bike Park is just up
the Brook and many cyclists use the road to access this MTB Park;
however the road is too narrow for all the cyclists and cars. The
cyclists then ride on the footpath, posing a risk to pedestrians on the
path. We would like Council to consider improvements to the Brook
Area to keep cyclists, pedestrians, and drivers safe.
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Some areas that Nelson Youth Council would like to see provisions for in the
Annual Plan are:

* Opera in the Park: The biannual Opera in the Park event is a fun
and family orientated event that the youth of Nelson would like to see
receive funding to run on an annual basis. Opera in the Park provides
an event available to young people in a musical environment. We
would like to suggest that the name be changed to something that
appeals to a more diverse audience as the performances aren't
always of the opera genre. We believe this would increase the
attendees and therefore make it worthwhile having annually.

= NBus: Youth Council would like to thank Council for their ongoing
funding and support of the NBus system, and for the future increase
in weekend services. Due to the high amount of youth users of the
bus system, we would appreciate a slightly later bus time during the
week and weekends. This might include extending the last bus time
to 8:00 or 8:30. This then provides a safe and easy way to get from
Nelson to Richmond, or vice-versa.

* Fringed Hill Gondola: There is an interest from Nelson youth to
participate in active sports such as mountain biking. Nelson Youth
Council supports this venture as it will help to encourage participation
of all age groups and fitness abilities as well as encouraging tourists
to Nelson.

= Sonic Youth Event: The Sonic Youth Event after the Masked Parade
in 2013 provided safe and positive entertainment and this event was
very popular amongst young people. The youth would love to have
another Sonic Youth Event this year, therefore, we would very much
appreciate financial support for a further $10,000 from the Council so
this event can be even more successful than it was last year.

= Summer Youth Internship: The Nelson Youth Council would like to
request that the Council consider implementing a summer internship
to support Nelson youth in employment while at university. We
wouid like this to be available for all youth to apply.

» Urban Art Wall: The Nelson Youth Council have asked the Council to
install an ‘urban art wall’ where youth are able to express themselves
through urban art or tagging, for the last two years. There was one
instailed at the Tahuna Youth Park, unfortunately this was removed.
We request that this facility be re-installed in a youth appropriate
location, like the Neale Park Skate Park.

* Railway Reserve Lighting: This is an important issue for young
people, as it is unsafe at night to walk along, due to lack of vision.
This is a major transport link for many youth; however it feels unsafe
to use it after dark. We appreciate Council thinks it is safer not to
have lighting, as less youth will utilise it, however, a survey we
conducted in August 2011 showed that 55% of the 188 surveyed use
this link between 8-10pm and 45% still use it between midnight and
4am.

We wish to thank Council for funding:

* Wi-Fi in CBD: We would like to thank Council for the support of
installing the free Wi-Fi in the Nelson Central Business District.
Having Wi-Fi allows youth to stay connected and communicate with
each other which young people appreciate a lot.
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* The Truck: Nelson Youth Council would like to téHHL’Il]A%IﬁJCQn 83

supporting the Truck as it provides a lot of great activities and help to
youth,

*» Youth Events: Also we would like to thank the Council for their
support of $30,000 for events for young people, including the recent
Nelson Underage concerts.

» Cricket World Cup: We wish to thank Council for securing Nelson as
a host city for the Cricket World Cup. This provides an exciting event
for young Nelsonians to attend, while the associated upgrades of
Saxton Field will benefit youth for years to come.

We would like to speak to our submission, so please contact Rachael Large
who will liaise with us about times. Thank you for providing us with the
opportunity to have a youth voice on this matter.

Yours sincerely,

Jethro Burr Joseph Cotton

Nick Erasmuson Patrick Gerard
Emily-Rose James Chia-Wei Jao

Tane Kawana Daniel Kirby

Daniel Leaper Jackie Liang

Carla Lindley Sam Mackay-Wright
Hannah Malpas Grayson Nepia
Chelcie-Mei Phillips Sophie Ross

Chloe Rumsey Sophie Smith
Samantha Stephens Harry Tod-Smith

Nelson Youth Councillors
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From: Submissions

Sent: Thursday, 17 April 2014 12:26 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From:w ite nelson. ovtnz TP. EBSIT NELSON.G .N
Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 12:25:33 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Elizabeth Bean

Organisation represented (if applicable)
NA

Your address
PO Box 358

Your phone number
6435394336

Your email address
elizabeth reenawa .co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission

I fully support NCC actions that improve cycle safety and make cycling more attractive for transport
and recreation. All cycle related funding put into projects should be retained in this year’s budget.

I want to make sure that Council continues fo:

* Develop safer cycle routes (on and off road) throughout the city.

+ Support operations and tourism marketing (through funding of Nelson Tasman Tourism).

Key Points

1. Rocks Road Walk/Cycle Project — 1 support this and am concerned by the possible delay. This
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project must be completed as quickly as possible to improve the safety of cyclists. The route is used
by many groups and will become even more popular once enhanced; people will cycle as an
alternative to cars.

2. Tahuna Back Beach (beach protection and cycle route) 1 support this. Whilst this project is
under the Parks and Recreation section of the Annual Plan, it should also to be considered under
Transport, as it is a critical section of the cycle (and pedestrian) route from the City (via Rocks road)
to Tahuna and the airport. A cycle/footpath route through Tahuna would enhance the scenic cycle
route from the CBD to the Airport. The shoreline is a great opportunity to develop such a route (via
the Motor Camp to the Golf Course and Airport).

3. Maitai River shared path — I support this. The enhanced walkway from QE2 bridge to Trafalgar
Street and the widened path from the I-Site to Collingwood Street sets a high standard along this
section — and the narrowness of the next section is accentuated. This project needs to retained in this
year’s budget.

4. Maitai walkway connection across Trafalgar Street — | support this. I am concerned about safety.
This is a heavily used crossing point along a main pedestrian and cycle route through the City along
the river. It requires a raised crossing to ensure vehicles respect this as an entry point and crossing.
Also, the roundabout of Trafalgar Street/SH6 intersection needs a crossing to ensure a safe crossing.
5. Brook Street cycling and walking improvements. I support this. The work proposed to be done
needs to be retained in this year’s budget.

6. Nelson Tasman Tourism. It is essential that Council continue to fund the Regional Tourism
Organisation. Tourism is a very significant activity in this region and generates income and
employment. NCC should make a strong submission to TDC to get it to reverse their decision not to
fund this body. Given that many attractions and tourist activities are within the Tasman district, it is
imperative that TDC and NCC work together to promote the region as a whole.

7. Opportunity for savings. I do not support retaining ongoing $93,000 for the modellers pond. 1 also
don’t support the decision for $500,000 to be set aside for investigating problems with this pond.
The pond is used by a small number of people and does not meet needs of todays’ recreation users.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Bev Mcshea Cat 10
From: Submissions

Sent: Thursday, 17 April 2014 8:59 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Attachments: Big-Top-Nsn.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Annual Plan

From: website n Ison. .nzS TPWE SIT N GOVT. 2

Sent: Thursday, April 17, 2014 8:59:17 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Aly Cook

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Aly Cook Marketing

Your address
21 Kina Beach Road

Your phone number
6435266113

Your email address
al C xtra.co.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission

That council either consider funding or partially funding the proposed Event Big Top, as first
presented at NCC meeting in the public forum on April 17th, 2014. I would suggest that the funding
be considered from it's already committed fund of 3 million, set aside for matters arising from
Trafalgar Centres closure $3m ($2.25m of which is carried forward from 2013 14) to address issues
as required. That the region could have a fully functioning all purpose venue, which would last for at
least 15 years, for under 2 million. The other option I would like to present that if council wanted
further information and investigation, before committing funds, that an alternative would be to allow
me to do a feasibility study, outlining costs demands, usage, potential placement options for the

1
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venue. A fair amount for this would be $15,000 and I would present this within a 3 month period.

I think it is vital for the Economic Development of the Region that we have an all weather event
arena, of a size that can accommodate shows that were regularly at Trafalgar centre and large
enough to attract more to the region.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Big-Top-Nsn.pdf - Download File

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Female

Have you made a submission before?
No
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lan Magan Ltd

7/2 Queens Parade
Devonport 0624 NZ
Tel: 09 446 0206
Mob: 0274 938 839
Email: igm@imltd.co.nz

12 March 2014

To Whom [t May Concern

As a Promoter of Overseas Shows and Events, and as a regular user of the Trafalgar Centre, | write to give
enthusiastic support to Aly Cook and her proposal to have a Big Top available in Nelson City during the
closure of the Trafalgar Centre.

There is no doubt Nelson has grown as a city capable of attracting large events such as ours (more recently

The Hollies, Billy Connolly, Glenn Miller Orchestra ...) and we sorely miss the ability to continue our activities
there.

A modern Big Top would provide a comfortable and acoustically satisfactory alternative for the city,
bringing back a number of Producers and Promoters who have lost the use of the Trafalgar Centre.

Avenue this size also opens up opportunities for larger exhibitions and entertainment spectaculars which
need a larger working & performing area.

I also know Ms Cook has the entrepreneurial and marketing skills to make this idea work, and trust the city
will allow her that opportunity.

Yours sincerely

[an Magan

CEO
lan Magan Ltd
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Cat 10

Bev Mcshea

From: Submissions

Sent: Tuesday, 22 April 2014 12:20 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Submission to Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015 onbehalf of NMDHB's Public Health
Service

Attachments: NMDHB_PHS Submission to NCC Draft Annual Plan2204024.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Annual Plan

From: Customer Service Team

Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 12:19:38 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Submission to Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015 onbehalf of NMDHB's Public Health Service
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Bronwyn White nWwWi n h.

Sent: Tuesday, 22 April 2014 12:09 p.m.

To: Council Enquiries (Enquiry)

Cc: Hilary Genet

Subject: Submission to Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015 onbehalf of NMDHB's Public Health Service
To whom it may concern,

On behalf of Nelson Marlborough District Health Board’s Public Health Service, attached is our submission to NCCs
Draft Annual Plan for 2014/2015.

Hilary Genet will also be hand delivering a hard copy today.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment from a Public Health perspectiv

Kind regards,
Bronwyn White on behalf of Hilary Genet
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Hilary Genet

NMDHB Public Health Service

Email: hilary.genet@nmdhb.govt.nz
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Submission—92

Nelson Marlborough District Health Board (NMDHB) is a key organisation involved in the health and
well-being of the people within Te Tau thu. NMDHB’s Public Health Service (NMDHB-PHS) appreciates
the opportunity to comment from a Public Health perspective on the Nelson City Council {NCC) Draft
Annual Plan 2014/2015.

We see it as very important for the NCC to continue to work in partnership with the NMDHB-PHS
around promoting and developing social and physical environments which are likely to contribute to
the health and resiliency of the local population. This particularly applies to the areas of urban design,
alcohol harm reduction, environments which are smokefree, injury prevention, active transport and
promotion of healthy nutrition through initiatives like edible public gardens and fruit trees. In addition
the areas of provision of quality drinking water, management of waste water, solid waste management
plus ongoing efforts to address air quality are important. In parallel to this air quality improvement

work, we see Council’s continued involvement in warm house type initiatives as very important.

NMDHB has presented this submission in the following format:

1. Areas of support for NCC activities included in the plan which will result in a good cutcome for
Public Health.

2. Issues NCC does not have in its plan but from a public health planning perspective need to be
kept on NCC agenda and considered when drafting the next draft ten year plan and annual
plan.

3. Recommended amendments to the plan that NMDHB wishes NCC include in its plan.

1. Areas of support for NCC activities included in the plan which will result in a good outcome
for Public Health.

*  We commend and support the current actions NCC is undertaking as the 2014/2015 plan
recognises the impact Council activities and investments have on the wellbeing and health
of its residents and communities. For example:

¢ NCC plans to update Council’s Social Wellbeing Policy, develop an action plan
on social wellbeing and the focus on housing during the 2014/2015 year.
NMDHB-PHS congratulates Council for this approach and the focus on warm
housing.

e NCC provision to make walking and cycling easy and attractive choices.
NMDHB-PHS congratulates Council for provision to maintain and enhance the
Railway Reserve and the connecting networks.

s Neighbourhood parks and recreation activities in general.

e  Activities to revitalise communities.

NMDHB-PHS is happy to work in partnership with Council on these activities.

¢ Public Health supports the ongoing commitment from Nelson City Council to its Local
Alcohol Policy {LAP). A policy finalized in 2014/15 may be an unrealistic goal as once
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Nelson Council have a Provisicnal Local Alcohol Policy appeals to Alcohol Regulatory
Licensing Authority (ARLA) may place the Policy outside the time frame. Nationally other
Provisional LAPs have attracted significant appeals. Our understanding is that these
appeals will be resolved by ARLA before Nelson can move towards its own LAP (page 42).

s We commend and support the current actions NCC is undertaking to enhance its water
supply with particular regard to security of supply in emergencies, backflow prevention,
and demand management

e Drinking water supply - NMDHB-PHS supports all upgrade work toward the goal of Council
supplies achieving full compliance with the Drinking Water Standards for New Zealand
2005 (revised 2008) [DWSNZ 2005/08). NMDHEB-PHS recommends that Council maintains
its commitment to upgrades.

s Support the work to improve water quality issues in the Maitai River to lessen the
likelihood of algal blooms.

® We note the planned work on air quality modeHing and support this but would be
concerned if there was a step backwards in the progress on improving air quality to lessen
potential health effects and to meet environmental standards.

¢ Opportunities for participation in Council decision making process. NMDHB-PHS
particularly valued the opportunity to contribute to the development of NCC's Local
Alcohol Policy and is looking forward to working proactively with NCC on Council’s Social
Wellbeing Policy and it's related activities.

e NMDHB-PHS encourages the Council to continue with appropriate transport planning,
infrastructure and services which will lead to improved health and wellbeing of your
community and visitors.

e We congratulate Nelson City Council on the commitment to enhance Bridge Street to
improve public safety and reduce alcohol related harm. We understand and acknowledge
the need to focus on a fiscally responsible approach. The investment in the Bridge Street
(page 9) enhancement has potential to boost the local economy. This would likely be
sustained if the people who contribute to that economy feel safe, healthy and resilient.

s We strongly support the work NCC has done on the Nelson 2060 Strategy and how this
will guide activities. We commend council on this framework for its long term view.

2. Issues NCC does not have in its plan but from a Public Health planning perspective need to be
kept on NCC agenda and considered when drafting the next draft annual plan.

e Fluoridation of water supplies. Water fluoridation is an important method of improving
oral health in people of all ages. We recommend that Council actively consider the
introduction of water fluoridation. The NMDHB is willing to work with the Council on this
issue.

e Sugar sweetened beverages. NMDHB-PHS recommends NCC considers making recreation
facilities and events free from sugar sweetened beverages. The NMDHB-PHS is happy to
work with NCC on sharing DHB policy work on this issue.
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o P h i tances Act 2013 L | A d Products Poli . NMDHB-PHS
recommends that work continues on the development of Nelson City Council’s Local
Approved Products Policy (LAPP). Enabling Council to enhance the controls on retail
outlets selling “Legal Highs” while ensuring that the policy provides open and transparent
sales and compliance with the legislation.

