
106 

29 May 2015 
 
 
South Wairarapa District Council  
PO Box 6 
Martinborough  
 
 
To whom it may concern 
 
Ref:  Submission to the South Wairarapa District Council 2015 LTP 
 
The Featherston Community Board would like to acknowledge the South Wairarapa District 
Council for the work done in and around Featherston.  This relates to the initiative such as 
the planned cycle track from Cross Creek to Featherston, the proposed Featherston Town 
Square development, the renovations to the ANZAC Hall, and of late, the successful 
purchase of Hodder Farm for long term waste water disposal. 
 
The Featherston Community Board wish to submit the following to the 2015 Long Term Plan: 
 
We Support: 

- The Featherston Town Square proposal and development and would like to see a 
good proportion of funding to this development provided by the South Wairarapa 
District Council  

- The extension of the railway track identified in the Featherston Town Square and 
request that the South Wairarapa District Council fund this extension. 

- All things cycle for Featherston and propose a district or region wide cycle strategy to 
be commissioned to help priorities future expenditure on cycle paths.  

- The proposed cycle bridge and trail through Underhill Road, Featherston to Greytown 
being developed by the Greytown Trails Trust. 

- Spending extra money on maintenance of Featherston footpaths and the two 
recommended new footpaths as highlighted in the separate footpath submission by 
the Featherton Community Board 

- Funding of maintenance for trees and request support to the Featherston 
Beatification Group’s new project to plant more trees. 

 
In addition, the Featherston Community Board recognises that while some members of the 
Featherston community would like the wastewater project completed in an earlier timeframe; 
the Featherston Community Board is aware of the additional financial burden this would be 
placed on the ratepayers, and because of this burden, the majority of the Featherston 
Community Board supports the timeframe as proposed by the Council. 
 
There will be no representation at the 2015 South Wairarapa District Councils hearings. 

 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Lee Carter 
Chair 
Featherston Community Board 
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From: Lee Carter [mailto:jadetui@xtra.co.nz]  

Sent: Thursday, 4 June 2015 9:49 a.m. 
To: Suzanne Clark - Committee Secretary 

Subject: Fw: SWDC LTP 2015-25 Consultation - Featherston Community Board Footpaths 

 
HI there Suzanne, could you please add this email to the Featherston Footpath 
document as a late entry.  Mayn thanks: 
 
Other new footpaths and reparis to seriously consider: 
New Footpath: 
Woodward Street East : no paths or gutters/drains so heavy rain floods the front of several house 
properties 
 
Reparis 
‘scabbing’ in Churchill Cres. Neighbourhood Support member and resident had a bad fall.  
 
thanks Suzanne 
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From: sue galbraith [mailto:galbraith_sue@hotmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, 2 June 2015 3:55 p.m. 
To: Suzanne Clark - Committee Secretary 

Subject: LTP submission 

 
Submission “Looking to the Future" consultation document 
  
As there are no text fields in which to explain responses under most of the headings in the 
online submission form, I present my submission thus: 
  
I am concerned about the increase in rates for urban ratepayers and would like to see this set 
at a more affordable level if possible. 
 
Balancing “must haves” with “nice to haves” is subjective and I would caution against 
spending too much money on the latter at the expense of essential services and works, and by 
raising costs to ratepayers.  
 
Spending priorities should include protecting water quality in our lakes and 
rivers;  maintaining essential services, amenities and public works, and pensioner housing, 
ensuring that our main streets look attractive and appealing. I support moves to encourage 
cycling through a long term strategy.  
 
We also need to better promote ALL three South Wairarapa towns (Featherston appears to be 
left off the tourist trail yet offers so much in terms of village shopping, historic museums, and 
nature) and encourage more community use of amenities that appear neglected, ie Dorset 
Square in Featherston which would be a great venue for community events, and the Lake 
Reserve, which should be an international visitor draw card.  The refurbished Anzac Hall 
could also be promoted to Wellington businesses as an venue for workshops and seminars 
away from the pressures of the city. 
 
Decisions to exit from pensioner housing should be deferred until the impacts of the 
Government’s community housing policies are known. The council has an obligation under 
its Significance and Engagement Policy to determine the significance of any issue requiring a 
decision, by making judgments according to the likely impact of that decision the social well-
being of the district or region.  
 
I would encourage the council to be innovative, taking on board best practice both here and 
abroad that may enable more efficient and effective management of resources (and ultimately 
provide a more efficient waste disposal option than discharging to land). This includes giving 
careful consideration to the Featherston Landscape Architect projects as long term solutions 
to water management and to better connect Featherston and Lake Wairarapa. Lake Wairarapa 
should be a jewel in South Wairarapa’s crown, but recreational opportunities around the lake 
are limited.   
 
