

















































































































7.1 Key Performance Indicators

MONTH YTD MONTH YTD
Users satisfied with parks and reserves 90%
Ratepayers and residents are satisfied with 80%
Council playgrounds
Council playground equipment that meets 100%
national standards
Council pools comply with NZ swimming pool 100%
water testing standards
Ratepayers and residents satisfaction with 65%
Council swimming pools
Occupancy of pensioner housing 99.8%
Ratepayers and residents satisfied with town 74%
halls
Cycle strategy Developed
Ratepayers and residents satisfied with public 90%
toilet facilities
Taking programmes out into the community >3 per
and providing a wide variety of programmes in library
the library
% of ratepayers and residents satisfied with 90%
libraries

7.2 Parks and Reserves
7.2.1. Featherston

Preparations are underway at Card Reserve for the transition from summer
sport to winter sport. The rugby fields have now been marked out.

7.2.2. Greytown

The 4-tonne steel kouka (cabbage tree) sculpture has been installed at
Stella Bull Park. Some finishing touches are required, and a formal blessing
ceremony will be held.

7.2.3. Martinborough

Grass has been re-sown on Soldiers’ Memorial Park in the Town Square -
the second Martinborough Fair came after a fair bit of rain, and heavy foot
traffic from the fair killed a considerable amount of grass.

7.2.4. Coastal reserves
Two new warning signs have been installed at Lake Ferry, at the beginning

of the track to the beach, and near the hard-stand for the portable toilets.
The old sign is being removed.
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7.3 Community housing

There has been an increase in the enquiries over the last month, and from
those enquiries two applications have been received. The waiting lists
remain long, with five people waiting for flats at Martinborough, two at
Greytown and twelve at Featherston.

The six monthly flat inspections at Cicely Martin flats in Martinborough were
held on Thursday, 9 February 2017. The inspections for Burling and
Matthews flats in Featherston were held on Monday 13 March 2017. The
inspection of Westhaven flats will be in early April.

Flat inspections give officers the opportunity not only to check that flats are
being kept in a reasonable condition, but also to ensure that smoke
detectors are actively working and to identify any maintenance work that is
required. It is a good chance to have a general catch-up with the residents,
ensure they are managing in their flats, and check whether they need home
assistance, meals on wheaels etc.

The tenants regularly provide feedback such as ‘they were grateful to have
these flats’ and that they ‘feel safe’.

Yukiko Kuboshima, a PhD student in the School of Architecture at Victoria
University of Wellington, attended the inspections as part of her survey
work. Tenants at Cicely Martin, Burling and Matthew flats enjoyed meeting
Yukiko and talking to her.
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7.4 Cemeteries

7.4.1. Purchases of burial plots/niches 10 February 2017 to 23

March 2017
Greytown Featherston | Martinborough
Niche
In-ground Ashes Beam 1
Plot 1 2
Total 2 2 0
7.4.2. Ashes interments/burials 10 February 2017 to 23 March
2017
Greytown Featherston | Martinborough
Burial 1
Ashes in-ground 1 1
Ashes wall
Total 2 0 1

7.5 Swimming pools

The swimming season finished for 2016/17 on 12 March. Numbers were
well down on previous seasons presumably due to poor weather.

7.5.1. Swimmer numbers for all pools February and March

The swimming season finished for 2016/17 on 12 March. Numbers were
well down on previous seasons presumably due to poor weather.

days (no swimmers)

Greytown Featherston | Martinborough
February swimmer 1203 455 708
numbers
Concessions as %age of 24% 44% 45%
total swimmers
Peak day : number of 05/02/2017 : | 05/02/2017 : | 05/02/2017 :
swimmers 363 74 192
Number of unattended 5 7 6
days (no swimmers)

Greytown Featherston | Martinborough
March swimmer 368 311 437
numbers (1-12/03 only)
Concessions as %age of 24% 45% 34%
total swimmers
Peak day : number of 04/03/2017: | 04/03/2017 : | 04/03/2017 :
swimmers 112 51 10
Number of unattended 3 3 8
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7.5.2. Total swimmer numbers for 2016/17 season

Greytown Featherston | Martinborough
Total swimmer numbers 5984 2395 3212
Difference to previous \28.05% V17.32% V55.06%
season
Concessions as %age of 20% 44% 42%
total swimmers
Peak day : number of 05/02/2017: | 05/02/2017 | 05/02/2017 :
swimmers 363 1 74 192

The Kids’ Pool Access Programme run in the three towns was well-received,
however numbers are much lower than anticipated, with the weather again
being the likely cause. Featherston’s programme was extended to the end
of the season, as was Martinborough’s. The final humber of swims under
the programme was Featherston and Greytown 338 each and
Martinborough 167.