3. Recommended amendments to the plan that NMDHB wishes NCC include in its plan.

¢ NMDHB-PHS notes that grading {which is a voluntary Council activity) is one measure of
water quality, However NMDHB-PHS believes that a wider measure under the current
regulatory regime is more appropriate and could either replace or be in addition to the
Grading performance measure. Therefore the NMDHB-PHS suggests the wording shown
in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Suggested amendments to “PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND TARGETS FOR 2014/15”

{page 17).
What Performance Current Performance Year 2 Targets
Council Will | Measures
Provide
Good quality | Compliance with | Full compliance with the Fuli compliance
water Part 2A of the DWSNZ 2005/08 not achieved | Maintain
Health Act 1956 for the 2012/2013 Survey Maintain Ab grading
Grading under period due to elevated at next assessment
Drinking Water Disinfection By-product
Standards for NZ | concentrations at times.
2005/08 sampling | Compliance achieved with all
and test other sections of Part 2A of the
standards Act against which NCC was
assessed by a DWA
Council's water supply has Ab
grading —
“A” for source and “b” for
reticulation
Conclusion

The NMDHB-PHS believes the Nelson City Council Draft Annual Plan 2014/2015 reflects the current
needs of the district within the context of the need to carefully monitor expenditure. The NMDHB-PHS
values it’s working relationship with NCC and see it as very important for the NCC to continue to work
in partnership with the NMDHB-PHS. The NMDHB-PHS is particularly interested in services and
activities that will be of direct benefit to the wellbeing and health of the community. The NMDHB-PHS
encourages the Council’s continued active commitment to leading and investing in social development
of our communities and acknowledge, although difficult in current economic times, this is when it

becomes even more important.

NMDHB values the opportunity to working with NCC to achieve the community outcomes. NMDHB-

PHS looks forward to working proactively with NCC on its next Annual Plan and Long Term Plan.
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ISS] . t10 elson City Counci
. Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 20 Ny Souncll

te kaunihera o whakati

' Name _:T . Q” Organisation represented (if applicab. j;‘ L"

Address _13 % lbm—d : _&&ﬁ’ﬂ 2010 %E.C_E_L‘Eifﬁ:{?‘)
Phone _M_E_?:?} 517 Email —E_E_H?E‘m’l"_ ' [

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates arNE@gRjd be 13, 14,

15, 16 May 2014. Custom ’IY CO_UNC”_ |
Do you wish to speak at the hearing? Oes E,No if you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to Ee h@’ré@llCe

Would an evening hearing suit you better? () Yes ENO

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information - your aﬁswersto the following-quéﬁi@lwiqlq ;'Si:o\{iQe Héiﬁ]'ﬂ!.lnt-'anﬁ.a_tidn't_o Council.

Tha questions-are optional and you|responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the drati’Annual Plan submission forms:
Age: Gender: Male /,PSialE 2

| Junder21| 12139 1 40-64 X1 65and over  Haveyou made a?dbﬁisfon:béﬁrétﬁf No

3sue 373 = 5 April 2014
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Submission 96
Cat 10

Bev Mcshea

From: Submissions

Sent: Tuesday, 22 Apnit 2014 12:20 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW. Chamber of Commerce Submission on Draft Annual Plan
Attachments: Annual Plan Sub Nelson 2014.docx

Foliow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Annual Plan

From: Customer Service Team

Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2014 12:19:57 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Chamber of Commerce Submission on Draft Annual Plan
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Dot Kettle ]

Sent: Tuesday, 22 April 2014 11:27 a.m.

To: Council Enquiries (Enquiry)

Subject: Chamber of Commerce Submission on Draft Annual Plan

Please find our submission attached.
We wish to speak in support.

ot Kettle

Chief Executive
Nelson Tasman Chamber of Commerce
PO Box 1121, Nelson 7040

021 719447
+64 3 548 1363

iness Vitality
Like us on F cebook

Attention:
The infarmation contained in this email (including any attachments) is intended solely for the addressee(s). It
is confidential and may be legally privileged.
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{03) 548 1363 Email  info@commerce.org.nz Nelson Tasman Chamber of Commerce

[03) 546 8373 Web WWW.COMMENe,019.nZ PO Box 1121, Nelson 7040
Business Vitality

22 April 2014

Chief Executive
Submission on Annual Plan
Nelson City Council

Submission on Draft Annual Plan 2014

The Nelson Tasman Chamber of Commerce (NTCC) represents over 520 businesses working throughout the region.
This submission is on behalf of its membership.

We seek the opportunity to be heard in support of our submission.

Summary
The Chamber previously identified priorities remain:

1. A Vision and Strategic Planning for the Nelson Tasman Region —a combined Nelson/Tasman regional
approach both in the short term and long term planning process continues to be a top priority for the
Chamber. Itis the Chamber’s view that this will bring certainty and consistency which is good for business
investment and growth.

2. Support for Council’s role in Economic Development ~ Council does have a role to play in facilitating and
promoting the economic development of our region. The Chamber continues to support the work of the EDA
and Nelson Tasman Tourism.

3. Transport — the Chamber continues to put priority on ensuring we maintain and enhance our transportation
network, in particular to ensure we meet the needs of our exporters. Preservation of the arterial route
remains a priority.

4. Water - the Chamber recognises the importance of both water quality and availability. This remains a crucial
issue to the ongoing economic health of the region. A regional approach is required and the promotion and
encouragement of water conservation needs to be central.

SUBMISSION

Vision and Strategic Planning

The Annual Plan provides a fantastic opportunity for Nelson City Council to clearly mark itself as a Council that is open
for business and committed to supporting the vibrant business community. The Chamber is committed to working
with Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council to promote our region as a great place to do business in and
from. This year there is a growing opportunity for Nelson to promote our businesses as part of the rebuild of
Canterbury.

The Chamber’s top priority continues to be a combined regional approach both in short term and long term planning.
While more a matter for the Long Term Plan we note its importance and submit that a strategic partnership with
Tasman District Council goes far beyond a commitment to shared services. It is this regional approach that is the
single biggest difference local government can make to the well-being of the region.

In the Chamber’s view, we lack scale in our region, with only 90,000 permanent citizens. For our local businesses to
prosper and expand and employ more staff we need more customers, either from a sustained population growth
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and/or tourists (domestic and international) and/or visitors (business, conference, sports, events etc). For population
growth we need more affordable land, easier building processes, more employment opportunities. For tourists we
need sustained and co-ordinated promotion and for visitors for need more and better facilities (hotel accommodation,
conference facilities, more larger dining options). Clearly, local government can not achieve that alone - but for
private enterprise to work most effectively in partnership with local government to achieve that there needs to be a
clear regional vision and regional strategic planning.

itis the Chamber’s view that a clear combined regional growth strategy will bring certainty and consistency which is
good for business investment and growth.

Nelson’s current strength is that it is ‘the best little city’ with quality hospitality and cultural activities, combined with
key employment opportunities, that can attract very talented and skilled people to live and work here. If we combine
that with excellent customer service and ample parking, Nelson will continue to offer a vibrant small city experience
for visitors and citizens.

Nelson is also currently within the top five in the Chorus Gigatown competition — having last year taken out the crown
as a Google e town. This provides a good platform from which to develop a transformational Digital Strategy. The
private sector is willing and able to lead that and is well placed to utilise IT to add value to our current economic
sectors and to develop a leading edge in the development and provision of IT solutions for both a New Zealand and
worldwide audience. In our submission, Nelson City Council can demonstrate its support for the development of a
Digital Strategy of a calibre that will deliver economic benefits — and continue to showcase its support for Gigatown
Nelson. The opportunities for our city — and region — of gaining broadband of that speed are enormous for business
and all our citizens.

One of the opportunities for Council is to truly position itself as a “Business Friendly Council” delivering what the Local
Government Report terms “business friendly outcomes”. The Chamber welcomes the opportunity to work directly
with both Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council in addressing issues around the building consent process
(which affects builders, building designers and property owners) and land development {(which affects developers, civil
contractors, engineers, planners and surveyors). The Chamber has identified four key areas of concern:

¢ Consistency of decision making

e Time for decisions
¢ Cost of decisions

e lack of overview/plan which identifies appetite for growth, the key areas for growth and the rules around that
growth

A clear, comprehensive and well understood plan, with areas marked for development — both commercial and
residential — will assist developers and encourage development in the areas that will support a vibrant Nelson. This
plan should include Geotech information so risk is clear and well understood and able to be managed. This plan needs
to be matched by a Council culture and approach that looks to foster, support and work with development
opportunities as they arise for the good of the community and address any consenting or compliance issues in a
proactive and positive fashion to get the best possible results.

The Chamber intends to submit in more detail on solutions in the land development area as part of the Long Term Plan
Submissions, including the submission that combining the Nelson and Tasman Building Consent Units into one
properly resourced unit to process all consent applications across the region would be an important step in improving
consistency of decision making and communication. In the shorter term, the Chamber submits that Council appoint
internal ‘business ambassadors’ to ensure Nelson City Council “rolls out the red carpet, not the red tape” for
development and business investment. The concept behind these internal ambassadors, previously raised by the
Chamber, is that the Council can best achieve a shift in business perception by ensuring Council staff with business
experience and understanding are in key liaison positions, directly connecting with business people and with the
authority and credibility to progress issues of concern.
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Support for Economic Development

The Chamber welcomes the on-going financial support for our RTO, Nelson Tasman Tourism, for destination marketing
and visitor information functions. The Chamber believes there is definite merit in the destination marketing arm
being connected to the visitor information centres/I sites throughout the district. This connection needs to ensure
shared knowledge about the operations of each, strategic alignment of activities and promotions and consistent
branding and messaging in both our off shore and on shore marketing. The Chamber is not advocating the status quo
for the model of visitor centres or | Sites as the role and focus of these has and will continue to need to change as
visitors seek to use and access information and bookings on a muititude of platforms. This change however is not
unique to our region and the challenges and opportunities it presents are, in our view, most efficiently and effectively
deal with by one body in a joined up and combined way in close collaboration with the particular communities — rather
than each small community having to re-invent the wheel.

The Chamber also believes that a dedicated focus on tourism promotion is the most effective and efficient way for
both Nelson and the wider region to generate tourism spend in our area. The Chamber welcomes and supports the on-
going commitment to Nelson Tasman Tourism from the Nelson City Council.

It is the Chamber’s strong view that local government funding for a professional organisation focused on promoting
our region as a destination in a professional consistent and strategic way is critical to ensuring we are as effective as
we can be in securing visitors to our region, thereby supporting our local businesses and services. Without that
strategic overview, focus and direction for efforts, there is a real risk of a scattergun approach where small individual
operators are left to fend for themselves and market independently rather than leverage off the collective tourism
offering and strengths.

Transport

The Chamber urges Council to prioritise roading projects — in particular the preservation of the alternative route to the
Port; the development of Rocks Road as a destination for visitors and locals, and improvements to Waimea Road.

The Chamber view is that the lost opportunity with our underdeveloped waterfront, including Tahunanui , will only be
realized once the heavy through traffic is moved to the Southern arterial route and a thorough upgrade of the Victory
Square area is prioritised.

The Chamber also supports the recovery work at Cable Bay.

Water

This remains a crucial issue to the on-going economic health of the region. A regional approach is required and the
promotion and encouragement of water conservation needs to be central. The Chamber's key concern remains
around how the Lee Dam is to be funded if it goes ahead.

The Chamber continues to support the proposed Lee Dam but we re-iterate our concern about the affordability and
funding of it. Any scheme must be affordable for current land/water users, encourage water conservation in

productive and urban areas and land use and enhance our region’s ability to prosper — not stranglehold it.

The Chamber also supports the proposal to improve the water quality of the Maitai River.

Other Issues:
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1.

The Chamber supports the proposed infilling and urban residential development as a way to provide good
accommodation options and ensure a vibrant inner city. Council can encourage and facilitate this
development through ensuring it is easy for property owners to convert space into residential and ensure
development costs are reduced for the development of land that close to the city.

Any additional investment in the Trafalgar Centre needs to centre around the purpose of that Centre and its
future role. We encourage Council to move quickly on the future of the Centre as being left in its current
unoccupied state will only deteriorate the asset. The Chamber has serious reservations about any significant
additional investment in the centre. The Chamber does support Council progressing to look at the feasibility of
a flat floor trade show/convention space, large conference facility and performing arts facility, noting the
positive developments at the Rutherford and the serious shortage of alternative space for activities that had
been scheduled for the Trafalgar Centre. The Chamber continues to support the School of Music, Theatre
Royal {and Suter} for the contribution these vibrant cultural entities play in attracting and retaining talented
people to live, work and invest in our region and therefore the contribution they make in helping our region
address one of the key challenges our region faces, now and in the future. Economists are signalling skill
shortages as a significant constraint to growth and prosperity.

The Chamber supports the proposed capital works listed in the 2014/15 draft annual plan and would like to
commend NCC and the proactive approach they have adopted on procuring their capital works program with
early tendering and awarding of contracts. We understand this has allowed NCC to complete all proposed
capital works within timeframes and in most cases under budget.

The Chamber welcomes a rating review, and submits that the review of the use and rate of the commercial
rate provides an opportunity for council to signal its support for business development and a vibrant business
community. The Chamber commends Nelson City Council on the proposal to reduce the charges for
‘Separately Used or Inhabited Parts’ of a rating unit and submits that Council continue to do as much as
possible to reduce the costs of doing business and increase the number of initiatives that will help stimulate
economic activity.

The Chamber also supports the proposed Bridge Street enhancement and agrees that good quality public
spaces are important in achieving a vibrant CBD that provides public amenity and safety.

The Chamber supports the provision of adequate flood protection in the Todd Valley. The Chamber also
submits that priority consideration be given to addressing (rather than deferring) issues around the
Wakapuaka Sand Flats areas tidal control gates and culverts. The Chamber understands that both farmers and
the Cawthron Aquaculture Park may be at flood risk.

Parking. Members of the Chamber continue to raise concerns around the availability of parking. The Chamber
did participate in the Parking Study Workshop and for the majority of our members the priority is increased
parking (especially for 3 hours). A clear advantage for Nelson inner city businesses will be parking availability —
and the promotion of that. The Chamber would support investigation into the feasibility of additional parking,
including the feasibility of a parking building.