I do not wish to speak to my submission. 
I wish to receive the Stakeholder Update email 
 
Sue Galbraith. Phone 06 308 8221 
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Submitted on Tuesday, 2 June 2015 - 4:26pm Submitted by anonymous user: [210.86.86.145] 
Submitted values are: 
 
   --Submitter Details-- 
     Name of Submitter: Sue Fox 
     Organisation: Featherston CycleLink 
      
     Rate Payer Type: Non rate payer 
     Age: 
     Ethnicity: n/a 
     Do you want to receive the "Stakeholder Update" email from SWDC? 
     Yes 
 
 
   --Submission Hearings-- 
     I/We would like to speak to our submission: Yes 
     Speaking Preference: June 11th am 
 
 
   --Rates Affordability-- 
     Do you support increased Fees and Charges (i.e. higher dog 
     registration) as opposed to a general rates increase?    : No 
     Do you agree with the proposed overall average general rates 
     increase for the next 10 years?      : Disagree 
     If not what general rates increase do you support? Other 
     Other: In line with average ratepayer income increases 
 
 
   --Development Initiatives-- 
   Do you support the following initiatives? Cycle trails 
 
 
   --Overall Level of Service (LoS)-- 
   With regard to LoS, should we: Maintain the current LoS 
 
 
   --Sewerage-- 
     In what timeframe should irrigation to land be completed? Other 
     Other: When the economic, environmental, social and cultural 
     benefits are judged to exceed the costs. 
 
 
   --Roading-- 
     Should road maintenance service levels be: Maintained 
     Seal extensions: 1km extension 
     Where do you think seal extensions should be done? Longwood Road 
     from Soldier Settlement Road North toDonald Street in 
     pedestrian/cycle bridge over creek. 
 
 
   --Footpaths-- 
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     Do you support the establishment of rural footpaths (lime 
     walkways) through rural rates? Yes 
     If yes, how should they be prioritised? Provision of links 
     between Featherston town and Wairarapa Moana. Also link with the 
     Rimutaka cycle trail. Provision to allow children to walk or 
     cycle to school rather than going by car. These priorities should 
     be incorporated in a cycling policy to assist SWDC decision 
     making. 
 
 
   --Pensioner (Community) Housing-- 
   Do you consider Pensioner Housing part of our core business: No 
 
 
   --Digital Services-- 
     Which digital services do you think are a priority for the 
     Wairarapa: 
 
 
   --Have Your Say-- 
     Strategies and Policies: As a group CycleLink advocates for 
     Council support for cycling on a number of grounds. The economic 
     benefits of new cycle trails have been demonstrated, eg, by the 
     Otago Rail Trail. South Wairarapa is currently behind most other 
     districts in developing cycle trails and recognising the many 
     benefits arising from them but we are pleased to see that a new 
     strategy is being developed. We hope to be consulted on this. 
     Cycling is good for physical and emotional wellbeing and can be 
     enjoyed as a family activity or by individuals of all age groups. 
     Time for your say, if you would like to comment or propose 
     something different now is the time: We would like to see the 
     signs for the Rimutaka Cycle Trail at the end of Western Lake 
     Road (junction with SH2) changed to encourage cyclists to travel 
     into the town centre where they can take advantage of local 
     facilities. 
     Upload submission: 
     Upload additional information: 
 
 
 
 
The results of this submission may be viewed at: 
http://www.swdc.govt.nz/node/576/submission/475 
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From: Kimmy Perrin [ 
Sent: Tuesday, 2 June 2015 4:43 p.m. 
To: Suzanne Clark - Committee Secretary 
Subject: Library budget 
 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I would like to write this letter in recognition of the library, it's staff, and book programmes for 
children.  They provide an invaluable service to the community and especially to young children and 
mums.  I have been attending the book babies program for the last year and a half.  It has been a 
place of refuge were I can come and meet other mums and our children get the benefit of having 
story time with Janet.  The last two christmas's my little girl has received a book from the library 
which has been super special and really made our family feel connected to the community and 
important.  I would feel really discouraged if the library book budget was cut. 
 
I recently went to the Carterton library to print off a paper and left feeling gloom as the staff there 
weren't nearly as friendly and welcoming as the marti library staff.  I don't know what they are paid 
but probably not enough.  They genuinely care about everyone who walks through that door and 
bend over backwards to help with anything they can.   
 
Please reconsider cutting the funding for books which are a needed resource for so many in the 
community.  As a rates payer I fully support my money going towards the library services and staff.  
Martinborough couldn't have better people running the library.   
 
Sincerely  
Kimmy Rowland  
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Elly Otty [ 
Sent: Tuesday, 2 June 2015 10:16 p.m. 
To: Suzanne Clark - Committee Secretary 
Subject: Library funding 
 
Hello 
 
I am emailing to convey my feelings about the proposed cut to the library book buying budget.  
 
Before I continue I would just like to list some of the ways in which our library serves our town. The 
librarians are fantastic ambassadors for Martinborough. On many occasions I have witnessed them 
welcoming visitors and new residents and always with the warmest of receptions. Many of  the 
tourists who come to Martinborough  come through the library and leave knowing that this is a 
friendly and helpful town. 
 