7.6 Events
7.6.1. Featherston
Completed events:

Ride the Rail (Cross Creek Railway Society Inc) is being held every Sunday
through to the last Sunday in April 2017 (Clifford Square, Featherston)

Junior Triathlon is being held Saturday, 25 February 2017 (Card
Reserve/Featherston Swimming Pool)

The Wellington Anglican Diocese Games is being held Sunday, 5 March 2017
(Randolf Park and Featherston Swimming Pool)




Future events:

Ride the Rail (Cross Creek Railway Society Inc) is being held every Sunday
through to the last Sunday in April 2017 (Clifford Square, Featherston)

Ron Hughes Memorial Athletics Meet is being held Sunday, 25 March 2017
(Card Reserve, Featherston)

7.6.2. Greytown
Completed events:

Greytown Country Market at Stella Bull Park — Sunday, 18 December 2016,
15 January 2017, 19 February, 19 March 2017

Future events:

Greytown Country Market at Stella Bull Park — The dates for the markets
start from: 16 October then 20 November, 18 December 2016, 15 January,
19 February, 19 March and 16 April 2017

7.6.3. Martinborough
Completed events:

Martinborough Fairs held 4 February and 4 March 2017 (Martinborough
Square and Adjacent Streets)

P "
u.\n uthl.JQﬂt 7

Round the Vines Fun Walk/run held Sunday, 19 March 2017 (Memorial
Square and Designated Streets)
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Appendices

Appendix 1 Monthly water usage

Appendix 2 Waste exported to Bonny Glen

Appendix 3 Library statistics

Appendix 4 Draft submission on GPS to Ministry of Transport

Appendix 5 Wellington Regional Transport Committee Submission

Contact Officer: Mark Allingham, Group Manager Infrastructure and Services
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Water use South Wairarapa District Council
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Appendix 2 -Waste exported
to Bonny Glen
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Appendix 3 - Library
statistics
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South Wairarapa libraries - issues and renewals to February 2017
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Feb-16 Mar-16 Apr-16 May-16 Jun-16 Jul-16 Aug-16 Sep-16 Oct-16 Nov-16 Dec-16 Jan-17 Feb-17
M Featherston 2057 2304 2482 2591 2375 2440 2533 2574 2113 2296 2167 2836 2057
H Greytown 2495 3010 2757 2588 2543 2820 2684 2659 2567 2136 2556 2967 2432
m Martinborough| 2242 2925 3134 3074 2820 3197 2635 2654 2467 2819 2661 3526 2442
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Wairarapa Library Service - audio and e-book issues to February
2017
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APNK Wi-fi user sessions to February 2017

2500
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user sessions
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Feb-16 Mar-16 Apr-16 May-16 | Jun-16 Jul-16 Aug-16 Sep-16 Oct-16 Nov-16 Dec-16 Jan-17 Feb-17
M Featherston 757 810 738 666 621 655 653 593 628 745 1030 1183 900
® Greytown 1008 931 779 651 567 653 599 597 617 675 745 1177 1354
® Martinborough| 1552 1267 1159 920 894 1177 977 1036 1026 1251 1288 2050 1524
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Appendix 4 — Draft letter to
Ministry of Transport, GPS
Policy Team
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XX March 2017

Attn: GPS Policy Team
Ministry of Transport
PO Box 3175
WELLINGTON 6140

Dear Sir/Madam

Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide feedback on the Government Policy Statement on
Land Transport 2018 (GPS).

The Masterton, Carterton and South Wairarapa District Councils would like to submit the following

comments in regard to the GPS;

e The Councils note that “rural” roads are not mentioned in the GPS while “urban” areas are
mentioned on nine occasions. This has the potential to create confusion as rural is a term the public
are familiar with, and it appears to be ignored in the GPS.

e The Councils support the GPS approach considering the whole transport system and all the transport
modes. However, the GPS should clearly identify that transport connections should not just be
focused on the “destination” but also on the “starting point” for those journeys. They recommend
that rural roads are included in the GPS and that the journey starting point be as much a focus as the
destination.

e The Councils have concerns about reduced maintenance spending resulting in lower average
standards on the rural roads associated with the One Network Road Classification (ONRC)
programme. The Councils note that the public has not yet had an opportunity to comment on the
ONRC customer levels of service and the implications it will have on their local roads. What is the
time frame for a public discussion on this?