Dot Kettle
Chief Executive
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THE NELSON MAIL Tuesday, April 3, 2014 — 3

New two-way cycle lane.confuses users

Businesses
worried

Nate Davidson

The new rdad layout on St Vincent
St is causing confusion and con-
cerns for road users and busi-

nesses,
The Neison City Council has put
in a twoway cycle lane between
“Potara St and Gloucester St on the
side next to the pathway, °
On the autsida ufﬂwcyde!ane
changed to

WOLT

Lioyd Bliiott, opmet ol‘ Qsprey
Bg;a.is called the layout "3 balls-
u

“Ihe ather day we were Sitting
ouiside and an ambulance came

up the road and there Were cars in
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Wrong turn: A mt;luflst performs a t-turn intothe new cyclelane"'dlj st ’

Vincent St.

allows us then to build up the
munbers and push  for
fmprovements to it,” he said. “The
next stages will be to carzy bn this
straight down St Vincent St and
we are looking at the across towm
links row so it's not complete and
that link mw town needs to be

* tidied up

Photos: ALDERWILLIAMS/FA RFAX NZ

o
parkify orl maeuummmnhmismt especially children to feel safer

or-hm & night saih Num‘*mt %‘mﬂ ahould have

just not
, Sharon Nisobtnt;m :Iamym “One "8 to first stop for the
w;mesgg{t “mothers with prams rlgBEt, ﬂaaﬁ.‘ uget, through @ bif
walking in thé lane and sald (further and you Fave (o give way -
drivers had “$0 much to contend  to ¢yclists who are coming at you .
” ag cars blocked the at waysbutﬂtmiwhavelo

getwtﬁn'lhersomwnﬁeethe

difficult to pull out safely onto the cars.”
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whan travelling against the traffic
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“notorions” for cyclists and
:vougriesbed traffic lights might
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designated tpace for car d’oq-i‘

ving on the'coc-
ner of Victory and NoPthedk
streets, said {t was a great fweility *
and she had seen more cyclists out
and sbout since it bed been in-
staued. but she bhd a]so noticed

§
.__gg

'ge
giEbids

dent users conld go through the patly

roundabout,
Sheree Lauchlan arid Gwen
Hal, ‘of Stoke, Sere usitig the Tane
for the ficst time yesterday.
“We've only just hit it I think
jt* weird being on the wrong side
of the road,” sald Lauchlan.
They pointed out that cyelisis
coming along the left-hand side of
S Vincent’s would have a hard

7
1
B
g
8
E

%

g

i

Al ik
00'[ uC)!‘-""S!l»'-J(:InS

She sald she
would be resolved cnce peopfe
adjusted to the chinges and
council would monitor the sm:-

ation.
Tt also plans to continue the lans
all the full length of St Vincent St



SuE @“R Mn— 1
. Cat 1% 201
Draft Annual Plan submission fegmcr ¢, , <

SeNero Ltrty Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 201 4, te kauniners o whakatu

Name - ONWNA /5 uT [/EQ Organisation represented (if applicable) n ! lfq
Address _ O 5% 13RO StV WEL SO :
Phone 2 A4S ~ )17 Email do ’ hatmmeanl. conz

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
153,16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? OYes ONo if you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.

Would an evening hearing suit you better? ()Yes (INo é X
pogo + Coves s heet

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public,

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

Mode oy sn
Be a~d M (Bf?wl/u a [-07
Si Breok Strec.m Nler 4 ualik
8001( H’\ /\’]:QJKQA oA /é(‘_ th/ch\GLL
vt 6 — £ £ PLANNN 6
Sroopr HWoeuvnr Park
Vaook N AMBRAMA S ANETULAR

A 20/

Please attacl additional sheets if needed

Optional demographic information - your answers 1o the following questions would provide helpful infermat on to Council
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annua Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Male / Female
under 21 21-39  40-64 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes / No

To avoid confusion, please
only send your feedback once,
using your preferred method.
You can mention more than
one topic, and you don't need
a separate form for each topic
We w'll promptly acknow edge
it has been received.
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15™ April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson
Modeller’s pond at Tahunanui.

I do not support up to $600,000 being spent on the modeller’s pond nor a proposad annual
maintenance cost of $90,000.

I have no objection in principle to having a modellers pond, at a reasonable cost, however if it
costs this amount of money to get the pond up and running at its present location , then this I
don’t believe is a viable option , or a responsible spending of money.

It seems that the pond is in an extremely difficult location, and doesn’t allow for good water
flow to flush the pond with a normal tide.

Maybe an alternative could be found where there was either a constant water flow (a pond
with freshwater flow), or closer to the estuary/mudflats with regular tidal flow.

I believe the proposed costs are excessive.

o
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15t April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson 1O\
Access to and from the Brook valley .

There has been a huge increase in commuter bike travel up and down the Brook valley by
both adults and children . This trend is set to continue.

Although a consultation paper has been out suggesting a designated off road cycle way , this
has not been adopted, and cyclists will have to continue to use the road .

I would ask the council to seriousty consider an off road in and out of Nelson city to
accommodate the growing numbers of commuter and recreational bikers.

1 would ask the council to seriously consider alternative routes in and out of the Brook valley

(Via Bishopdale/Marsden valley), to accommodate those bike/walking commuters who work
1n the west side of Nelson, Stoke and N, , and give an alternative route for recreational

users.
i J’\ e’ MP

/J/;//Qd//f
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15™ April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson
Brook Stream Water quality

Water quality of the Brook stream needs to be upgraded, and included in the proposed at the
same time the Maitai river water quality occurs.

People do swim in the Brook.

This year (in the middle of the summer heat ) [ saw desperate mountain bikers strip off and
plunge into ,what is commonly known as the” dog pool” (the pool at the bridge by Betsy Eyre
park), and there are a series of small swimming holes , alongside “codgers Track “ that
people swim in . These swimming holes in the past, were deepened each year by a council
digger, but more commonly now, little dams are created to deepen the holes,

Children, including my own, and against instructions, play in the pool behind the Brook st
dairy.

The Brook must be the largest tributary of the Maitai, so essentially they are one in the same

catchment, if the water quality is to be improved at the Collingwood St Bridge then the water
quality of the Brook will have to be looked at.

Fish and aquatic life.

While the Brook has some truly beautiful areas, which support a healthy ecosystem, at other
places it is treated more like a gutter. It would be wonderful if the area which is exposed in
the “channelling” could be enhanced to allow fish and other aquatic life to survive here, and
allow for a natural migration to and from the more fish friendly areas to occur.

I believe the Brook stream should be included in the Maitai upgrade.
I believe the Maitai/Brook upgrade is an excellent spend of money and fully support it.

/ 5//740/%. %%-—2*
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15™ April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson

Brook St Hinterland and Recreational Area, need for planning and provision of services.

The Brook area has superb recreational, conservation, historical, social and geological
attributes.

It is wonderful to see many people appreciating and enjoying these wonderful features that
we are so lucky to have, and so close to the city.

I do wonder if planning and infrastructure has fallen behind the Brooks current and potential
use.

I think the Tahuna Beach area is wonderful example of good planning and infrastructure, and
its landscaping is outstanding. Full credit to the council for providing, designated user group
areas, multi user areas, picknicking, recreational, commercial, and even further along it has
housing for wildlife (penguin boxes) whose very existence depends on our stewardship.

I would love to see the council work towards a similar ideal for the Brook.

I think it is time for a cohesive plan for the future to put in place for the area , particularly
around the “codgers track”, Andrews farm area, where different interests sometimes come
into conflict.

The Brook/Maitai area is a vast area and should easily be able to meet everyone’s needs.

The outstanding issues seem to be parking, designated tracks for different user groups, multi-
use areas, really good and frequent signage. Nice public loos would be great along with park
benches and even a simple doggy-do bag dispenser or two or three are really overdue.

The Brook area is going to be used more and more, simply because of population growth and
increasing recreational use. People are and want to use this wonderful area , and some things
have gone ahead and happened because there is a something of a planning vacuum here.

The Beach/waterfront/Maitai areas have wonderful facilities and landscaping, as a result of

good planning, It is now time for the Brook area to benefit from cohesive planning as a way
forward .

574/ 200
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15" April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson

Brook Holiday Park
I'would like to see the Brook holiday park continue, as a campground and multi- use area.

I remember as a child having picnics at the park, and swimming in the pool.

It came as shock to me to come back to the area and find rusty car bodies in the once pool,
and more recently (2 years ago) a pig being raised in unsavoury solitary confinement.

It is interesting to note how many non-compliant activities (building etc) have been able

to have gone on in a public campground, that on private land would not be permissible .

So while stated that in the past the campground may have run at a profit (?), lots of other
non-compliant activities would also run at a profit!, usually not on public land .

I have no issue with people staying there who have called the park there home for a number
of years, and would be keen to see some mutualily agreeable long term solution that would
allow them to continue living there for some time, years (?) into the future.

I would like to see the Brook holiday park to become a compliant well managed
campground that allows for continued accommodation, for people that have called it their
home for a number of years. I would also like the park to become a multi-use area, as it has in

the past, and to become an attractive resource, Gateway and visitor area to the Brook
sanctuary.

4 ’% Ors :
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15" April 2014 Submission from Donna Butler; 588 Brook St Nelson

Brook Waimarama Sanctuary

I have been a volunteer and supporter of the sanctuary since its inception. I think council
investment and support for this project will help go towards building a terrific asset for the
Nelson region.

It has been devastating to see local extinctions of our lovely and unique birdlife, in our
region, in my lifetime.
This sanctuary will allow a safe haven for endangered flora and fauna, that otherwise seems
to be attacked on every front .

Having been a “trapper” in the sanctuary for over 10 years, and still catching rats, mice,
possums and stoats , proves to me that while trapping may help a little to keep predator
numbers down , a pest proof fence is the only viable solution .

[ fully support the Brook Waimarama sanctuary and the council’s support of the sanctuary.
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Nelson City Council 103

PO Box 645 I‘

Nelson 7040 NELSON GREY POWER ASSN
Mayor and Counciliors, 21 April 2014

SUBMISSION ON DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2014-15

On behalf of Nelson Grey Power Assn inc | submit the following comments on the draft Annual Plan for
2014-15.

Nelson Grey Power is New Zealand’s largest Association with 9862 members and about 5500 of these live
within the Nelson City boundaries. Many of our members are living on limited incomes and we therefore
want to see ratepayers money spent wisely on essential not desirable projects.

Generally speaking we are happy with the proposals contained in the Draft and are very happy to sesthat
the new requirements under the Local government Act 2013 are mainly being followed. Council is to be
commended for re- prioritising the work programme and reducing some elements of the capital
programme. The average rate increase proposed of 3.7% is at an acceptable level and we wish to
commend Mayor Rachel Reese for honouring her promise to keep rates at this level.

We do however have some concerns on which | comment as follows:-
Key Issues and New Projects:
Stoke/Greenmeadows Community Facility —

The need for this facility is supported but it must be seen as a community project with considerable loca
input, during the planning stages, from clubs/organizations in the Stoke area. Ideally a Project Working
Group should be formed comprising key Stoke residents reporting to Councils Community Services
Committee.

Air Quality-

We are disappointed that this statement was not couched in 3 more positive way and once again the
dogmatic approach of Council Environmental Staff hell bent on seeing no change comes to the fore. This
matter has been a priority as far as this Association is concerned as many of our members are affected and
will remain unrelenting in our representations.

Emergency Rainfall Events -

With a significant Government Grant being made to assist with this work we assume the Disaster Recovery
Fund will see some easing of the ratepayer contribution at least for this financial year.

Events Venues -

Trafalgar Centre —~ We appreciate that Council has taken 3 responsible stance with regard to the closure of
the Centre and we now await further information once the foundation and engineering reports become
available. Our view is that if an “affordable” sum of money was required to meet the costs of opening the
centre then this expenditure would be supported. If however an excessive amount was required then we
would want to see other options being considered by Council including the building of a new multi purpose
venue,
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Nelson School of Music— (03

As a matter of principal we are strongly of the view that this facility should be required to operateina
financially viable manner and no further commitment of ratepayer’s money should be made until the
redevelopment plans and costs are known.

Theatre Royal —

Once again as a matter of principal we are of the view that this facility should be required to operate ina
financially viable manner

We are therefore disturbed to see that the Theatre Royal is once again facing financial demise and the
ratepayers are being called upon to bail it out. The defaulted loan for which payments have been deferred
should have been the wake- up call for the Theatre Royal Trust. Obviously they are in a much more critical
financial situation than they have admitted to in the past and before Council provides any more ratepayers
money to this private organisation, it must ensure due diligence has been carried out and such funding Is
justified. We hope this does not set a precedent for other organisations servicing the community, who
encounter financial difficulties to do likewise. Organisations such as Nelson Cricket and the Tasman Rugby
Union are two that have recovered from major financial woes without falling back on the ratepayers of
Neison. The easy way out for this organisation would be to continue to rely on the ratepayer for financial
support and this must not be condoned by Council.

Saxton Field ~

We are most concerned to learn that the cost of upgrading the Saxton Stadium will be in excess of
$600,000 and that approximately $400,000 of this is to cover the cost of setting up the Stadium for the
Giants basketbali team which is a professional privately owned sports franchise. We further understand
that the $600,000 was transferred from the Trafalgar Centre Capital Expenditure account and that money
was allocated originally for the Trafalgar Centre North End improvement programme. We are staggered
that Council has agreed to this expenditure (whilst we have no issue with the cost for making the Saxton
Stadium useable by many other non sporting organisations) and now ask Council how much is the Giants
franchise providing from gate takings to offset the huge cost to ratepayers. This decision was obviously
made in a panic situation and it appears Council has succumbed to the overtures of a professional sports
entity when it should not have. It would have been far better for Council to have persuaded the Giants to
go to Blenheim for this season where a purpose built Stadium was available and offered.

Updates on Council Projects for Year 3:-

We support the proposed expenditure on all projects for the 2014/15 year with the exception of the
Modellers Pond. We are concerned about the level of annual expenditure being $ 93,000 a year for the
foreseeable future. What is the breakdown of this cost? Is the wind mill pumping option being suggested a
realistic option to consider?

Deferred Projects:-
We agree with these listed projects being deferred.

We would suggest that the Destination Playground for Rutherford Park could be taken on as a Rotary or
Lions Club project at minimal cost to ratepayers. Has this been considered as an option?

Other Concerns We have:-
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Brook Sanctuary:-

We have real concerns for the long term viability of this project. At what point will the operating Trust be
required to fund this venture from other than rate payer fund. Similar ventursshave failed in other parts of
New Zealand. We will be watching how this is managed very closely as it has all the hallmarks of another
“Theatre Royal”scenario.

Southern Link:-

While not specifically mentioned in the draft plan this issue is very much a “living and ongoing” ” topic of
concern. In the LTCCP 2012-22 under Transport, there is a statement that “There is not a significant traffic
problem in Nelson, nor is one forecast to develop over the next 25 years”. This clearly shows that the
Southern Link is NOT required due to present day traffic congestion but ratheris a “crusade” by a section of
the community to move heavy traffic from around the Port, to through a densely populated area of the
inner city. This will result in heavy vehicle emissions in a concentrated residential area and the health of the
community in the path of the Southern link must take priority over “tourist beautification” of Rocks Road.
Many of our elderly members live in the Waimea Road/Victory/Vanguard Valley, Washington areas

and we must not forget the schools and pre-schools in those areas, some just metres from the Railway
Reserve. We believe Council needs to address the health issues arising from vehicle emissions before
expending more money and time on a link itself.

Footpaths and Mobility Scooters.-

We are disturbed with the number of footpaths within the city that are in a poor state and have made
Council aware of this. Footpaths are as important as cycle ways and provide an important recreational
facility for our members. We have had a number of reports of older people falling on uneven footpaths and
mobility scooters having difficulty maneuvering.

Staff Expenditure:-

Itis pleasing to see that the budget is showing a reduction of $1.06m for the 2014/15 financial year. CEO
Claire Hadley has had a difficult time in making changes to the staffing structure and we congratulate her
for the work she has done in this regard.

We wish to appear to speak to our submission and during the day would be the most suited time.