The library also acts as a place for people to connect and meet new people. I'm thinking of things like 
the book babies sessions held there weekly that offer parents and their children the chance to 
socialise and meet new friends. Also the reading programs and after school activities on offer. Many 
school aged children spend time at the library after 3 o clock as it is a safe and welcoming place to 
be.  And in rainy weather the library can be a life saver for parents of young children!  
 
I have also seen on many occasions how the librarians take the time and effort to look out for the 
more vulnerable people in our town. The value of having the opportunity to visit the library daily and 
to know that they will always receive a warm welcome when they arrive cannot be overstated.  
 
So as I hope I have begun to illustrate (I could go on and on but I'm conscious of your time!) our 
library and our librarians are a huge asset to Martinborough offering a range of vital services that go 
beyond merely the lending of books.  
 
However, in order to stay relevant and the library must be given a proper budget. Books in New 
Zealand are amazingly expensive compared to other parts of the world and for many people buying 
their own books is simply not an option. In this situation it is imperative that people have access to a 
well stocked library.  
 
Additionally, if you have children who love reading, as I do, it would be impossible to keep up with 
their appetite for new books without a well stocked library. As it is we are finding it harder and 
harder to find new books for my daughter as she has read so many of the titles available in the 
library and this will only get more difficult  if this proposed budget cut goes through. 
 
Martinborough is growing and with the town hall project more people will be moving here and the 
library will need to keep up with this expansion and it should be funded accordingly. 
 
As well as this issue when I was looking at job vacancies in South Wairarapa it also came to my 
attention that our librarians are not paid nearly enough, in fact they are not even paid as much as 
the librarians in Wellington or even Carterton! I was very shocked to discover this and I think it is a 
very poor way to reward their hard work and dedication.  
 
Sadly, pay has a lot to do with whether a person feels valued in their role and I hate the idea that our 
wonderful librarians are not being properly remunerated for their hard work.   
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I would like to see our library with a proper book buying budget so that our librarians can have a 
catalogue that  they can be proud of and so that they can stock the shelves properly and stay current 
and relevant and are not in the position of trying to scrimp and save all of the time.  
 
I would also love to see a pay review happen to bring their pay at least in line with that of the 
Carterton library if not in line with Wellington. 
 
And finally I would like future budget plans to recognise the amazing service the library offers and to 
reflect the huge asset the library is to our town.  
 
For the record I have heard so many people list the library and librarians as one of the best services 
in town and as something that keeps them living here.  
 
Thank you for your time in considering my submission.  
 
Best wishes 
 
Elly Otty  
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Submitted on Tuesday, 2 June 2015 - 2:51pm Submitted by anonymous user: [203.184.13.182] 
Submitted values are: 
 
   --Submitter Details-- 
     Name of Submitter: Jayne Routhan 
      
     Rate Payer Type: Urban 
     Age: 45-54 
     Ethnicity: 
     Do you want to receive the "Stakeholder Update" email from SWDC? 
     No 
 
 
   --Submission Hearings-- 
     I/We would like to speak to our submission: No 
     Speaking Preference: 
 
 
   --Rates Affordability-- 
     Do you support increased Fees and Charges (i.e. higher dog 
     registration) as opposed to a general rates increase?    : No 
     Do you agree with the proposed overall average general rates 
     increase for the next 10 years?      : Disagree 
     If not what general rates increase do you support? 0% 
     Other: 
 
 
   --Development Initiatives-- 
     Do you support the following initiatives? Coastal Reserve 
     Development 
 
 
   --Overall Level of Service (LoS)-- 
   With regard to LoS, should we: Maintain the current LoS 
 
 
   --Sewerage-- 
     In what timeframe should irrigation to land be completed? Other 
     Other: No new irrigation until sustainability studies have been 
     done 
 
 
   --Roading-- 
     Should road maintenance service levels be: Maintained 
     Seal extensions: No extension 
     Where do you think seal extensions should be done? People choose 
     to live in the country, they should pay for their own roads. 
 
 
   --Footpaths-- 
     Do you support the establishment of rural footpaths (lime 
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     walkways) through rural rates? Yes 
     If yes, how should they be prioritised? 
 
 
   --Pensioner (Community) Housing-- 
   Do you consider Pensioner Housing part of our core business: Yes 
 
 
   --Digital Services-- 
     Which digital services do you think are a priority for the 
     Wairarapa: 
 
 
   --Have Your Say-- 
     Strategies and Policies: I thought your questions were loaded and 
     would be confusing for some people. eg I did not support either 
     of your initiatives. People are suffering and dying in our 
     community due to poverty, these people live in houses that pay 
     rates, they don't care about anything except those things that 
     are essential to live.  Spending council rates on advancing 
     business or making our communities look good for business people 
     is offensive and immoral.  Making poor destitute people pay for 
     rubbish collection, extra water, excessive dog registration and 
     other council services is also immoral.  Using the excuse of 
     trying to deter people from waste, or user pays shows a complete 
     lack of understanding as to the serious situation thousands of 
     disabled, welfare dependent people are living in after 30 years 
     of neo-liberalism and austerity.  It also does not acknowledge 
     how marginalised and discriminated against poor people are when 
     they can't even own a dog for protection if they are disabled 
     abuse victim living with children in our dangerous communities. 
     Time for your say, if you would like to comment or propose 
     something different now is the time: My concerns about the Trans 
     Pacific Partnership are attached and form part of my submission. 
     Upload submission: 
     Upload additional information: 
 
http://www.swdc.govt.nz/sites/default/files/webform/Submission%20to%20the%20South%20Waira
rapa%20District%20Council%20on%20the%20Long%20Term%20Plan_0.docx 
 