e The Councils support the regional economic development and tourism focus of the GPS and notes
that the Wellington region is identified for future growth. Rail services improvement for the
Wairarapa would be a key aspect regarding this development and tourism focus. They recommend
that rail service improvement in the region be included in the GPS.

e The Councils support the Government in considering providing additional support to reduce local

funding contributions but recommend the GPS commits to the support rather than just considering
it.
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e The Councils support the GPS giving priority to resilience investment on routes with highest
economic and social costs. However, it does have concerns that the Rimutaka Hill road has not been
included in the accelerated regional road package and is unclear on the implications of this for the
region. They recommend that the Rimutaka Hill road be included in the accelerated regional road
package.

e The Councils are concerned that the GPS has focused on the extension of cycle networks in the main
urban areas but is silent on supporting rural and provincial cycling. Cycling is a tourism focus for the
regions and this leaves rural and provincial Councils with the full costs for providing these networks
when urban areas are receiving Government subsidies. They recommend that this subsidy be made
available to all councils.

e The Councils are also concerned that the national local road improvement budget will be reduced by
S40million, especially when safety, safer speeds and dust management are issues that will be
drawing on this budget in the future. They understand that some councils are currently not fully
utilising this budget but are concerned that the councils that are, will be penalised through this
budget reduction. They recommend that this budget not be reduced.

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback.

Yours sincerely

99



Appendix 5 - Wellington
Regional Transport
Committee Submission
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Attachment 1 to Report 17.73

Wellington Regional Transport Committee

Submission on the Draft Government Policy Statement on Land
Transport 2018/19 — 2027/28

28 March 2017

Introduction

The Wellington Regional Transport Committee (RTC) would like to thank the Ministry of
Transport for this opportunity to provide feedback on the Draft Government Policy Statement
on Land Transport 2018/19 — 2027/28 (Draft GPS 2018).

Key points

This submission identifies particular areas of support, as well as changes that the RTC would
like to see made to the Draft GPS 2018. The key points in our submission are as follows:

®  One transport system approach — The RTC fully supports this integrated approach but the
Draft GPS 2018 does not provide the mechanisms to make this happen efficiently or
effectively. The balance of objectives and funding are unevenly weighted, for example, the
emphasis is still heavily geared towards road investment, particularly state highways. The
‘silo’ structure of the activity class framework does not encourage integrated planning, and
better provision in the activity classes is needed to enable multi-modal, multi-agency
programmes particularly in the areas of travel demand management and network
optimisation.

e  Weighting of objectives — The lower priority that has been given to two of the six national
land transport objectives, those concerning the provision of appropriate transport choices
and mitigating the effects of land transport on the environment, is not supported. All six
objectives should be equally important. Although additional funding for walking and
cycling is welcomed, there is insufficient attention given to walking in the objectives.

® Public transport — While the increased funding is welcomed, the Draft GPS 2018
downplays the important role of quality public transport in supporting economic growth,
improving efficiency and optimising the transport system, particularly in urban areas. The
RTC also remains concerned that the ability to deliver high quality and integrated public
transport services is constrained by the inability to fund rail infrastructure through the
NLTF.

e Resilience — The RTC supports the increased focus on resilience but it needs to encompass
a broader perspective, including longer term impacts and trends such as climate change. A
specific activity class for resilience is recommended.
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® Local road investment — The RTC does not support the reduced funding allocated to the
local road improvements activity class as we believe that there are reasons for the
underspend related to the funding criteria that need to be investigated and resolved before
any decisions are made regarding the level of funding.

One transport system approach

The RTC fully supports the ‘one transport system’ approach as this is in line with the approach
taken in the Wellington Regional Land Transport Plan 2015 (RLTP). A multi-modal, integrated
package of solutions that effectively support economic growth and community wellbeing is key
to delivering the strategic vision for the region. This includes providing a high quality, reliable
public transport network and an attractive and safe walking and cycling network, as well as a
reliable and effective strategic road network. This also means ensuring the Wellington region
has a well planned, connected and integrated transport network and an efficient and optimised
transport system that minimises the impact on the environment.