Male

President
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Cat 10

Bev Mcshea

From: Submissions

Sent: Wednesday, 23 April 2014 4:03 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Attachments: Annual-Plan-Submission-2014-Paul-McArthur.docx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Annual Plan

From: website elson. ovt. zSM P: EBSITE NELSON.G
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:03:00 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Paul McArthur

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

62 Stanley Crescent

Your phone number
0272460315

Your email address
aul crtour

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

Attached

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submissi
Annual-Plan-Submission-2014-Paul-McArthur.docx - ownload File

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male
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Have you made a submission before?
No
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Draft Annual Plan Submission

Email........... paulrmcarthur@gmail.com......................

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing?
No

If you do not tick sither, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
N/A

Saxton Field

» Support resolving the governance issues at Saxton Field as soon as possible.
Request partnering with Sport Tasman to develop and implement marketing
plans and strategies, which is an area of strength for them.

Conservation Reserves

® Request maintenance of existing budgets required to provide for protection
and enhancement of biodiversity values through weed and pest control
programmes. This includes funding for the annual goat and weed control
programmes within the Maitai/Roding Conservation Reserves that have
nationally significant conservation values {(mineral belt endemic plants) and
form an important buffer to the Brook Waimarama Sanctuary.

uaka San fl ‘ronmental nh n nt

¢ Removal of capital funding supported however request that staff time be
allocated to further develop options and costings in conjunction with other
stakeholders to be available for input/consideration to the LTP process next
year.

k enmeadow it and S F it

¢ Initial funding allocation to investigate shared community and sporting
facilities on Greenmeadows Reserve is supported

MUL Page 63

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Submission 106
Modeller’s Pond

¢ Support partially filling in the pond to a much smaller lined size to be adequate
for the Society of Modellers (and able to be treated) and work with the Model
Yacht Squadron on supporting alternative venues for their operation

e Do not support the use of fish for managing the pond as it is currently
configured - unless the Council is 100% confident there of no risks of these fish

becoming pest fish and the Department of Conservation supports this
approach.

tinationPl r n fr rd Park

e Deferral supported
Tasman Heights Walkway

¢ Deferral supported — due to slower subdivision development than anticipated
E viron ent
Maitai River

¢ Additional funding to support improving the health of the Maitai River is not
supported due to not enough detail being provided in the Annual Plan
Summary regarding what immediate measures are planned (capital works and
operations) and which budgets would be reduced to provide for this work.

lo d rotection

ream catchmen r

e Support commencing this work including review of this channel design for

maintaining ecosystem services (e.g. fish passage etc) as well as flood
protection

c iti
Trafalgar Centre

e Support whatever investigation/design funding is required to resolve this
important issue.

e Also request that the closure decision taken in December be reviewed by fully
considering the revised risk based on new engineering information, likelihood
(exposure period) as well as consequence for any earthquake event (NZ Risk
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Management Framework) as well as referencing with how other public facility
building owners are managing similar issues elsewhere (if this has not already
been done). This would either reconfirm the decision taken in December was

the right one or that community use at some level may be possible.

Trafal ar nr r als ro ramme

¢ Removal of this budget supported - for as long as centre remains closed

School of Music

¢ Support working with the school to integrate development plans and required
earthquake strengthening

Theatre Royal

e Support an increase of operational funding support to $220,000 provided the
Trust can demonstrate an appropriate pricing and marketing strategy is in
place.

Marina Hardstand

* Progress on this hardstand supported (although the proposed funding does not
appear to be adequate?)

* The reasons why this project was delayed should have been included in the
Draft Annual Plan

E er a e ent
On oin Im act of Emer enc Rainfall Events

e Additional allocation of $500,000 to boost the disaster recovery fund is
supported (with this matter needing to be revisited for the 2015-25 LTP
process next year)

Walking and Cycling projects

{Maitai shared path Collingwood Street to Nile Street, Rocks Road walk/cycle project, Tod Bush
Road Footpath, Maitai Walkway connection across Trafalgar Street, Bishopdale to The Ridgeway
shared path, The Brook area walking and cycling improvements)

e Adjustments to budgets to allow these to progress all supported
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Walkwa Access - Stanle Crescent to Haven Road
Request to Council;

e To make provision within the 2014-15 Annual Plan to investigate the
feasibility of reinstating walkway access between Stanley Crescent and
Haven Road

Introduction

As Councillors will be aware, as a result of the severe weather event in December 2011, a popular
and well loved walkway located on Wakatu Incorporation land {Matangi Awhio) linking Haven Road
to the end of Stanley Crescent was severely damaged.

Given that the provision of urban connecting walkways was not its core role, that the walkway was
originally installed by Council, and that it suffered substantial damage, Wakatu opted to
permanently close this path.

The walkway was previously well used both by immediate residents on the Port Hills (Stanley
Crescent, Britannia Heights, Victoria Heights Upper St Pleasant, Beachville and Russell Sts) for daily
commuting to school, work, shopping and recreation as well as by the wider community as a
pleasant option for important regular exercise.

This submission appeals to the Council to investigate the feasibility of reinstalling some form of
walkway access in this location given the importance of urban connecting walkways to the Nelson
community in encouraging the reduced use of vehicles (fossil fuel consumption) as well as the well
proven benefits of regular exercise to the health and well being of its residents.

Council Policy

A wide range of Council policy exists that supports actions to ensure that the city that is well laid
out and provides for good connections between where people live, work, purchase goods and
services and play.

The LTP, of which this Annual Plan is a part, defines a number of ‘Council outcomes’, which are a
statement of the measures of success that this plan is working to achieve. Of these Outcome 2
clearly supports this objective:

Outcome 2 — People friendly Places
We build healthy and accessible and attractive places and live in a sustainable region

¢ Urban and rural areas are designed to be child, family and people-friendly.
» Attractive, safe, accessible and walkable ‘city villages’ provide for people of all ages
and abilities through good urban design.

Nelson 2060 adapted by Council in 2013 clearly also has a vision of a “sustainable city of beauty and
connectivity” which inctudes the need for attractive connections between communities and
services as a key means to achieve this vision.
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Other policies including Transport and Parks Activity Management Plans, and walking and cycling
strategies also support this objective.

Demand

When the walkway was in place prior to December 2011, it was heavily used by residents living in
the Stanltey Crescent, Britannia Heights, Victoria Heights Upper St Pleasant, Beachville and Russell
Sts areas. This general immediate catchment of users comprises around 140 properties (or 336
residents based on average 2.4 people per dwelling from the 2013 Census). Historically wider use
by residents from other areas extending to the Tahunanui Hills also occurred. In addition, this
walkway was a core route for recreational groups such as the Nelson Striders, Nelson Harrier Club,
Hash House Harriers and Top of the South Orienteering.

Alternative options

With the closure of the walkway in 2011, the most direct means to access the CBD from the Port
Hills has been via Beachville Crescent and Maori Road. While Maori Road has a footpath, this
finishes at a blind corner, after which the following section of Beachville Terrace is effectively a
single lane road due to roadside carparking, without a footpath or identified as a shared zone (as
recently developed on Queens Road and Locking St)

The damage on the Wakatu land between Stanley Crescent and Haven Road in December 2011 was
severe with substantial slipping wiping out complete sections of the previous walkway. There is
however an unformed section of Stanley Crescent that exists beyond the current road end that
extends partway down the hill, {and is also close to linking with the Valley Heights subdivision).
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There is currently an informal route being used through this section through to Haven Road,
however this does cross private land on its lower portion.

Community support

The Stanley Crescent and upper Beachville Crescent residents have been active in networking with
each other to enhance security (neighbourhood support} as well as future potential for resource
sharing and ultimately increased community resilience. There is a strong willingness within this
community to assist the Council with any support it is able to provide towards the investigation,
and if feasible, the development of any future walkway either through a minor variation to its
current location, or by the development of a new walkway alignment from the end of the unformed
section of Stanley Crescent.

Response from Staff to date

Approaches to Council in various forms from some residents has resulted in staff advising that
because there is private land involved NZTA would not be interested in funding and that residents
should be talking to the Wakatu Incorporation.

Council clearly has a role to ensure the Nelson community is well connected (as per the Nelson
2060 document) and that it is not up to the NZTA or the Wakatu Incorporation. To say otherwise is
clearly misleading. As we all know the Council can negotiate land purchase or easements when it
access to private land.

Conclusion

Walking access for this community to local amenities is clearly poor with a substandard walking
environment on Beachville Crescent being the only access for residents since the closure of the
Haven Road to Stanley Crescent walkway in 2014. The community recognise this is a difficult area
to serve well with walkways but is willing to work with the Council on investigating the feasibility of
reinstating this valued walkway.

Thank you for your consideration of this submission.
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Submission for NCC Annual Plan from Wakatu Incorporation
Attachments: Submission Annual Plan 2014-15 KJ.pdf

From: Submissions

Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2014 1:35 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Submission for NCC Annual Plan from Wakatu Incorporation

From: Customer Service Team

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 1:35:26 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Submission for NCC Annual Plan from Wakatu Incorporation
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Iain Sheves

Sent: Thursday, 24 April 2014 1:08 p.m.

To: Council Enquiries {(Enquiry)

Cc: Kerensa Johnston; Mike Ingram

Subject: Submissicn for NCC Annual Plan from Wakatu Incorporation

Tena koe,

Please find attached a submission from Wakatu Incorporation for the NCC Annual Plan.
If you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact me on the number below.
Mauri ora,

lain

lain Sheves MRICS

GENERAL MANAGER - PROPERTY

@m KATU

www.wa atu.org.nz
Ph: 64 3 546 8648 Fax: 64 03 548 3226

DDI: 6435391773
P O Box 440, Level 2, Wakatu House, 28 Montgomery Square, NELSON, NEW ZEALAND

CAUTION: T is communication is confidential and may be legally privileg . Ifyouarenott eintend r ipient you ust
not peruse, use, dis mincate, distri ute, copy or take a y action in reliance o this communicatio . Please conta  the sender
immediately, a d ensure all copies of t is message and ~ s attac e ts are deleted. Please notethat a tulncor ration
retains all co  right for this commu icatio . Youmay otco ,a e d, use or disclose a y part of this communic  ion, unless
aut orised by Wa  ulnco oration.

MUL Page 69

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Submission 112

24" April 2014
Wakatu Incorporation submission on:-
Nelson City Council Draft Annual Plan 2014-15

Background

The submitter represents the descendants of the original Maori land owners {the
owners} and has significant land holdings Nelson, with interests throughout the
Region. The owners comprise the families and hapu of the mana whenua ki
Whakatu (Ngati Tama, Te Atiawa, Ngati Rarua and Ngati Koata). They have direct
links to and responsibility for Whakatu Marae, Nelson.

This submission process is extremely important to the submitter as it provides an
opportunity of having input into decisions that directly affect their ability to use and
develop their lands.

This submission therefore also addresses the governance of their lands.
The Submitters wish to be heard.
The specific aspects of this submission are as follows:

A. MAORI PARTICIPATION IN DECISION MAKING PROCESS
As theguardians (kaitiaki) of the land, the Submitter seeks recognition of the
rights and responsibilities of Maori in relation to the decision making process
under Council’s control.

This role is recognised and provided for mainly under the Local Government
Act and the under the Resource Management Act. This is seen as a
partnership with Maori and is based on the Treaty of Waitangi principles,
which both Tangata Whenua and Council aspire to.

The submitter acknowledges and appreciates the efforts of the Council in
moving forward with Maori representation and participation in all decisions
affecting Maori interests, land and resources.

i Tiakina te Taiao

The Submitter is a member of Tiakina te Taiac, a group which represents the
Mana Whenua in the Nelson and Motueka regions. Tiakina te Taiao is a
highly professional organisation with a strong governance and management
structure which operates as a provider of specialist advice and as a forum for
resource consent issues to be considered and discussed by the key Iwi and
Hapu organisations in the region. This mechanism allows a consensus to be
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reached in a timely and cost effective manner which allows the Council to
fulfil its obligations under the RMA and for developers to progress with
certainty that they have carried out an appropriate level of consultation. The
Submitter is of the opinion that Tiakina represents the most effective way for
parties to engage with Mana Whenua and for clear guidance to be provided
into the RMA process. The alternative is for RMA applicants to engage with
a number of separate entities which, as well as taking additional time and
cost, is likely to result in conflicting input and a significant weakening of the
process.

The Submitter strongly recommends that Council continue to support Tiakina
financially and promote it as its preferred mechanism for the execution of its
duties under the RMA. It is suggested that the Council engage with Tiakina to
review their funding contribution to reflect their actual running costs.

ii. Te Tau lhu Treaty Settlements

The Submitter notes the comments regarding the Te Tau lhu Treaty
Settlements on Page 6 of the Draft Annual Plan and in particular the Statutory
Acknowledgement contained within this legistation. The submitter requests
that the Council includes some clear actions within the AP to deliver on this
aspect. It is proposed that the following measures are adopted:-

= Mana whenua and Maori representation on various Council
Committees as part of the decision making process to give
effect to a bicultural principal based Treaty of Waitangi
partnership.

. Alteration to the elected representatives’ makeup to provide
for separate elected Mana whenua and Maori Representation
to sit on Council and progress discussions on implementation
models in good faith with Maori.

. Providing financial support and assistance with training of
Maori to become Commissioners to sit on RMA Hearings.

= Need to continue to provide for further recognition of Maori
interest in developments and community projects and seek
Maori input on all matters affecting Maori interests, land and
resources

. Need to reinforce Mana Whenua status and ways to foster
development of Maori capacity.

. Continue to make a firm commitment to training councillors
and staff on Maori perspectives, particularly as they relate to
the mana whenua ki Nelson.
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Continue to involve and consult with Mana Whenua in the
integration of Maori design of public art, cultural
interpretation, urban design and culturally appropriate signage
and panels

B. PROPERTY ASSETS REVIEW
The Submitter notes the Council’s intention to carry out a review of its
property assets. As a significant land owner within the Council area as well as
the proprietor of the reversionary interest in a number of Council properties
acquired under the Public Works Act, the Submitter has a strong interest in
this review

This matter was considered in some detail in 2012 and a Memorandum of
Understanding was drafted acknowledging Wakatu Incorporation’s and the
Council’s mutual interests and legal obligations when dealing with certain
land in the area. The Submitter requests that this MoU is now executed and
that Wakatu is engaged with the Council in its review of assets to ensure that
areas of mutual interest are discussed appropriately to the mutual benefit of
both parties.

C. MAITAI RIVER
Due to the importance of the Maitai River to the health and well-being of the
City the Submitter strongly supports the proposal to invest in the
improvement of its water quality. This is on the proviso that appropriate
steps are taken to ensure that the cultural values of the river are protected.

D. STORMWATER AND FLOOD PROTECTION
The Submitter supports the upgrade of the Saxton & Orphanage Creeks to
alleviate flood risk in this area and ensure that the capacity of these streams
are sufficient to cope with flood events and an increased demand for
stormwater in these areas.

E. RATES INCREASES
The Submitter supports the need to reconsider priorities but it is also very
necessary to boost and generate economic growth.

The Submitter are pleased to see a limited rates rise but are concerned that
fees and charges continue to increase.