 
 
 
The results of this submission may be viewed at: 
http://www.swdc.govt.nz/node/576/submission/474 
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Submission to the South Wairarapa District Council on the Long Term Plan 
 
I am most concerned about the Trans-Pacific Partnership our government are currently negotiating 
and the long term impact this will have on our community.  I have followed this issue for many 
months now and my greatest concern is the transference of power to international corporations and 
courts at the expense of local communities.  Below is an excellent explanation of how this trade 
agreement  will affect our community and councils by Bill Rosenberg and I would like to include this 
information as part of my submission. 
 
Neo-liberalism and free trade have been the biggest economic, cultural and social disasters of my 
generation.  Our country is now a place of dissension, envy and hate – something our national 
anthem promises will not happen. We have massive debt and fewer and fewer state owned 
resources.  Where once we lead the world in standards of living, now we are a testament to the 
damage neo-liberalism, a low wage economy, excessive lending by banks, high govt debt 
($89billion), low taxes to the super rich and austerity against the poorest and most vulnerable can 
do to society.  Where once every New Zealander was asset rich and had decent jobs, now we owe 
around $15,000 each for government debt – a government that continually tells us they are fiscally 
prudent. 
 
It is up to our community at local level to stand up to this affront to our culture of fairness, justice, 
social responsibility, self-determination and democracy.  Allowing global corporations to control 
what happens on our land and in our community is immoral, especially if it leads to unsustainable 
environmental practices.  The latest news of $millions being paid by the government to an extremely 
wealthy Saudi businessman because he was offended would happen under the TPP if it goes ahead.   
 
Can you imagine how a disabled New Zealander who has no safe stable housing, no access to 
professional health care and isn’t able to afford to eat lamb (which is what I was bought up on) feels 
when they hear about wealthy people getting big amounts of money and provided thousands of 
sheep.  It shows to me that the leaders of this country think more highly of a man from a country 
who seriously violates human rights laws against women and others, than they do about disabled 
and poor women and children in New Zealand.  I am extremely offended at this – do you think I 
would be offered $11million to repair my hurt feelings.  Our government are acting immorally and 
unethically as far as I am concerned and we need to do everything we can to stop them – to make 
them realise we have power. 
 
I support the 12 point plan submitted by Greg Rzesniowiecki and the Its Our Future group and hope 
the South Wairarapa District Council will adopt it as part of the LTP. 
 
Kia kaha to us all. 
 