The RTC has strong concerns that the ‘one transport system’ approach will not be able to be
delivered in practice due to the balance of funding set out in the Draft GPS 2018. Funding is
still heavily weighted towards road investment, particularly state highways and this is despite
the Draft GPS 2018 clearly stating that in order to achieve value for money (one of the three
strategic priorities) investment needs to get the best use out of existing assets. While some
investment in roading is necessary particularly for safety and resilience reasons, the balance of
funding does not adequately recognise the important role of public transport, active modes and
travel demand management as part of an effective and optimised transport network.

There is also concern that the ‘silo’ structure of the activity classes framework does not
encourage the integrated multi-modal planning needed to support and enable the one transport
system approach. The activity classes need to make better provision for multi-modal, multi-
agency programmes particularly in the areas of travel demand management and network
optimisation. We also note that despite significance reference to emerging technologies, many
of which may be employed to optimise the transport system, it is not clear how the activity
classes will allow these to be funded.

We welcome the guidance in the ministerial expectations for the NZ Transport Agency
regarding the need to “work collaboratively with the transport sector” and “encourage
integrated network planning”. We agree these are crucial to ensuring a one transport system
approach. The alliance that was formed to deliver the Mackays to Peka Peka Expressway,
involving the NZ Transport Agency, the local authority (Kapiti Coast District Council) and
contractors, is a good example of this collaborative approach and resulted in a number of wider
positive outcomes around community engagement, safety, integration with other transport
modes and environmental management.

The RTC recommends a shift to a more balanced and multi-modal funding allocation within
GPS 2018, recognising the important role of public transport, active modes and travel demand
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management as part of an effective and optimised transport network, possibly via a more area-
based approach to funding activities.

Weighting of objectives

The RTC does not support the lower priority given to two of the six national land transport
objectives and questions the lack of explanation for giving unequal weighting to the objectives.
The Draft GPS simply states that the objectives concerning the provision of appropriate
transport choices and mitigating the effects of land transport on the environment “have less
focus” but it is not clear why. There are concerns about the impact this prioritisation will have
on progress towards a ‘one transport system’. The provision of transport choice is an essential
part of achieving a resilient and efficient transport network, and mitigation of environmental
effects should be an important priority given that the transport sector accounts for nearly 20%
of domestic greenhouse gas emissions in New Zealand and is the highest emitting sector after
agriculture. Environmental effects can also be addressed through positive initiatives such as
electric cars and low emission public transport vehicles. The RTC would like to see all six
objectives given equal importance.

The additional funding provided in the walking and cycling improvements activity class is
welcomed by the RTC. There are several key cycleway projects in the Wellington region that
can be progressed using this funding allocation and will assist in achieving our key strategic
objective of an attractive and safe walking and cycling network. However, we are concerned
that insufficient attention has been given to walking in the objectives. The long and short term
results are limited to cycling only and there is a concern that this will impact on the ability for
walking infrastructure projects to be funded. It may even influence whether walking is
considered as part of wider projects, such as connections to public transport and providing
paths adjacent to highways.

Virtually every journey begins and ends with walking and the importance of this mode cannot
be ignored, particularly in areas such as Wellington City which has New Zealand’s highest
proportion of journey to work trips that are made on foot (21% based on 2013 Census data).
Furthermore, as our population ages, walking will also become an increasingly important mode
of transport across the region, requiring high quality infrastructure.

There is also a concern about the lack of funding for cycleways outside main urban areas and
the impact this will have on cycle networks in other areas that are not eligible for Government
subsidies.

It is noted that reporting measures are not included in the Draft GPS. Without these, it is hard
to understand how the short to medium term results will be assessed and how this will shape
investment decision making. For example, the short to medium term results for the Economic
Growth and Productivity priority include: “Public transport is provided where there is
sufficient demand”. It is unclear what is meant by “sufficient demand” and what metrics will
be used to determine the level of demand.
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The RTC recommends that all six national land transport objectives are given equal
importance, including provision of appropriate transport choices and mitigating the effects of
land transport on the environment.

The RTC supports the additional funding provided in the walking and cycling improvements
activity class.

The RTC recommends that greater emphasis is placed on walking in the objectives and the
results, and that reporting measures also include walking.

Public Transport

The Wellington region has a high-quality, well used public transport network of bus, train and
harbour ferry services and one of our key strategic objectives is to provide a high quality,
reliable public transport network. The rail network accounts for around 45% of journey to
work trips from local authority areas other than Wellington City to destination workplaces
within the Wellington CBD, highlighting the importance of the rail network as a means of
transporting people to/from the Wellington CBD and taking pressure off the strategic highway
network. The ongoing investment in public transport is welcomed by the RTC but it does not
go far enough, particularly when compared to the funding allocated for roading.