The costs of development are ever increasing making the viability of
development more difficult. Current market conditions are biased against
development as developers face weak demand, lengthy sale periods and ever
increasing costs. This provides little incentive for new developments to be
undertaken.
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F. RATES RELIEF
The submitter seeks that “rates relief” be granted for landowners under the
following criteria:

. Landowners that protect (and suitably develop) archaeological
sites, cultural sites (both Maori and European), significant
landscape features and notable vegetation (native bush etc) or
other sites of significance

. Policy on Rate Relief for Maori Freehold Land. The submitters
believe that a rates remission policy should be adopted as a
matter of urgency to include not only Maori Freehold land but
all land owned by Maori, including Maori Freehold, Maori
Customary Land and Papakainga Land. Such a policy should
take into consideration remission policies for all of these lands.

G. MARAE
Marae are an important showcase for the region by hosting important
visitors to the area. They are important cultural and heritage sites for all of
the community. The submitter requests that the Council make allowance for
financial assistance for the operation, maintenance and upgrade of these
facilities.

H. REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
The submitter supports the Regional Economic Development Agency, which
is important for fostering economic developments throughout the region.

The Submitter would encourage the Council to consider adopting targeted
rates relief policy to encourage economic development. Other regional
authorities use similar forward thinking policies that would allow the Council
the discretion to target rate relief for the purposes of attracting new industry
to the region. Such relief is temporary, and the up-front deferral of income
will have longer term payback by encouraging growth and employment. Such
a policy could be used to support the development of newly allocated
aquaculture water space in the region.

|, INFRASTRUCTURE
Transport — The Council needs to make a firm decision as a way forward to
resolving the congestion during peak traffic flow periods as a result of the
Arterial Traffic Study.

J. OTHER MATTERS
Matangi Awhio
The submitter owns land known as Matangi Awhio (Auckland Point). This is
culturally significant area to iwi as the birth place of the City. The Submitter
has developed the land over time planting in natives and providing a walking
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track from the bottom of Haven Road to Stanley Crescent. The walkway was
damaged by landslip in 2011 and the Council is called upon to enter into
discussions with the landowner over the repair and reopening of the
walkway, which will benefit everyone in the community alongwith the natural
environment.

Lee Valley Dam

It is understood that NCC has elected not to continue being involved with the
Lee Valley Dam Project, the Submitter views this to be short sighted as the
benefits of this project are region wide. Horticultural production on the
Waimea Plains supports a number of businesses, particularly in Stoke as well
as securing the future of both the Port and the Airport both of which are
critical to the future economic health of Nelson City, particularly as an export
hub.
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Draft Annual Plan submission fiffif.. .. %

Nelson City Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 201 ¢ u ek

Name Organisation represented (if applicable
Address [l il
Phone O3 Email CIL

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are propo e'é oo e%,%mce
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? O Yes @ﬁ) 1f you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.

Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes (ONo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

Co C on hn e : b ent el He
W kl |
Bl Streeb, wk oJe  ia St cnd neschs e
e movin “ h ocket crk @ rral Owb s Cesls A+,
el s @n o aol re. & b i oA ks owed -
7 Ao, o - cw o ab loa,
3 i ¢ S5 - @ s o e h-

€., Skoke commun\b Lnshoble ko be avalshle 1n o buleag ol

<A e k rert Shalica - ﬁ Sopei=ne 5 hee 13 nof
t) - e/l l'b fhe blL C:b cle
o lease attach additional sheets if needed,

Optional demographicinformation — your answers to-the following questions woul provide help | information to Counci .
The questions are optional and your responses will be.pu licly distfibutedito those who review the draft Annual Plan s bmission forms.

Age: Gend
under 21 21-39 40-64  65and over Have you made a s~ bm ss on befor No

ssug 373 = 5 Apiil 2014
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DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN SUBMISSION continued April 2014

There is not time to cross the streets controlled by the lights in the 7 seconds. Even a child

cannot get there in that time as 1 have watched to see. This is unsettling particularly for the elderly
who do not understand that when the red man flashes it is still all right ot keep crossing and
hopefully — no cars will enter.

As those who do not believe Rocks Road is safe for cyclists, car or heavy transport we do not
want too much spent on a walk/cycle way particularly if it is going to detract from the road as it is.
Would prefer that money be put in to completing the route to the Port taking heavy transport off this
road. With a well constructed By Pass the people in the Victory area would also be advantaged with
a better traffic flow.

Commend any work being done to up grade waste water and storm water work and flood
protection.

Could the area where the State Advances building is be demolished and a small but suitable
performing arts centre be built — 1t is close to car paring facilities

As members of the Broadgreen Historic House Committee we are disappointed that the earthquake
strengthening of the basement of the House has been deferred.. As weekend guides for the House it

is a privilege to hear the comments of visitors to the House. Please keep up your interest in this
well preserved historic home ~ part of Nelson's heritage.

ot |
%WQW/%
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From: we site nelson. o .nz  TP:W SITE NELSON.GOVT.NZ
Sent: Thursday, Aprit 24, 2014 4:20:59 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Richard Denton

Organisation represented (if applicable)
n/a

Your address
11 Cheshire Place, Stoke

Your phone number
546 9070

Your email address
enton.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

I wanted to express my support for your work improving the city centre and the streamways around
the region. In particular your work on the stream ways in Stoke and Tahunanui and your planned
upgrades to Bank Lane and Bridge Street.

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
No
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Natascha Van Dien Cat 10

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Attachments: SUBMISSION-OF-VICTORY-COMMUNITY-HEALTH-CENTRE-TO-2014draft-NCC-
Plan2-.docx

From: nelson. ovt. z8 TP:W SITE N SON.GOVT. Z

Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 11:23:43 AM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Doug Craig

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Victory Community health

Your address
Totara Avenue, Victory Square, Nelson

Your phone number
546-8381

Your email address
du .07 ail.c m

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Yes

Your submission
As per document attached below

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?

SUBMISSION-OF-VICTORY-COMMUNITY-HEALTH-CENTRE-TO-2014draft-NCC-Plan2-
.docx - ownloa File

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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COMMUNITY HEALTH
Te Puna Hauora O Wairepo

PO Box 8057, Totara 5t, Victory, Nelson, 7046.
Ph: 546 8381 Email: communityhealth@victory.school.nz or www.victorycommunitycentre.co.nz

24 April 2014

SUBMISSION OF VICTORY COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTRE
TO 2014/5 DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN OF NELSON CITY COUNCIL.

1 Introduction. Victory Community Health Centre.

Our mission is to provide community-owned, low cost, accessible and appropriate services
and activities that support health and wellbeing. We have been uniquely based here on the
Victory Primary School campus for 7 years now — a community organisation in partnership
with a school, and also reaching into the wider Nelson city, and also wider NZ with a special
interest in community-led development. We see ourselves as furthering the goals and
vision of the Council and the long term commitment to Framing our Future. Our comments
and suggestions about the Annual Plan for 2014-15 are as follows:

( brief description of history and work in the community of the community health centre.)

1. Corporate

We continue to support the Victory community’s participation in democratic decision-making,
partnership and civic involvement by holding at least one Council committee meeting at Victory
Centre per annum -suggest the Community Services committee as a start.(from last years
submission).

We would welcome progress on this goal ,(Goal Two of the 2060 Vision), possibly through the
signalled representation review. (p.58).

2. St. Vincent Street Cycleway

We wish to congratulate the council for its work on the new cycleway down 5t Vincent
Street and its linkages to the existing Railway Reserve walkway and cycleway. We remain
convinced that improving the accessibility and safety of all road users benefits the
community as a whole, but more especially those with mobility issues. We would welcome
the early completion of the Vanguard Street roadworks as there is an increased demand for
vehicle traffic using the Motueka Street/Vanguard Street link to town. The new 40kph zone
speed limit outside Victory School is a benefit to school children going to and from school
but we would wish to see better intersection control at the foot of Franklyn Street opposite
the school.
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3. Interpretation Panels
We would wish to see more interpretation panels around the Victory Community including
one at the beginning of the Railway Reserve similar to that in Stoke that gives both local
people and visitors information about the history and environment of the area. The linkage
between the central city and Stoke is important to many of walkway and cycleway users who
use it for recreation and commuting each day.

4. Social Well-being Policy
We note that the Draft Plan indicates that the Council’s social wellbeing policy is being
updated in 2014/5 and an Action Plan is being developed (p.42). We wish to see a timetable
being developed for this in line with Goal Nine of the 2060 Vision “to assist everyone in
community to meet their essential needs.” Such an Action Plan should have measurable
goals, including those concerning adequate housing for all.

5. Housing issues

We welcome the Council's commitment to look further at community housing, and
affordable housing together with other providers; and to improve the range and condition of
much of Nelson’s housing. In Victory we have a high proportion of rental housing, and
community housing provided through the Nelson Marlborough DHB. We would welcome the
opportunity to assist the Council in developing policy to meet the needs of people now in or
requiring such housing. We note that there has been movements at a national level
(Government Housing N2, Warrant of Fitness scheme 24 Feb 2014) to assess the fitness of
housing, and encourage the Council to be involved in such measures applied to its own
housing, and interested other housing providers.

6. Alcohol Policy
We note that the Council is likely to finalise its Local Alcohol policy in 2014/5(p.42). We
remain convinced that the provision of low cost alcohol premises in the Victory area are not
in the communities best interest. We have submitted on a number of these applications
recently, and are concerned at the impacts of the provision of low cost alcohol and extended
opening hours on family and community well-being.

7. Sustainable Development Policy
We note that the Council has said on p8 of the draft Annual Plan that it has a fundamental
role to play in sustainable development. We would welcome a renewed commitment to this
policy which had widespread consultation and endorsement from throughout the Victory
community during 2011/2. We wish to see that Council plans and policies are in line with its
earlier commitment in the adopted 2060 Vision, and that the Council report regularly on
progress towards these Goals.
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8. Food Security

In line with a recent programme adopted by Victory Community Health Centre and the
Nelson Environment Centre, and our continuing involvement with the KEGS (Kids Edible
Gardens) programme, we wish to see a commitment by Council to developing a local Food
Security policy. With the impacts of climate change and fossil fuel reductions upon food
availability, we would want to see more emphasis placed on sourcing local produce and
growing the local economy. (Goals Four and Seven of the 2060 Vision). The provision of
more street fruit trees and development of community erchards would be a step in the right
direction.

9. Safety in the Community

We welcome the Councils recent commitment to addressing safety issues within the Victory
community. We are presently carrying out a 2 year Keep Victory Safe programme with the
assistance of Council and the JR McKenzie Trust addressing the many causes of injury and
violence within the community. We use a community development approach to improve
overall community well-being through increasing opportunities for the community to enjoy
shared activities by increasing participation and growing community networks. Many of the
solutions to community ill-health, are developed through community understanding and
through local action. We remain committed to this approach. Council can assist by
developing and implementing infrastructure and programmes that complement this
approach. The development of Victory Square as a valued community hub for youth and
families is an example of community action and pride.

We wish to speak to our submission at the Annual Plan hearings.
Doug Craig, Board member

Jill Clendon, Chair of Board

Victory Community ealth
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Natascha Van Dien Cat 1 0
From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Attachments: NCC-Annual-Plan-submission.doc

From: .nz T W SIT N LSON.

Sent: Saturday, April 26, 2014 12:01:43 PM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Hugh Briggs (pp Gillian Wratt - Chair)

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Nelson Tasman Cycle Trails Trust

Your address
¢ o0 PO BOX 3197 RICHMOND

Your phone number
5451195 or 027 243 5301

Your email address
u hb movenelson.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission
as attached

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
NCC-Annual-Plan-submission.doc - Downl

Optional demographic information
Your age

Your gender

Have you made a submission before?

Yes
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SUBMISSION TO COUNCIL’S 2014-15 ANNUAL PLAN

Name: Nelson Tasman Cycle Trails Trust

Formation of the Trust
The Nelson Tasman Cycle Trails Trust (NTCTT) was established in 2009.
The Trust’'s vision and mission statement is:

NTCTT's objective is to represent and develop cycling interests and
opportunities in the Nelson region, to develop the area into New Zealand’s
feading cycle tourism and recreational cycling destination.

Its vision is to establish, extend and integrate cycle routes within the
region to create a unique and sustainable world class destination for cycle
tourists and local cyclists.

The Trust has specific responsibility for promoting and marketing
Tasman’s Great Taste Trail (TGTT) and the Dun Mountain Trail. It also has
responsibilities for construction and maintenance of the TGTT.

The Importance of Cycling in Nelson

The Nelson Tasman region has national recognition for bike facilities and
assets and community support for cycling is strong. The Bicycle Nelson
Bays and the Nelson Tasman Cycle Forum are two cycling groups actively
promoting the Nelson Tasman region a cycling “mecca.”

Cycling is an important recreation and transport activity in Nelson:

Sport NZ’s Active NZ survey shows that cycling is the nation’s fifth most
important form of active recreation with 23% of the population
participating. It is popular with all age-groups, with 32% of 35-49 year-
olds cycling, as well as 6% of those aged over 65.

The 2013 Census travel-choice data confirm that cycling is on the
increase in the Nelson Tasman region. Cycle-ways are an important
component in supporting people who cycle to work. In Nelson 1491
people said they cycled to work, up from 1179 in the 2006 Census; a
26% rise. Nelson outstripped the national average growth in cycling,
which was 16%.
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Regional Cycling Strategy

NTCTT has recently established a Regional Cycle Forum, which has
representation from cycling and tourist activity groups and related
organisations. The Forum is developing a cycling strategy for the region.

The vision behind this Strategy and its founding principles are:
Ov I "on-TheN ! n Re ioni of Bikin

Our region is an integrated cycle mecca well known for its people-friendly
spaces, facilities and events supported by a local culture that truly
embraces all forms of cycling.

Foundations of the Framework

This framework is founded on the proposition that aligned actions by
responsible and committed agencies, organisations and individuals will
lead to achieving our vision for the region. The framework is intended to
work through a ‘'whole of community approach’ and a ‘whole of councils’
approach.

The Nelson Tasman region has the potential to be a 'model’ cycling
community in New Zealand. It is already being promoted as the Heart of
Biking as indicated on the Heart of Biking website.

Factors that contribute to this include:
e Existing range of cycling infrastructure available;
e High (and increasing) numbers of cyclists;

e Favourable climate for cycling i.e. generally all year round, along
with a diversity of landscapes;

e Wide range of cycling focused community organisations and
businesses;

s Growing community and business support for cycling;
o Existing tourism infrastructure;
s Very supportive media;

e Support from both councils, with significant resources and
commitments from Tasman District Council to tourism recreational
cycling eg Tasman Great Taste Trail and from Nelson City Council to
urban cycling networks and the Dun Mountain Trail.
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Tasman Great Taste Trail

The Tasman Great Taste Trail is a 175km loop track that starts in Nelson
City at the i-site, then follows the St Vincent Street and Railway Reserve
route to the Stoke Bypass track (with a link from the Airport joining it). It
uses the Coastal route to Richmond where it then runs through the
Tasman District.

The 2010 feasibility study {(developed by the Trust, NCC and TDC)
projected that by 2016 28,000 riders will visit the region annually to ride
the TGTT. This will contribute $20m annually to the local economy.

Data indicates that trail use is already approaching this number, with
predominantly local riders, and without the Mapua-Kaiteriteri section
completed. The existing status of the trail shows its value as a local
community asset.