The impact of the TPPA on local government in New Zealand   

Bill Rosenberg, 12 April 2015   
Prominent US economist Jeffrey Sachs, despite being a strong supporter of international trade and 
investment who says he “helped to bring about globalisation”, says about agreements such as the 
TPPA (and the US is simultaneously trying to negotiate a similar one with the European Union) that 
they “are mostly investor protection agreements, rather than trade agreements…: investor 
protection of property rights of investors, of prerogatives of investors, of intellectual property of 
investors, of the regulatory environment of investors, and so forth”1. In other words the TPPA 
further shifts the balance between democratic rights and protections for citizens towards increased 
power for investors.    
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He says “the kind of globalization that we have right now, which in some ways expands the pie, but 
does so at high costs to the poor, to many poor, to rising inequality, to more frequent financial 
crises, and to a growing environmental catastrophe. Nothing that I know of these two treaties would 
do anything but continue us along that course, perhaps accelerated. These are not 21st century 
treaties that start out with our goals; these are 20th century treaties continuing to build the flawed 
globalization that we have underway.”   
The TPPA has been under negotiation between 12 Pacific rim countries including New Zealand, the 
US, Australia and Japan since 2008. It is misleading to describe it as a trade agreement because 
trade is a very small part of it, even though the Government quite deliberately focuses on access for 
dairy exports to US and Japanese markets. Not so long ago, I heard Trade Minister Tim Groser 
talking about this to an audience of sympathetic trade officials and business representatives.  He 
said the Government had “front and centre in its agenda” the “internationalisation of the 
economy”, which was much broader than trade, including research and development, foreign 
investment, importcompeting industries and much more – but publicly he would just call it trade 
because that’s what the public understand.   
It is increasingly doubtful that New Zealand will get any significant or immediate gains from 
agricultural access because Japan is clearly not going to zero its tariffs and will impose limits even on 
what can be exported under the somewhat reduced tariffs it concedes, and Canada and the US are 
likely to be equally protective.    
But more importantly, much, much more is at stake ‘behind the border’ in the words of its 
advocates. We understand that only 5 of its 29 chapters are about trade. The rest of it affects 
Pharmac’s effectiveness, the cost of medicines, public health, our ability to support new industries 
and local suppliers, the freedom of the internet, the ability of whistle blowers and journalists to 
expose corporate foul play, our environmental standards, our ability to control our financial system, 
our ability to respond to international financial crises and to manage the exchange rate and 
overseas investment. Some of its provisions, such as restricting what state-owned enterprises can 
do, are almost unprecedented in such agreements. It threatens to give corporations much greater 
influence over both local and central governments and to undermine the public interest role of 
publicly owned entities which have private competitors like Greater Wellington Council’s CentrePort 
and Greater Wellington Rail, Wellington City Council’s Positively Wellington Venues which manages 
its events and venues, and the jointly owned Wellington Water which provides water and drainage 
services.   
With such deep domestic impacts, agreements like this should no longer be treated like the secret 
treaties of the reigning monarch but rather with the openness that citizens in a democratic society 
demand of all legislation. Because their implications are so deep and they are so difficult to change 
once ratified, these agreements should be treated more like a constitution, with all the serious 
public debate that would entail, rather than remain the prerogative of Cabinet.    
This briefing covers six specific areas of particular concern to local government: investment, 
intellectual property, government procurement (purchasing), services, state owned enterprises and 
so-called transparency and regulatory coherence.    
Investment    
A leak of the Investment Chapter of the TPPA shows the definition of investment will apply to a very 
broad range of corporate activities. These include Public-Private Partnership (PPP) contracts and 
concessions, property development rights, environmental and planning licences and permits, 
intellectual property, and local government bonds. The rules will include an end to preference for 
local investors, restrictions on investor performance requirements such as use of local materials, 
and protections against new regulations that significantly impact on value or profits.    
You may be aware of the so-called Investor-State Dispute Settlement process. This gives investors 
the power to sue the government directly in private offshore arbitral tribunals, whose panels are 
usually specialist lawyers who adjudicate in one case and represent clients in another, leading to 
constant concerns about conflict of interest and other major procedural issues2.  There has been an 
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exponential increase in the number of such cases, some of which are mounted with the aim of 
chilling regulatory decisions. A case by Philip Morris tobacco against the Australian government’s 
anti-smoking plain packaging laws for cigarettes under similar provisions in a Hong Kong-Australia 
agreement is having precisely that effect on New Zealand’s adoption of similar measures. The New 
Zealand government says it is waiting for that case (and another in the World Trade Organisation) to 
conclude before proceeding with the law change.   
Cases cost millions of dollars just to defend, and awards against governments range from tens of 
millions to billions of dollars. Local, provincial or state government decisions have been the subject 
of successful claims. A case decided by an arbitral tribunal just in March this year found against 
Canada in favour of a US company, Bilcon3, which wanted to establish an open-pit mine in Nova 
Scotia that was strongly opposed by the local community because of the effect on local wildlife, 
commercial fishing and indigenous communities’ traditional hunting areas.  A panel of 
environmental experts set up under Canadian law found the project was too damaging to proceed. 
The majority of the arbitral tribunal (two lawyers) decided that “community core values” could not 
be an “overriding factor” and is now considering the level of “compensation” for Bilcon, which has 
claimed US$300 million. The third member of the tribunal strongly disagreed, saying it was “a 
remarkable step backwards in environmental protection”, and that “a chill will be imposed on 
environmental review panels which will be concerned not to give too much weight to 
socioeconomic considerations or other considerations of the human environment in case the result 
is a claim for damages”. Note that this involved both the federal government (Canada) and 
provincial government (Nova Scotia). Canadian central government, having had a number of such 
findings against it as a result of subnational government actions, is now looking at ways to recover 
costs from provincial and local governments.     
In other examples the US Metalclad corporation sued Mexico after a local government (of a Mexican 
state) refused to grant a permit for a toxic waste facility. Local citizens had petitioned their 
government to deny the permit, fearing it would pollute their water supply. Metalclad won more 
than US$15 million. Ecuador terminated a contract with Occidental Petroleum after the US company 
violated the terms of a contract with the government. The company won US$2.3 billion dollars even 
though Occidental admitted violating the contract. French multinational Veolia, which operates 
Auckland’s passenger rail network under the name Transdev, and runs local government water 
services in Papakura, and refuse services through its Onyx subsidiary, recently brought a case 
against the government of Egypt for at least 82 million Euros, challenging a decision to raise the 
monthly minimum wage and make other labour reforms. One of the most common themes has 
been mining companies challenging environmental protections, while others have included 
challenges to governments trying to retrieve the situation after privatisations went wrong, health 
related cases such as the Philip Morris one above and challenges as to the treatment by government 
and courts of pharmaceutical patents and controls on toxic chemicals.    
Several countries are now trying to back out of such provisions, the latest being Germany which was 
burnt by a challenge to its decision to stop nuclear power generation following the Fukushima 
disaster. Advice to the Australian government from its Productivity Commission, which found many 
risks and few benefits in such provisions led to successive governments of both colours refusing to 
accept them – though the Abbott Government is now saying it is willing to accept them if it gets 
enough of a trade-off. South Africa, after a mining company challenge to its policies advancing 
people disadvantaged under apartheid, and India are withdrawing from existing agreements and 
advice to the U.K. government has been similar to that from the Australian Productivity 
Commission.   
So decisions a local government makes in its community’s interests on environmental rules, 
planning decisions, procurement decisions or PPPs could be subject to such challenges and bring 
pressure from central government to cave in, to save the costs of an expensive defence, even if 
justified. They could also make recovery from a local government financial default more difficult.    
Intellectual property    
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This is one of the most crucial chapters of the proposed agreement, and a key one for the US 
because its huge corporations in Hollywood – think music, games, videos, movies – and the 
Pharmaceutical industry stand to gain hugely and are very insistent that the agreement cannot be 
signed without this. Their demands are extensive and complex, and the best known effects are 
raising the costs of medicines and requiring internet service providers like Yahoo, Actrix or Paradise 
to take stronger and potentially unfair actions to protect copyright.  They are demanding the 
extension of copyright from 50 years to 70 years or longer, longer patents and putting difficulties in 
the way of much cheaper generic copies of pharmaceuticals once patents expire, raising the cost of 
medicines.    
This will increase the costs of libraries and tertiary institutions such as universities, and reduce the 
services they can provide. There is a coalition of groups which are concerned about the effects of 
the TPPA on copyright laws called the Fair Deal coalition (http://fairdeal.net.nz/). It includes Internet 
New Zealand, innovative software companies such as TradeMe, Consumer New Zealand, and 
LIANZA, the Library and Information Association of New Zealand Aotearoa. LIANZA4 is concerned 
about longer copyright durations which will increase the costs of books and other materials, and 
restrict the right of libraries and others to digitise older material which is invaluable for making it 
widely accessible, particularly to researchers and for education. They are concerned to maintain 
current exceptions for fair use for educational and research purposes, and the right to make copies 
of parts of works for users. They oppose the likely increased protection given to “technological 
protection measures” (TPMs) like international zoning for videos and DVDs. This would stop 
librarians from overriding TPMs in order to make material available to their users, despite access 
being perfectly legal. LIANZA would also oppose a ban on parallel importing that the US was 
demanding at the outset of the negotiations. Intellectual property rights must be a careful balance 
between encouraging innovation on the one hand, and the huge public benefit from the widest 
possible use, reuse and production of innovations. The TPPA is clearly on the side of further limiting 
their use in the interests of the corporations which own patents, copyright and other protections, 
tipping these arrangements way out of balance.  Government procurement    
If the TPPA’s government procurement chapter is similar to other agreements the US is party to, it 
could:   