The Draft GPS 2018 downplays the important role that quality public transport performs in
supporting economic growth, improving efficiency and optimising the transport system,
particularly in urban areas. It is also virtually silent on the role that public transport can play in
reducing emissions. The references to public transport throughout the Draft GPS seem to
suggest that it is a secondary mode of transport that should only be invested in if sufficient
demand already exists. This contrasts with the GPS’s statements in respect of roading, where
investment is strongly encouraged to enable growth despite the acknowledgment that benefit
cost ratios for state highway improvements have been diminishing.

Public transport is so much more than simply “a transport choice for those without private
vehicles”. This type of wording does little to support or encourage an uptake in public transport
and is not an accurate reflection of public transport users. Public transport (including buses,
trains, ferries and light rail) is an extremely efficient mover of people and therefore plays an
important role in addressing traffic congestion, achieving liveable cities, supporting an efficient
transport network and contributing to economic growth and productivity. It will also play an
increasingly important role in supporting New Zealand’s ageing population which is likely to
lead to more demand for public transport.

Reference is made in the Draft GPS 2018 to the lack of growth outside Auckland and
Wellington in public transport use. Public transport patronage is very much a reflection of the
services available and how it is integrated with the rest of the transport network. The RTC
notes that in the cycling area, investment in networks is being explicitly used as a means of
creating user growth. We therefore question why this investment approach is not also being
applied to stimulate public transport growth across other centres in New Zealand.
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The RTC remains concerned that the ability to deliver high quality and integrated public
transport services is constrained by the inability to fund rail infrastructure through the NLTF.
Separate funding for rail undermines the ability to efficiently plan and deliver an integrated one
transport system approach. Under the current approach, rail capital works on KiwiRail network
infrastructure that are critical for the reliable running of commuter rail services are not included
in the NLTP.

In the Wellington region’s Hutt Valley, all of the partners involved in the State Highway 2
(Ngauranga to Te Marua) Programme Business Case concluded that public transport and
particularly rail improvements were an essential part of the solution for addressing the
problems along this corridor including congestion, as well as facilitating growth. Delivering
these solutions will be much less efficient, and ultimately more costly overall, than it should be
because the public transport improvements are reliant on some significant infrastructure
improvements to the rail lines. Negotiations with KiwiRail are required to make this happen,
but the necessary infrastructure works are a lower priority for Kiwirail due to their focus on
freight rather than passenger services. This disconnect makes it very difficult to deliver and
maintain high quality passenger rail services.

We also wish to question the guidance in the ministerial expectations regarding the NZ
Transport Agency taking a lead role in securing prudent activity management in public
transport. The region’s local authorities undertake activity and asset management planning as
part of our responsibilities under the Local Government Act 2002 and are set out in our Long
Term Plan.

The RTC recommends that the role and benefits of public transport are more clearly outlined
in the GPS, recognising that public transport is an extremely efficient mover of people and
therefore plays an important role in addressing traffic congestion, achieving liveable cities,
supporting an efficient transport network and contributing to economic growth and
productivity as part of the one transport system approach.

The RTC recommends a substantial reallocation of funding within the activity class
framework in order to reflect the important role that public transport performs in the transport
system.

The RTC recommends that the Government review the funding of passenger rail
infrastructure, recognising that the delivery of high quality and integrated public transport
services is constrained by the inability to fund rail infrastructure through the NLTF.

Resilience

The identification of resilience as one of the six national land transport objectives in the Draft
GPS 2018 and its identification as a priority is supported by the RTC. Providing an
increasingly resilient transport network is a key strategic objective for the Wellington region.
The need to address resiliency now and for future users is a very real and pressing one.

61



As set out in the RLTP, a resilient transport network is one which is designed, developed and
maintained to recover quickly from unplanned events. A transport network may be affected by
both ‘High Impact Low Probability’ events and ‘Low Impact High Probability’ events. These
may be natural hazard events ranging from a slip or surface flooding, through to a major
earthquake or tsunami. Crashes that occur on the road network may also result in disruptions as
a result of lane closures or an entire corridor being temporarily out of use. Another aspect of
transport network resilience is the need to be adaptable to potential future changes in climate
patterns, sea levels, travel demands, technologies, fuel types, and lifestyles.

It is this latter resilience element that we do not feel has been adequately addressed in the Draft
GPS 2018. It is often the slower incremental threats to the network that are overlooked and it is
critical that these be factored into our planning. It will be difficult to achieve this under the
Draft GPS 2018 approach to resilience which focuses on identifying and remedying critical
points on the network.