The TGTT is a significant regional tourism and recreation development. Its
completion will provide a cycle trail at least matching the Otago Rail Trail.
Completion will also strengthen the region’s attraction as a tourism
destination, and support the healthy lifestyle choices of the region’s
residents.

Reason for Submission

The Trust has received considerable support from the Nelson City Council
for both the Dun Mountain Trail and TGTT. This includes funding to assist
with the Trust’s administration and marketing operations, and technical
assistance to develop the route and signage.

The Trust wants to ensure that Council will continue to:

» Support cycle trails with further funding for operations and tourism
marketing (through the continued funding of Nelson Tasman
Tourism) as proposed on the Draft Plan.

» Develop safer cycle routes (on and off road) throughout the city.
Key Points (from Annual Plan Statements and Summary)
Statements

Council provides transport planning, infrastructure and services to ensure
there is safe, convenient, efficient and affordable access and movement of
goods for residents, visitors and businesses. Council does this work for a
combination of reasons including meeting statutory requirements,
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delivering on customer expectations and protecting the City’s investment
in its assets.

The transport activity of Council covers the provision, operation and
maintenance of physical infrastructure and the environment. This includes
road reserves for driving, cycling and walking as well as safety, parking
control, traffic control and public transport services

What Council Performance Year 1 Targets Performance Year 2 Targelts Year 3 Targets
Will Provide Measures (2012/13) as at 30 June (2013/14) (2014/15)
2013
Walking and Percentage of 17% Achieved 18% 20%
cycling are the
easy and community In the 2013 On track
attractive that travels to Residents’
transport work by Survey, 9%
choices walking or travelled  to
cycling, based work by
on Annual walking and
Survey of 9% by cycling
Residents
and/or
national
census

The parks and active recreation activity of Council manages a range of
parks and open spaces to help protect Nelson’s biodiversity, heritage,
rivers and coast. It provides active recreation opportunities through its
provision of infrastructure such as walkways and cycle ways, expanding
cycle trails, sports and recreation facilities, parks and open space,
services and events.

The Trust fully supports the Council’'s endeavours to improve cycle safety
and to make it more attractive to cycle for work and recreation. Ali
funding put into projects should be retained in this year’s budget.

Key Issues and New Projects

The Trust supports all the projects proposed in the 2014-15 programme
and requests that they all stay in that programme to ensure Council is
meeting its objectives for improved cycle safety and enhanced facilities
and routes.
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Projects for Year 3 (2014-15) - Proposed Changes to LTCCP

Transport

Rocks Road Walk/Cycle Project: SUPPORT CONCEPT
CONCERN BY DELAY

Council is working with NZTA on this project to deliver a solution that will
increase the number of pedestrians and cyclists using the waterfront, be safer
than the current arrangement and improve the attractiveness of the area

The steering group guiding the project is considering these key principles as the
options are developed:

» Consider all potential users, such as pedestrians, recreation users (e.g.
swimming and fishing), commuter cyclists, recreational cyclists and young or
vulnerable cyclists.

The Trust considers that this project needs to be be completed as quickly
as possible to improve the safety of cyclists along this key commuter and
tourist route. The route is used by many groups and will become even
more popular once enhanced. This will enable more people to cycle to
work as an alternative to cars along a very attractive route. It will also,
along with a Tahuna cycle route (below), provide a more cyclist friendly
connection between Tasman’s Great Taste Trail, Tahuna and Nelson City,
maximising the potential economic benefit to Tahuna and Nelson from the
trail.

T h route : SUPPORT

Whilst this project is being considered under the Parks and Recreation
section of the Annual Plan, it should aiso be considered under the
Transport section, as it is a critical part of the cycle (and pedestrian)
route from the City (via Rocks road) to Tahuna and the airport beyond. In
looking for a new cycle/footpath route through Tahuna as an ultimate part
of the Great Taste Trail/scenic cycle route from the CBD to the Airport,
the shoreline is a great opportunity to develop such a route.

Maitai River shared path: SUPPORT

With the enhanced walkway from QE2Z bridge to Trafalgar Street now
being constructed and the widened path from the I-Site to Collingwood
Street setting a high standard along this section, the narrowness of this
next section is accentuated. This project needs to retained in this year’s
budget.
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aitai w | ¢ n ection acros Tr f | et: SUPPORT

The Trust is concerned about its safety as a heavily used crossing point
along what is being developed as a main pedestrian and cycle route
through the City along the river. It is a significant crossing at the real
entry to the CBD, with the beginning of commercial activity at this point.
It needs to be constructed in such a way that vehicles respect this as an
entry point and crossing, and to improve the sight lines for pedestrians
around the heavy bridge parapets. Again this needs to be retained in this
year’s budget.

In addition ' the roundabout fT Street SH6 in r ,
a safe crossing should also be built to ensure a safe crossing of this very
important cycle track/pedestrian route.

Brook r clin and walkin im r v nts; SUPPORT

The work proposed to be done needs to be retained in this year’s budget,
especially after all the consultation with the community to develop it.

Economic

Nelson Tasman Tourism: SUPPORT

The Council is aware of Tasman District Council’s proposal to cease
funding tourism at the end of 2014/15, The Council remains committed to
promoting Nelson as a tourism destination and will continue to fund
Nelson Tasman Tourism in 2014/15 as agreed through the Long Term
Plan 2012-2022

The Trust supports Council continuing to fund the Regional Tourism
Organisation, particularly as it is designed to promote Nelson City and the
region. Tourism is a very significant activity in this region and generates
significant income and employment. Neilson Tasman Tourism plays an
important role in destination marketing covering a whole range of
activities and attractions.

Despite the decision made by TDC to reduce its funding this year and to
withdraw completely next year, the Trust supports Council maintaining its
present course.

Given that many of the natural attractions and tourist activities are within
the Tasman district, TDC and Nelson City Council need to continue to
work together to promote the region as a whole.
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There is an argument that this role could be covered by the Economic
Development Agency instead. However, if this is eventually considered to
be the most appropriate model, there will still be the need to fund that
“extra” work to be undertaken which will require additional staff in EDA to
take over work that was undertaken by NTT staff

Gillian Wratt

Chairperson, Nelson Tasman Cycle Trails Trust

April 27 2014
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Attachments: FONH-Submission-on-Nelson-City-draft-2014-Annual-Plan.doc
From: ebsite nel n. vt.nz SMT : ITE EL

Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 10:18:37 AM
To: Submissions
Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Doug Craig

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Friends of Nelson Haven and Tasman Bay Inc

Your address
PO Box 365 Nelson 7010

Your phone number
546-7499

Your email address
dou .071 ail.com

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Your submission
As per attached submission

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
FONH-Submission-on-Nelson-City-draft-2014-Annual-Plan.doc - D wnload ile

Optional demographic information
Your age
Your gender

Male

Have you made a submission before?
No
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FRIENDS OF NELSON HAVEN AND TASMAN BAY INC
PO Box 365 Nelson.

.eson VvV .Or .nz
en elson aven. r .nz

g™ April 2014

The Co-ordinator,

Nelson City Council Annual Plan
PO Box 645

Nelson. 7040

Dear Coordinator,

Submission on Nelson City Draft Annual Plan for 2014/15

Friends of Nelson Haven and Tasman Bay Incorporated are an incorporated society
of concerned local citizens and scientists, who monitor and submit on issues
concerning the marine coastal environment of the Top of the South Island. The
Society was formed in 1973, incorporated in 1976, and is one of the oldest
community organisations still active today and campaigning on coastal and marine
matters locally and nationally. Our submission concerns the coastal marine area and
adjacent foreshore of Nelson, and those Nelson regional catchments entering
Tasman Bay within the Council's territorial boundary. It is grouped under the following
headings.

1.0.General.

We commend the work being done by Council in improving the natural and physical
environment of the Region, particularly since the flood events of December 2011 and
April 2013. The river works have generally been carried out carefully with due
regard for the biological life in the urban streams, and opportunities taken to
enhance and improve bank structures. We still have some concerns about gravel
removal as questions still exist as to how the gravel load contributes to the existing
benthic environment of Tasman Bay. Further investigation about the amount to be
removed annually in order to restore river functioning is recommended.

1.1 Nelson 2060 Framing Our Future. As one of the contributors and endorsers of
this Sustainability Strategy for Nelson (p8) we are concerned that it has been
relegated to a so-called integrated strategy for Council activities. We would like to
see some integrated planning for the next Long Term Plan 2015-25, allocated
resources to progressing the strategy in conjunction with community, education, iwi
and business partners, and regular reporting on progress made on the Ten Goals.
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2.0 Corporate p.57-8

Last year we inquired about the issue of strategic land purchases, and wished to
have more details as to their general location. With the issue of climate change and
projected sea level rise such public lands form opportunities for buffer zones and for
managed retreat when needed. Also purchases adjacent to the coastal margin and
alongside streams and rivers (riparian margins) can act as natural buffers to more
intensive activity, and form opportunities for further recreational, public access and
biodiversity enhancement purposes.

3.0 Wastewater issues p20:

We were pleased to be consulted on the upgrade of the Corder Park pump station,
and to affirm our consent to the earthworks , and the reconstruction of the pump
station subject to adequate conditions on water discharge and effects on nearby
lagoon and stream. Subsequently we have also been consulted on replacement of
the rising main at Atawhai. The replacement of failing infrastructure in a zone of
coastal instability is very necessary to avoid breakage and subsequent discharge of
untreated wastewater into the Haven. This has happened in the recent past and
most would find it unacceptable. We look forward to further improvements in
infrastructure to avoid these unfortunate instances. We welcome the good working
relationships we now have with the NCC Wastewater engineering team

3.2 Regional Sewage Facility at Bells Island. We visited Bell's Island and the
new re-vegetation project on the Spit and are impressed at its operation and the
willingness of management to engage with biodiversity and iwi interests.

Last year we asked for the follow-up report on the operation of the replacement
pipeline from Monaco, and the biodiversity enhancement work on Saxton Island and
Waimea foreshore. We have not received this. We would still like to see more work
done on the nutrient composition and volume discharged to the Waimea estuary on
the outgoing tide, to more fully assess the effects on the biological demand, and
ecosystems of Tasman Bay as part of the ongoing investigations on the health of
Tasman Bay.

4.0 Stormwater and flood protection:pp24 & 28-30

With the recent extreme flood events of 2011 and 2013, the importance of adequate
stormwater infrastructure is very relevant. Increased urbanisation of the Nelson
foothills increases the runoff potential from hard surfaces and needs to be factored
into planning for effective catchment management. Investigation is supported into
means of increasing water soakage in vulnerable catchments (as proposed in the
detention pond option of the Orphanage Stream upgrade (p29). However lasting
improvement in stream water quality will not occur until the removal of toxic
substances from roadways via filter mechanisms. We are perturbed that the planned
work programme was not completed in Yr 2 and at the deferral of the Brook stream
catchment strategy and the York stream Channel upgrade.

Continuation of the streamcare education programme and involvement of Council’s
partnership with iwi tangata, Waimaori, and community groups is supported.
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5.0 Environment pp 33-35

We are encouraged that Council has proposed activities leading to an improvement
in the water quality and biodiversity of the Maitai River and tributaries but are
concerned that this will remain a one-off. We still support longer term planning for an
effective Catchment Management Plan and biodiversity gain with the involvement of
stakeholders and the local community.

Unfortunately while biodiversity research ,land use planning and information lapses,
development pressures never do. The likelihood of further degradation and
sedimentation from existing forestry and other activities and from new operations
will continue in the absence of a positive framework for biodiversity gain.

6.0Parks and Active Recreation pp46-49

6.1.Wakapuaka sandflats and wetlands (p48):

We remain hopeful that this project that has been in negotiation and planning for
over 15 years, will suffer no further deferrals as proposed in last year's Plan and this
year's draft Annual Plan. With the concurrent sewage pond de-sludging, and reports
on the vegetation of the sandflats, an opportunity exists to further improve the
environment of this corner of Nelson Haven and return it to a coastal wetland.

We remain convinced that conservation efforts need continued momentum if Nelson
City expects the local community and conservation organisations to support its work.
Continued deferral perpetuates the myth that such iands are waste lands, can be “let
go” and are not important to the ecology of the coast.

6.2.Weed and pest control (as per last two year's submissions):

We did not receive a substantive reply to our concerns last year about pest and
weed control work done in the coastal margin and foothills. Much of this work is done
by concerned volunteers but we feel that the Council should share the responsibility.
We would like to see a follow-up reporting and monitoring item on weed and pest
control included in the City's environmental monitoring programme. The creeping
invasion of old man’s beard and now banana passionflower is beginning to
overcome the natural regeneration of the coastal bush environment.

6.3.Nelson Biodiversity Forum:

We continue to support the co-operative partnerships fostered through the
Biodiversity Forum , and in particular its ongoing work on the ecology and health of
Tasman Bay. We are pleased that Nelson City Council is available to take a lead role
in the planning for a comprehensive strategy for Tasman Bay. We support the work
of the Forum through allocation of sufficient funding and staff resource time to the
ongoing work of the Forum, and to forging closer links with Marlborough District
Council and Tasman District Council and the committed restoration groups and
community members of the Waimea Inlet Forum.
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6.4.Methyl bromide phase-out at the Port:

We reiterate our concerns about the continuing use, and discharge of methyl bromide used
in fumigation of logs for export and imported goods within containers at the port. Methyl
bromide is a toxic colourless and odourless gas that is ozone depleting and that is heavier
than air, that could be released to the atmosphere downwind of the Port. We note that there
is now a recapture facility for log fumigation within sheds, under the control of the Port
Authority (a Council-owned entity). However we are concerned about the ultimate disposal of
the filters from the re-capture facility.

The effects, however, of the fumigant on the workers and the wider environment including
the public are situated squarely under the Council’s regional environmental and health and
safety responsibilities. We would like to see further measures to phase out the use of methyl
bromide at the Port, and an indicative timetable for its removal and replacement as provided
for under the Montreal Protocol that the NZ government signed back in 1997. We urge the
Council to lobby the industry and the Government to find alternatives to the
continuing use of methyl bromide and other toxic fumigants,

We wish to speak to our submission.

Gwen Struick
Chair

Doug Craig
Planner

For Friends of Nelson Haven and Tasman Bay Inc
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support
Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form

From: website elson. ovtnzS TP:WEB ITE N LSON.GOVT. Z
Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 11:33:54 AM

To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Roger M Williams

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

9 Shelbourne Street

Your phone number
5480170

Your email address
ro er willlams xtra.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
No

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
Your submission

!. You need to devote more resources to the better maintenance of the central city especially the

Cathedral grounds, in terms of sweeping the steps more regularly (especially the steps from Nile St

East up to the south of the Cathedral), and the stone walls (especially the one at the south of the
Cathedral from which stones are always falling off onto the road).

2. There is a section of footpath from Nile St East by the Cathedral to the south which was dug up
quite a while ago and replaced with a loose gravel which is most unsatisfactory to walk on. That

section of footpath needs to be properly rebuilt and resurfaced NOW!.
3. What on earth is going on about the closure of the School of Music? To state "The planned

transfer of the SoM land and buildings to Council has not occurred due to delays in the project” is
simply unsatisfactory as an explanation for inaction. Why? When will there be action? Get on with it

now!