 Stop local government giving an advantage to local suppliers. For example section 8 of Greater 
Wellington Council’s procurement policy states that if “two proposals are equal then Greater   

Wellington will choose a local supplier in preference to a more distant supplier”. Christchurch City 

Council has a policy of “Ensuring an active preference within a small financial cost for local firms for 
the supply of goods and services, based on whole of life costs.”5   

 Prevent local government giving more favourable treatment to small or not-for-profit firms.   
 Open to challenge local governments taking into account general environmental conditions 
above the legal minimum that suppliers must meet, and/or are not directly related to the goods or 
service, as Greater Wellington does under section 7.2 of its policy, “Supplier environmental 
practices”6.   

                                                              
4.  See http://fairdeal.net.nz/author/lianza    
5. http://www.ccc.govt.nz/thecouncil/policiesreportsstrategies/policies/groups/councilorganisation/pr

ocurementpolicy.aspx    
6. 7.2 Supplier environmental practices   

When evaluating the suitability of a supplier consideration will be given as to whether the supplier has:   
 a formal, written environmental policy,   
 an environmental management system,   
 undertaken any noteworthy environmental initiatives,   
 performed an environmental audit,   
 produced an environmental report or a triple bottom line report,   
 made demonstrable efforts to maximise resource efficiency (e.g. water, energy, etc.)   
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 Open to challenge local governments requiring suppliers to meet conditions above legal 
requirements such as paying a living wage, or having health and safety practices above minimum 

legal requirements.   
 Prevent local governments boycotting suppliers or products from a rogue TPPA state like the 

boycotts of apartheid South Africa.   
The Government has recently announced it is signing New Zealand up to a similar government 
procurement agreement under the WTO. Local government is largely excluded from the New 
Zealand commitments to that deal, but the pressure in the TPPA will be greater to make it inclusive 
of local government.     
Services   
Overseas located or owned services suppliers such as in construction, retail, refuse disposal, 
facilities management, transport operators, private health or private education, will be subject to 
further protections. Rules prevent quantitative restrictions or bans on their activities (such as 
preventing big box retailers from getting approval in certain localities) and prevent preference for 
local suppliers. They have a bias towards light-handed regulation in areas like technical standards 
and licensing. The government can negotiate a list of existing regulations that can continue 
unchanged and subject areas that are carved out altogether, but there will be major problems if any 
are missed or they need to be tightened.    
State owned enterprises   
This is a virtually new area for these agreements. It is squarely aimed at China despite China not 
being in the negotiations – a symbol of the global politics that makes the TPPA so important to the 
US politically.   China with its large number of state corporations would find it completely 
unacceptable but TPPA countries such as Vietnam and Malaysia also have many state owned 
enterprises themselves. New Zealand could well be collateral damage, and find it hard to return 
privatised or commercialised organisations to central or local government ownership with a public 
interest objective. The provision requires competitive neutrality for state-controlled entities 
(including non-commercial public agencies) which compete with private interests. It means they 
would have to act commercially rather than with public interest objectives. It is not clear just how 
far the term “state owned enterprise” will reach: conceptually it could include public hospitals and 
schools, housing, swimming pools, public internet services and convention centres for example, 
wherever they compete with the private sector. It could mean they would not be allowed special 
access to public land, real or implied government guarantees, subsidies or cheaper finance through 
council-raised borrowing. Much of this is still very unclear, highly controversial and under intensive 
negotiation, including what exemptions countries might be allowed to have.   
Applied to local government ownership of services and LATEs like Greater Wellington Council’s 
CentrePort and Greater Wellington Rail, Wellington City Council’s Positively Wellington Venues 
which manages its events and venues, and the jointly owned Wellington Water which provides 
water and drainage services, it would reduce the Councils’ ability to run them in the greater public 
interest. Councils which have contracted out such services may find they have limited options if 
outsourcing fails and they wish to return them to council control.   
Transparency and Regulatory coherence   
Transparency sounds like motherhood and apple pie. It appears in numerous parts of the agreement 
and is complemented by a chapter on so-called “regulatory coherence”. Ideally corporations would 
like to have the same rules in every country so that, for example, a tube of toothpaste would be 
automatically be accepted in New Zealand if it was accepted in Vietnam. This would cover a myriad 
of regulations that ensure toothpaste is safe such as labelling, food, drug or cosmetic standards, 
safety and effectiveness regulations, ingredients regulations, testing requirements and approvals 
processes. If regulatory coherence in that sense was accepted it would mean that the lowest 
standards would win. The corporations appear to have conceded that that would be unacceptable – 
at least for now – but it remains the concept that motivates regulatory coherence. Instead, they 
want more control over the process of regulating. Transparency and regulatory coherence 
provisions mandate so-called ‘best practice’ approaches to regulation, based on risk assessment, 

404



111 

cost benefit analysis and evidence based decisions that favour light-handed regulation, and make 
the process of regulation increasingly onerous. There will be extensive obligations for reporting on 
regulatory decisions, responding to commercial submissions, reviews of decisions, and reviews of 
existing regulation. The information commercial interests obtain from these processes will provide 
rich evidence for further political pressure or investor-state disputes.   
It says a lot about the TPPA that it is proposing a tsunami of transparency and ‘good practice’ 
requirements to help investors and overseas suppliers, but exempts the process of negotiating and 
agreeing the deal itself from any such processes. Trade Minister Tim Groser says, “Those people 
who are opposed to the agreement want access to the texts so they can blow it apart”. This reveals 
a telling lack of confidence in the benefits of the proposed deal and the democratic process. Yet US 
corporations with a vested interest in the TPPA have privileged access to the text, and the proposed 
deal will give them permanent access to our regulatory processes enabling them to “blow apart” 
rules that are made by local and central government in the public interest.    
There is a great deal for local government, local communities, all of us, to be concerned about.   
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Lisa Cornelissen (Chair) 

Martinborough Community Board 

Tel: 021 652 751 

Email: martinboroughlisa@cornelissen.co.nz 

 

Martinborough Community Board (MCB) Submission in response to the SWDC 

Consultation Document “Looking to the Future” 2015 to 2025. 
Please note this submission is in addition to the workshop notes submitted following the MCB meeting on 30 

March 2015. 

 

Cycle Strategy 

MCB strongly supports the development of a Cycle Strategy to improve pedestrian and cycle access 

across the district. “A pedestrian and cycle friendly district” is a strategic priority for MCB and we 

would appreciate the opportunity to contribute to the development of a Cycle Strategy. 

We support the continued development of cycle trails at $30,000 per km and would urge SWDC to 

allow for development of a vineyard trail in Martinborough in the finalisation of the LTP. 

 

Plans of the suggested route are attached with priorities highlighted for a phased implementation. 

Cycling is increasing in popularity for residents and visitors alike. With the expansion of Green Jersey 

Cycle Hire in the centre of Martinborough there are now 5 cycle hire operators with approximately 

200 bikes available for visitors to hire on any given day. In addition increasing numbers of our 

Wellington visitors are travelling with their own bikes, despite this all of the bikes available for hire 

in Martinborough are routinely out on summer weekends.  

 

The majority of visitors hiring bikes or bringing their own explore the wineries, with heavy usage 

noted on Princess Street, Huangarua Road, Puruatanga Road, Cambridge Road, Todds Road and 

Oxford Street. This route would form the basis of an initial cycle trail of around 5kms. If this route 

proves successful there is an opportunity to extend the loop along Martins Road returning towards 

town on Hinakura Road (a further 3.2kms). 