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Optional demographic information
Your age

65 and over

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Submissions

Sent: Sunday, 27 April 2014 2:59 p.m.

To: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Annual Plan Nelson 2014-15 Submission from NHAG
Attachments: NHAG Submission; NCC Annual Plan 2014-15.pdf
Categories: Annual Plan

From: Customer Service Team

Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 2:58:36 PM

To: Submissions

Subject: FW: Annual Plan Nelson 2014-15 Submission from NHAG
Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: Lynn Cadenhead ead xr .

Sent: Saturday, 26 April 2014 8:55 a.m.

To: Council Enguiries (Enquiry)

Subject: Annual Plan Nelson 2014-15 Submission from NHAG

Hi
Please see attached the submission from the Nelson Heritage Advisory Group(NHAG) on the Annual Plan Nelson
2014/15. We do not wish to be heard,

Regards

Lynn Cadenhead
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Nelson Heritage ADVISORY GROUP

Submission from the Nelson Heritage Advisory Group
Draft Annual Plan Nelson 2014/15

The Nelson Heritage Advisory Group thanks the Council for the opportunity to submit on the draft Nelson
Annual Plan 2014/15. We do not wish to speak to our submission.

1. Background, Nelson Heritage Advisory Group

The Nelson Heritage Advisory Group is an umbrella organization for heritage organizations and individuals in
the Nelson Region. The group was initiated by the Council just over 12 years ago to provide a forum for
information sharing and discussion within the heritage sector and between the council and the heritage sector.
The group became an incorporated society in 2005. It has a recognized advisory role due to its robust record of
advice and submissions.

Active participants include the NZ Society of Genealogists, the Nelson Historical Society, the National Council of
Women, City of Nelson Civic Trust, the Boathouse Community Trust, the Nelson Provincial Museum, the Nelson
School of Music and the Queens Gardens Preservation Society as well as representatives from Melrose House,
Broadgreen House, Isel House, Fairfield House, and Nelson Heritage Precincts such as Elliott and Alton Streets.
The group holds public quarterly meetings as well as regular meetings of its management team.

We strongly value the partnership between NHAG and the Nelson City Council. As NHAG is an Incorporated
Society and registered with the Charities Commission, we may be able to draw on resources which are not
available to the Council to meet our mutual objectives.

2. General

Nelson is fortunate to have retained sufficient of its heritage for this to make a positive contribution to many
sectors of Nelson City including business, the community, the local environment and tourism. Te remain proud
of our creative local culture and regional identity we must take steps to ensure we look after and celebrate our
history.

Our city attracts visitors and residents because of its character. That character is inextricably linked to our
surviving heritage. It is expressed in low rise city streetscapes which chart out history. Not every building is of
high architectural or heritage value but together they provide a pleasing backdrop to our tives. Nelson also has
many residential areas with high historic character and these areas command premium values. Over the years
NCC has established a number of Heritage Precincts supported with excellent information panels.
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Page 2 of &

Owners of commercial heritage property, both private and public, are facing hard decisions regarding
earthguake strengthening. As a community we have to decide what we wish to protect and make sure that
what is left and what replaces some of it fits into and contributes to Nelson’s character. The Council has a
strong role to play in this through Earthquake Strengthening Policy requirements and Resource Management
plan development. There is a need to revive the city streetscape elevation work first started in 1995 as
buildings are altered or lost.

3. Economic imperative

Our city’s economic fortune is tied to the quality our urban landscape. This urban amenity includes buildings
with heritage value as well as others that contribute to our rich city streetscape. New buildings can be
tomorrow’s heritage. Visitors and potential employees in high value industries and professions come to Nelson
to a large degree because of the qualities of its cultural and natural landscape.

Mike Cullen of Urbacity in his recent presentation {(November 2012) to the Nelson City Council said the
following:

Every building should improve the amenity of the centre.
Buildings are the most important economic asset of the city and should be the priority for regulation.
Critical success factors include “cufture heavy” (art, architecture, food and space).

Nelson’s economic performance is under threat from earthquake risk management as you do not have the
appropriate controls to ensure that the vast majority of buildings that will be demolished will be replaced with
buildings of quality,

NHAG requests an economic impact assessment on the contribution that heritage makes to the financial
wellbeing of the city similar to the impact assessments commissioned for events such as the Rugby World Cup is
budgeted for in the next Long Term Plan.

The current Long Term Plan has explicit recognition of the contribution of leading edge lifestyle to the regional
economy and tourism. The Rugby World Cup provided a much talked about opportunity to explore heritage
tourism and the unique set of stories that belong to Nelson. Many businesses occupy heritage buildings in the
hospitality and commercial sector. This is what sets Nelson apart from other places.

The financial contribution of heritage should be expiicitly recognized in the next Long Term Plan and in the
proposed Nelson Plan when considering service levels such as tourism and infrastructure for a sustainable local
and regional economy.
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Page 3 of6

4. Draft Annual Plan Nelson 2014/15

ENVIRONMENT

* Resource management planning- Nelson Plan (page 33}
We support the combining of the Regional Policy Statement and the Resource Management Plan as the Nelson
Plan which is appropriate for a Unitary Council. We think that is it important that the work already done
towards the Nelson Development Strategy is not lost and in included in the new plan. NHAG exists to provide
helpful advice and as a stakeholder wishes to be consulted during the planning process.

We believe that heritage should be recognized in all policy development and the development of asset activity
management plans. It is important to ensure that other priorities do not inadvertently lead to a loss of heritage
resources or their contribution to the City.

We are concerned however that the combining of these plans will lead to further delays in the review of the
Heritage Strategy and the further stalling of the Heritage Inventory Project. At least $150,000 has been spent
on the Heritage Inventory Project and without progress many of the buildings and sites identified may be lost.
Woe note that “cost effectiveness is an important element of the new purpose of local government”. In this case
we believe the money is not being used effectively as there has been no ocutcome from this expenditure. We
do not accept the advice that the process and investment made so far in the Inventory process is inherently
flawed. The team of consultants that worked on the project is recognized throughout New Zealand. The list of
items proposed for listing was peer reviewed and is not a statutory document so the process is therefore
unlikely to be able to be judicially reviewed. The four problem listings could simply be removed from the list.
Advice that suggests that the whole process was seriously flawed risks any further support for or investment
into further policy development by community groups such as NHAG.

NHAG has consistently argued that it is crucial that policy development of the heritage provisions in the
Resource Management Plan occurs simultanecusly to avoid property owners of proposed listed heritage
buildings being surprised by subsequent rule changes. NHAG has commented on development work through
HSIG {Heritage Strategy Implementation Group) and hopes that it will have ongoing dialogue on this project.

It is a legal requirement under Part 6 of the current RMA for the “(f} the protection of historic heritage from
inappropriate subdivision, use, and development:” This cannot be done unless Historic Heritage is identified
and such protection is provided through the Council’s District Plan,

We urgently request that money is explicitly set aside in the 2014/15 Annual Plan to complete the Heritage
Inventory Project including the listing of recommended items.

* Service Levels (Page 37)
We support the review of the Earthquake Prone Buildings and Dangerous Buildings Policy and would like a date

set for this review with some urgency. We would like to be assured that there is adequate resource and
commitment given to this policy. We expect to be consuited through the development of this policy.
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CORPORATE
¢ Earthquake prone buildings(Page 57}
We support this funding.

e  Hunter Furniture building roof replacement
We support this funding.

¢ Policy Work (Page 58)

We agree with an urgent review of Nelson’s’ Heritage priorities. The key point is that the proper consideration
of heritage through policy and plans is now out of synch in the absence of an up-to-date strategy.

TRANSPORT

¢ Rocks Road walk/cycle project {page 10)
We agree that the heritage aspects of this project especially the retention of chain and stanchion fence and the
sensitive treatment of the sea wall need to be considered as key principles in the Rocks Road walk/cycle project.

PROPOSED RE R SENT FEES AND CHARGES {Pages 71/72)
We support the continuation of the No Charge policy for heritage works undertaken to maintain Heritage
Buildings (Page 72).

SOCIAL INCLUDING ARTS AND HERITAGE (Page 41)

*  WWI1 Centenary commemorations
We support the funding to support the WW1 Centenary commemorations.

¢ Nelson Provincial Museum
We are pleased to note that the capital allowance for a redevelopment of the storage facility for the museum
remains in place.

s Nelson School of Music Page 8,42 & 92
We support the proposal for Council to substantially contribute to the refurbishment plan and earthquake
strengthening works to protect the heritage values of the school and its continued use as a School of Music and
performing arts venue, as well as being a home for many performing arts organisations. This is a key institution
and venue that helps to maintain Nelson’s reputation as a centre for the arts and heritage. It is also a place
where over many decades many children and aduits have received valuable music tuition. For this reason it is
crucial that the institution continues to exist through provision of operational funding whilst it is closed for
earthquake strengthening and other refurbishment.
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Performance measures only refer to financial, earthquake strengthening and maintenance problems rather
than the fact that this institution performs remarkably well within a very low budget in trust ownership. In
terms of people attending concerts and tuition performance measures are high.

We note the following capital expenditure and commitment below from the Nelson LTP and wish to

understand how this relates to the proposed expenditure in the Draft Annual plan 2014/15 on pages 8 and 42 of
$1 431 000 and the different amount proposed on page 92 of $1 885 000. In particular, the amounts referred
to need to be adequate to achieve the stated outcome as soon as possible.

Nelson Long Term Plan 2012-22 (page 145}

Capital Expenditure

Project 2012/13 | 2013/14 | 2014/15 | 2015/16 | 2016/17 | 2017/18 | 2018/19 | 2019/20
Nelson School of Music (Nsom)

Buildings — NSOM 1,521

Earthquake Strengthening 20 603 1581

Land — NSOM 885

Rehearsal space refurbishment

4082

Theatre Royal

Theatre Royal building 6,000

Land 590

MAKING NELSON A BETTER PLACE Nelson Long Term Plan | 2012-22

Page 133/134 from LTP
The Nelson School of Music has urgent earthquake strengthening needs, a backlog of maintenance
issues deferred over many years due to budget constraints, and a need to redevelop its premises if it is
to continue to function as a hub for musical education and performance in the region. Council has been
in discussion with the Board of the Nelson School of Music about how to ensure the school’s
sustainability into the future. The solution included in this LTP, and which has the full support of the
Board, is for Council to take ownership of the land and building and be responsible for its upgrode and
ongoing maintenance. This will allow the schoof to concentrate on its core business which is delivering
an excelfent musical performance and education service to the community. Council has oflocated
$2.184m in years 2 and 3 of the LTP but Council will be looking to other partners including Central
Government, the Nelson School of Music itself and the community to also provide funding. As part of
this package a further 54.082m has been planned in 2019/20 for redevelopment of rehearsal spaces in a
separate building behind the Nelson School of Music. As well as the cost of bringing the building up to
standard, taking ownership of the Nelson School of Music would require ongoing maintenance. Interest
on funds borrowed to complete these works would also need to be recovered from rates.

MUL Page 101

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147




Submission 133

Page 6 of 6

¢ Theatre Royal (Page 8 & 42)
We support realistic operational funding for this key community asset so support the proposed increase in
operational grant funding. Performance measures for the Theatre Royal must include audience numbers and
community support.

s Suter Art Gallery
We note and commend the Council for the continuing and strong support for the Suter Art Gallery.

e Heritage Strategy
The 2006 Heritage Strategy is well overdue for review. We would like to see stronger direction from council on
its current priorities for the actions coming out of this strategy and more resources put into implementing the
strategy. There is a strong argument we believe to consider the development of a regional heritage strategy if
only because of its value economically.

e Arts & Heritage Advisor
NHAG would like to see funding for a full time heritage position to reflect the importance of heritage to

Nelson’s identity and economic success budgeted for the next Long Term Plan. We would like to congratulate
Debbie Daniel-Smith for a very successful 2014 Heritage week.

Thank you for receiving our submission.

L Cladortome

Lynn Cadenhead

President, Nelson Heritage Advisory Group
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Cat 10

Natascha Van Dien

From: Administration Support

Subject: FW: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Attachments: Submission-on-2014-AP.docx

From: nison ovt. zS8 TPPW SIE N L

Sent: Sunday, April 27, 2014 6:39:04 PM
To: Submissions

Subject: Draft Annual Plan submission form
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Draft Annual Plan submission form

Your name
Steve Cross

Organisation represented (if applicable)
Your address

8 Bisley Ave, Moana, Nelson 7011

Your phone number
548 6356

Your email address
stevecross  xtra.co.nz

Do you wish to speak at the hearing
Yes

Would an evening hearing suit you better?
No

Y our submission
Submission on 2014 2015 Annual Plan

Would you like to attach a document in support of your submission?
Submission-on-2014-AP.docx -

Optional demographic information
Your age

40 - 64

Your gender
Male

Have you made a submission before?
Yes

MUL Page 103

PDF Agenda vol 2 #A1181147



Submission 141

Submission on 2014/2015 Annual Plan
S.E Cross

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to submit on the 2014/2015 Annual
Plan.

My comments follow:-

| congratulate the Mayor and the CEO for the restraint in this plan and the
focus on priority items. It is refreshing to see that the indulgences we came to
expect under the previous administration have not continued in this plan.

| have previously submitted to the Governance Committee in respect to the
Nelson Airport Ltd Statement of intent. That submission should be considered
as being part of my submission on the Annual Plan.

| was shocked to learn that a number of Nelson industrial premises do not
have backflow preventers installed. Council cannot possibly risk delaying
action on this matter and | urge council to expedite this work.

Plans to spend $500,000 on potentially remediating the Modeler's Pond do
represent an unaffordable indulgence. Council expenditure on this should be
capped at the least cost option - that of filling the pond in. If the community
feels strongly about this, then community fundraising should be required to
meet any cost over and above the least cost option. That will soon test how
valuable the community sees this "asset”.

Although Council has committed to supporting the Brook Waimarama
Sanctuary fence, this will not be the only request for funding that council will
receive in respect to this facility. As Albert Einstein said, "Insanity is doing the
same thing over and over again and expecting different results”. Every eco-
sanctuary in the country has failed to realise its forecast revenue projections
and has invariably required additional ratepayer funding. Council needs to
resolve now that it will allow this venture to fail should it prove unsustainable,
rather than continue throwing money at a white elephant. Unfortunately, the
history of these facilities is that once built they hold ratepayers to ransom by
demanding more money or the baby birds will all die. It is important that
Council is clear now that it will not offer any additional funding support.

Council should conduct analysis into how effective its spending on tourism

promotion has been and whether or not it remains a function that council
should engage in.
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* | welcome the investment that is to be made in reviewing Council ownership
of properties and hope that Council invests in getting good quality advice on
the management of its other investments.

¢ | welcome the plan to develop an Events Strategy policy. There are many
good, existing examples from other Councils which could easily be adapted
for Nelson eg Wellington City Council. Hopefully a robust policy will prevent
reoccurrence of the expensive and low cost:benefit events like the Cricket
World cup which could never possibly be justified on any rational analysis.