 

There are a number of safety, access and tourism benefits of such a cycle trail: 

 Improves safety and access to Martinborough for residents in the Oxford Street / Todds 

Road area - a section of narrow roading without footpaths. 

 Improves access to the Golf Course / Squash Club complex for all residents and visitors. 

 An off road vineyard trail would vastly improve safety for visiting cyclists, who currently 

share the road with vineyard traffic. 

 Provide a safe and attractive walking track amenity for residents and visitors alike. 

 Joining a new Cycle Vineyard Trail with the existing Considine Park and Palliser Vineyard 

walk will result in an appealing exercise route for residents and an additional visitor 

attraction in Martinborough. 

 

In addition to consideration of this cycle trail proposal MCB would request that SWDC review speed 

limits along the length of the route as part of the development of the cycle strategy, with a view to 

reducing the current 70km speed zones to 50kms and all or part of the current 100km speed zones 

to 70kms.  
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The numbers in brackets below refer to the numbers on the attached plans. 

 

Current 70km speed zones: 

Princess Street from New York to Huangarua (2) 

Cambridge Road from New York to Huangarua (3) 

Huangarua Road from Princess to Cambridge (4) 

Puruatanga Road from Cambridge to Regent (5) 

 

Current 100km speed zones: 

Puruatanga Road from Regent to Todds (6) 

Todds Road from Puruatanga to the 50km zone adjacent to the Golf Club (7) 

Martins Road from Todds to Hinakura (8 & 9) 

Hinakura Road from Martins to Todds (10) 
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1 

2 

3 

7 

4 

5 

Vineyard Cycle Trail Phase 1 

8 

9 10 

Vineyard Cycle Trail Phase 2 

1 Cycle Trail Route Cycle Trail Priority 

1 (to golf club) 

6 

32 Oxford St 
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Submitted on Monday, 8 June 2015 - 1:45pm Submitted by anonymous user: [115.188.225.240] 
Submitted values are: 
 
   --Submitter Details-- 
     Name of Submitter: Alistair and Jenny Boyne 
     Organisation: 
     Rate Payer Type: Rural 
     Age: 45-54 
     Ethnicity: Kiwi 
     Do you want to receive the "Stakeholder Update" email from SWDC? 
     Yes 
 
 
   --Submission Hearings-- 
     I/We would like to speak to our submission: Yes 
     Speaking Preference: June 11th am 
 
 
   --Rates Affordability-- 
     Do you support increased Fees and Charges (i.e. higher dog 
     registration) as opposed to a general rates increase?    : No 
     Do you agree with the proposed overall average general rates 
     increase for the next 10 years?      : Agree 
     If not what general rates increase do you support? 
     Other: 
 
 
   --Development Initiatives-- 
     Do you support the following initiatives? 
      - Coastal Reserve Development 
      - Cycle trails 
 
 
   --Overall Level of Service (LoS)-- 
   With regard to LoS, should we: Maintain the current LoS 
 
 
   --Sewerage-- 
     In what timeframe should irrigation to land be completed? Other 
     Other: Should look at reusing this valuable resource and offer 
     clean grey water to local landowners for irrigation purposes. 
 
 
   --Roading-- 
     Should road maintenance service levels be: Maintained 
     Seal extensions: 2km extension 
     Where do you think seal extensions should be done? 
     Would Like to see the seal extensions outside peoples houses on 
     rural roads. Starting with seal where the dwelling is less than 
     5metres from roads edge. 
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   --Footpaths-- 
     Do you support the establishment of rural footpaths (lime 
     walkways) through rural rates? No 
     If yes, how should they be prioritised? Main roads south 
 
 
   --Pensioner (Community) Housing-- 
   Do you consider Pensioner Housing part of our core business: Yes 
 
 
   --Digital Services-- 
     Which digital services do you think are a priority for the 
     Wairarapa: 
      - Urban ultra fast broadband 
      - Mobile black spots 
 
 
   --Have Your Say-- 
     Strategies and Policies: 
     Time for your say, if you would like to comment or propose 
     something different now is the time: 
     Upload submission: 
     Upload additional information: 
 
 
 
 
The results of this submission may be viewed at: 
http://www.swdc.govt.nz/node/576/submission/476 

http://www.swdc.govt.nz/node/576/submission/476
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-----Original message----- 
From: Johni Rutene <johnithebarber@gmail.com> 
To: Michael roera <mroera@hotmail.co.nz> 
Sent: Tue, 02 Jun 2015, 21:38:42 GMT+00:00 
Subject:  

 

Iwi monitors 

 

Paid iwi monitors; the same as Masterton 

 

Pou 

 

Citizen’s advice ceremony. Done by the representatives of the MSC not individuals at any 

Marae 

 

Paid cultural adviser 

 

TPPA 

 

Partnership in business and administration in Te Reo Maori 

 

Water 

 

Waste water 

 

Street, Sub division and park Names in Te Reo 

 