* | would like to see Council budget for and embark on a program to replace its
streetlights with LED lighting. Apart from the energy savings, LED lighting has
substantial maintenance cost savings over conventional streetlighting. Many
progressive Councils throughout the country are adopting LED technology
and NZTA subsidies are available. Unlike many other "green" technologies
(such as PV panels) which over promise and under deliver, LED lighting is a
genuine technological advance which has good economics ( see NZTA paper
"Strategic Street Light Opportunities for NZ").
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Draft Annual Plan submissiondorm, . #2 _,
Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014 (0 Netson City Counci

Name rganisation represented (i applicable)

Address %.iian_Dtem @ S+ [\j’ Q. SeEusy -
Phone ... A &7 8582 . Email S

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission, Mearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

' Do you wish to speak at the hearing? OYes ©No i you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? OYes ONo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

" Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Draft Annual Plan submission form 1

Nelson City Council

Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, e ceunineraowhstata

Name /e (=t a) /'V) A3 Crganisation represented (if applicable)
Address .'28' Uar\ Dlem en St ll]e_ S

Phone M_émgm“_ Emaif

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? (O Yes % If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes ONo

Pty . e

Public Information
Submissions to Councii consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and pubiic.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.
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Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optionsl demographic information — your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Male /-Fernate-
under 21 21-39 40-64 465 and ovea Have you made a submission before? Yes / No

To avoid confusion, please

anly send your feedback once, m
using your preferred method,

You can mention more than
one topic, and you don't nesd
a separate form for each topic.
We will promptly acknowledge
it has been raceived. '
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THOMAS CAWTHRON

Boen 1833, Thomas Cawehron, arsived in
Neson wich hix family: aged 16. For three vean
he worked as a clerk in Wellingron. then ok
alf for the Ballarar golellichds. There he gor culy
expericnioe as i teader providing .\upp]ic.:. for
miners, il he also buih a arang physique.

Back in Nelson in 1856, he won a contract o
drive test shadts for the Dun Mountain copper
e, Vhe story goes be neadad a barrow ar the
site, He ser ofi from Nelson tranlbing or carrving
the heavy ching over Fringed Hill, and through
ruigged bush on Wouded Peak - abosa 10k in i
- 1o reach Coppermine Sadille, Remgmber, hiy
was belore the Dun Mouncin 1ine was Torsoed,

Irexe caely contraces lain) the foundation of
Cawthrons consideralde fortune,

B his carly ceading vears in dic 1860s Thomas
Cawthvon established his office and siore in the
hulk vt 1he saifing ship “Albion™ which had been
beached at Pore Nelson. Fer buwsprit stuek acrons
what is now Wakefield Quay where e Pier Hordd
stenad, Canethron recalled how. ot high tide ;\'1!31

a good westerly blowing, the stern of the ship
Houced and caused™ 2 good dead of moton™
He ubvionsly wanT prone o wa-sickness.

Cawthron remined che site and buailt his
storchouse on piles over the wp of the Alhion,
When it was demolished in 1912 some of the
planking of the old sailing ship was hund sill
i goexl order after 30 vears in the ride, and was
sent to Cawthron, by chen long-retired in
Exanumer St )

SR,

From e age of 30 1ill his mid 50s. Thomas
Canrliron canducted a very profiable erdiog,
Barsiness ax an impore and export agent at
Pore Nelson,

He had 2 reputacion for disposing of his goods
L £
v Truit, farm

quickly - grocerics, prescrved e
produce, seeds, flas, lime, wool, beer, wines a
spirits. wobacen, cuthing, fmonvare, fumitee.
iranmungery, mining cquipment, cans, buggics,
tfimber and building marertabs, books, siationery
arnd somceimes bivestock,

Tlirough the West Coast “gobden age” of the
1860 and 7Oy e supplivd regudar shipmeats o
the goldhiclds lor good profics.

In 1884 he retired Trom his shippiog aad ading
VUGS L6 CONCENLRIE ) iNvesting in propery,
andd shares.

Thosis Cas thron, a shy b wealihy hachelon,
became a maior benclicing e his adopred Ciey off
Nebon, Owver 13 vears he doated the subsiaatial
sunt of E3008 wwards the Nelson School off
Music ingluding L1800 Tor the pipe organ.He
contributed i the re-building of the Nulson
Institge Library burnt down in 1906,

I 1912 he fanded the building of the Chueeh
Steps and paid for completion of dhe Wakefield
v protective chains, A project starced by 2
John Tindine heguess,

Claveehrans largest gilt v the city most he the
thowsand hectares of Cawihron Patk, in the head
of the Brovk Valley, now kaown as Waimarans or
e Brook Resrve.

A najor begnest estabidished the Cawthron
Instinute, dedicated o seicntific research For
Nelsonk benefin,

CGAWTHRON STEPS

The handsame flighes of gramite steps on Chureh
Hill are undouheedly Nelson's focal poimt - the
centre for virtnally every significant aordoor
function in e cire - and they've been dhere more
than ) years.

There was a previous Hight of tred old wooden
steps which brougl many complaings from
citirens, By 1905 the Church Hilk Beaurifving
Suciery had a plan o replace them, b net

the lunds.

Fyentuadly ciry benetacior Thomas Cawtlbron
affered o fumd the whale project, neardy L2000,
bast demanded 2 high standard ol Tanga granie
and of workmanship,

Tl Cavtbizon Steps were preseried o the Ciry
in 1913 and foemally opened by the Governor
General Lord Biverposl. Chey have certainly
repaidd Cawtliron’s striet reguiremenis,

EMmS fFAMIY

A voung man born and bred i Golden Bay
pimu:-:r'éil‘rhu road transpart link over the Takaka
Hidk, Charlic s seeved ac Gallipolic and
when he returaedhe hepan a trucking service,
cotopeting with sea ‘I'rg\iglu.

He sarted in 1920 with o solisl-tyred Dennis
crucks. the Brsi to cart stock and freighs over g
frightening hill, Mucls ol it Was 2 one-way gravel
eeack. He bad 1o srop wo-der otheg ceallic through.

His rond cartage eur omt long sheep drives o
Faakohe and fram Porr Nebsun o the Freeding
warks sa the sheep arrived i bewser concition,
Road iranspar was here to stay and gradially
replaced the sea link,
On one rrip Charlie went over the bank and wis
stapped by a tree. The bournr on wreek s aill

7 chere somewhere in the serub,
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LUNIFORM AMNUAL GENERAL
.. LHARGE {UAGC)

- _ 4
RALAGAG2002{on each separately occupiable

SR

portion of a rating unit. It is levied:

+ As a charge for services which have an equal
element of benefit irrespective of property
value

"+ To ensure a minimum charge on ali properties

+ To reduce the extremes of rates paid by the
highest and lowest valued rating units

* in recognition that iand valuation-based rating
does not necessarily reflect a ratepayer‘s ability
to pay.

Council proposes to collect 15% of rates,
excluding water and trade waste charges,
through the UAGC. The UAGC is provosed to be
$360.40 inciuding GST per separately occupied
portion of a property for the 2012713 ratng year
The 2012/13 charge woulc be $19.60 rugher
than the charge of 5340 80 for 2011712 Uniform
general charges are required 10 be ro more than
30% of total revenue from ai rates, excuding
water charges. The 2012/13 year's charges woulg
be 15% of rates, which 1s well watrin the 30%
hmit.

leec! C‘\aﬂ*?es‘ O in j‘i\a RGLT'Q_ olemcsmo(s-. SLoulofl b@ G.:é'_ne.rq‘
ROLTE., Se-pam\t&- Ct&ncw"a! C“\arcia, U\h;'ﬁﬁrm An_nqql Qe.n&ra,
CL\G\V- e o\z\ol qu-re, L-)c.tTe—af‘ Ci’\a.w?e as ;T I-S Ox__l‘ H\e, m_ome_n"f
Omd o New t..l\ow- e eo‘HEcz{ C;c-mrnuu:\ \T FacaT““Ttés C'j\mr e
wh .l:r_L wau.ldf Cover Pow‘”“ﬁ, Trewn SF‘"*" , Cu fTu.r-e_ _He_r.ff'm e
aund Brts Recrealion and Communih 'Q‘-‘-'L‘l”f"{_‘"*‘g'-i_z‘"af Q'Aw?e
L\.a lo[ ”\{a.\ To br‘w; wp The W I‘] G C “F To 30 Yo Whare if
s * F ; ? 0? , the
should be Then eueeybady would be peaying There

o S hare .
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Submission 149
Cat 10

Draft Annual Plan submission form &b

Rlelson City Council

Submlssmns close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014, e couninerao whaker-
Name (' € ’ Organisation represented (if applicable). Z/’_Q.ULMLI.&[&_.&% /

Address ) < +
Phone e - 7 Emaif .

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014.

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? Yes ONo fyou do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (O Yes G%\Ivo

Public Information
Submissions to Council consu tations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 nnual Plan.
Submission (‘ch‘: ched
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April 28, 2014

WAIMEA ROAD BUSINESS HUB

Below is a letter sent to Council Planning in refation fo the Suburban Arterial Study
and the Heart of Nelson Study documents.

Rutherford St and Waimea Road Businesses and Residents Society Inc.

We are very concerned about the poor content in the Suburban Centres Study in regard to our
area. The area was titled Night Owl Centre ~ it should have been titled Waimea Road
Business Hub. The area has a strong business and professional presence and is many times
larger than the report suggests. The report is a basis for Council planning and information,
and the allocation of resources. In our opinion it is misleading and incorrect and will lead to
bad planning decisions. Subsequent challenges to Council decisions will inevitably occur. -

Why has this area been treated differently to other smaller areas?

Below is a list of businesses operating in Waimea Road between Hampden Street and Girls
College Playing fields.

Admirals. Métor Inn

Project Managers

Quality Inn Hotel — Intemational chain
Conference Venue

Flamies on 40 Restaurant and bar
Chiropracter Practice (3)

Doctors Rooms (3 separate properties with multi doctors)
Physiotherapy rooms

Carmel Court Motel

Dentist

Mr Rentals

Employment Agency

Axclifect:

Ray White Real Estate

Tower Insurance Office

NZ Outdoor Instructors Association
Rise Financial Advisers

Health Holistic Healing

Dental Laberatory

Midwife

Service Station

_Orth‘ogidf)tist_
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t. April 28, 2014
Grant Hunt Building Consultants
Doctors Surgery .
Rising Sun Hotel
Gourdie Automotive
Bakers Inn and Elizabeth Catering
Night Owl Superette and Postal Centre

2 schools are also directly fronting the Waimea Road in this area.

On the western side of the road there are only > properties that are not currently used
commercially.

These are significant businesses (SMEs) and together employ a large number of people. The
area connects to the Rutherford Street commercial area and must be included in the heart of
Nelson plan as well as the suburban centre study.

The potential threats to these businesses are directly related to the layout and traffic flows on
Waimea Rd. All of the properties have significant numbers of onsite car parks. They rely
heavily on the provision of on street parking and the ease of turning for vehicles into their
propéities from both directions. The retention of the flush median and adequate parking is
seen as esserttial,

The width of the footpath on the westem side allows the opportunity for beautification and
enhancement of the areas amenity.

We expect these errors and omissions to be comected included into the appropriate council
documents.

We await your response.
Yours sincerely

Paul Anderson
Deputy Chairman
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April 28, 2014
HEART OF NELSON

As you can see from the information above, the commercial area in Waimea Road is
virtually continuous on the west side of the road, from the city to the hospital with a
smaller number on the eastern side. This area should have been included in the
Heart of Nelson study and why it was not when other lesser areas further from the
centre of the city were included, is puzzeling.

If Nelson is to protect its existing growth areas of commercial activity, then Waimea
Road must be included. 2.3 in the Suburban Centres Study says how important
these areas are in commercial activity and employment. It also says it should not be
ignored. Quote — “to ignore their wider potential in terms of employment capacity,
pedestrian comfort, public transport role, in favour of private motor vehicle access is
to reduce their economic capacity”. '

In the Copeland Report in the Arterial Traffic Study gives even greater insight into the
strength of commerce in the Waimea Road Hub.

If the Heart of Nelson study is a living document these changes need to occur now
before more damage is done o this area.
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Draft Annual Plan submission fofifigs "

Cat son City Counci
Submissions close 4.30pm Monday 28 April 2014 a'tﬂaunmi:’éfhakam'

ores Sub (SY
Name C.LsT e aching Organisation represented (if applicable) (AT 10
Address §3 BRI <7 | pELIO BRraok VAUE] OMMUNTY

Phone Email < 1_64:3 D freek oy

Hearings will be held for those who wish to speak in support of their submission. Hearing dates are proposed to be 13, 14,
15, 16 May 2014,

Do you wish to speak at the hearing? @‘Ves (ONo  If you do not tick either, we will assume you do not wish to be heard.
Would an evening hearing suit you better? (OYes (NG

Public Information
Submissions to Council consultations are public information. Your submission will be available to the media and public.

Share your thoughts about the proposed changes in the draft 2014/15 Annual Plan.

Please attach additional sheets if needed.

Optional demographic information — your answers to the following questions would provide helpful information to Council.
The questions are optional and your responses will be publicly distributed to those who review the draft Annual Plan submission forms.

Age: Gender: Male / Female
| under 21 [J 21-39 [] 40-64 {C] 65 and over Have you made a submission before? Yes / No

e im e me m o e o e e B L R By e e s w e b e Mmoo
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Sub 15y

Submission to the Draft Annual Plan 2014/15 car 1o
Introduction

The Brook Valley Community Group makes submissions under the
following headings. Page numbers refer to the text of the
draft Annual Plan. We shall wish to speak to these.

The Tasman Street upgrade, including stormwater [10,24]
. The Brook area walking and cycling improvements [10,89]
Westbrook Terrace water supply upgrade

The Brook Stream catchment strategy [29]

The Brook/ Waimarama Sanctuary Trust Fence [47]

. Resource Management Planning [33]

. Representation Review [58]

. Brook Valley Holiday Park [93]

W1 bk W

1. Tasman Street upgrade, including stormwater [10,24]

We support the intention to carry out these upgrades in the
2014/15 year.

2. The Brook area walking and cycling improvements {10, 89]

We accept that the process of community consultation has led
to an improved plan, which should proceed in conjuction with
the Tasman Street upgrade referred to above. However, we note
that capital expenditure of $465,000 has been allocated in the
2014/15 year [89], which seems excessive to the scaled=back
plan.

3. Westbrook Terrace water supply upgrade

Because no amendment is called for, this project of the Long
Term Plan is not included in thig draft Annual Plan. we
nevertheless wish to register our support for an essential
project.

4. The Brook Stream catchment strategy [29]

We support the review of flood capacity and options for
improving the Brook Stream channel in 2014/15 and desire to be
a part of that process. Similarly, we would wish to assist in
working with community stream care and a local monitoring
group.

5. The Brook/ Waimarama Sanctuary Trust Fence [47]

Qur residents are of course supportive of initiatives to
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promote the biodiversity of our Valley. Concerns have
nonetheless been expressed about this project. A critique is
mounted on grounds including: (1) the cost-effectiveness of
this predator control technique considered against othexrs; (2)
the sequestration of public land and an introduced charge for
citizens to enter upon it; (3) stability issues in respect of
the issuing of a resource consent, and (4) the negative
financial indicators of recent date.

6. Resource Management Planning [33]

We call upon t