The RTC would strongly support a specific activity class for resilience to encourage and enable
a focused investment approach to this important priority.

The RTC recommends that greater emphasis is given to longer term impacts and trends such
as climate change.

The RTC recommends that a specific activity class for resilience activities be introduced.

Local road investment

The RTC does not support the reduced funding allocated to the local road improvements
activity class. The rationale suggests this is due to underspending and we question if the reason
behind this has been adequately investigated as it may be an indication of difficulties meeting
the funding criteria rather than a reduced need for funding. We understand some local councils
face difficulties raising their local share, particularly with pressure to keep rates increases to a
minimum. We are concerned that those councils that are fully utilising this budget will be
penalised by the reduced funding allocation. We also note the new definition for the activity
class is focused on creating new local assets which is not in line with the value for money
objective requiring investment get the best use out of existing assets (as mentioned earlier).

The RTC welcomes the additional funding provided in the local road maintenance activity
class which is essential to support the implementation of the ONRC. However, we note that the
public has not yet had an opportunity to comment on ONRC customer levels of service and the
implications it will have on their local roads. We also envisage a greater effect on local road
maintenance arising from the uptake of High Productivity Motor Vehicles by the transport
industry. The increased use of these vehicles has been very successful and improved transport
efficiency. However, the greater vehicle mass means assets are deteriorating at a faster rate
than anticipated and the renewal needs of roads and bridges is increasing in turn.
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The RTC recommends the reasons for underspending in the local road improvements activity
class be fully investigated before any decisions are made regarding the level of funding.

Thank you once again for the opportunity for the RTC to provide feedback on the Draft GPS
2018.
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MARTINBOROUGH COMMUNITY BOARD

24 APRIL 2017

AGENDA ITEM 6.4

CHORUS CABINET ART COMMUNITY BOARD
PROJECT OPPORTUNITY

Purpose of Report

To refer information received from Chorus to community boards for
consideration as a community project.

Recommendations

Officers recommend that the Community Board:

1. Receive the information.

2. Consider whether to coordinate as a Community Board project, the
Chorus Cabinet Art Project.

1. Executive Summary

In 2010 Chorus began a trial in Auckland to test if art works on their fibre
cabinets decreased the frequency of tagging. This proved successful so a
programme was extended to include other NZ cities and towns.

Locally, Masterton have taken up this project and all of their urban boxes
are now painted. Sandy Ryan at Connecting Communities has been
managing this project.

Chorus have now invited South Wairarapa to consider taking part in the
Cabinet Art Project. Final terms and conditions of this project including
funding available should be discussed and agreed with Chorus.

2. Criteria for Selection

Previously the main criteria for selecting cities/towns for cabinet art work
was the frequency of tagging, as the mural became cost effective through
eliminating cleaning costs. Chorus are now considering towns for selection
if there is @a community or council request.
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3. Cabinet Art Process

a. The Community Board contacts Chorus to register interest in the
programme.
b. The Community Board works with Chorus to find a local artist for a

nominated cabinet.

C. The Community Board works with the community, artist and Chorus
to come up with design ideas.

- A design is submitted to Chorus for approval.
- Chorus approves the design or requests modifications.
- An artist contract is signed (see example in Appendix 2).

d. The Community Board or artist prepares the cabinet for painting
(note this is different from how the Masterton scheme worked and
project information in Appendix 1).

e. The artist purchases materials and completes art work, including
applying the final anti-graffiti guard (supplied by Chorus).

f. The artist submits photos of the cabinet and an invoice for materials
and time at the agreed amount to Chorus for final sign off.

g. Chorus signs off the design and pays the invoice.

h. Chorus loads the artwork on to the Chorus website and Facebook

page and the cabinet may be considered for the annual Chorus
cabinet art calendar.

4. Location of Cabinets

The number, size and location of Chorus cabinets in the South Wairarapa is
currently not in hand, Chorus have undertaken to provide this information
in a few weeks.

5. Financial Considerations

5.1 Cabinets Funded by Chorus

Chorus will fund the cost of artwork for some South Wairarapa cabinets
(exact number not yet known):

. Funding includes the cost of paint and a contribution for the artist’s
time which is typically $1,000 for large cabinets and $400 for smaller
cabinets.

° Artists must submit an invoice to Chorus for the cost of the paints

and provision of services and they will be reimbursed unless they
have not adhered to the previously agreed design.

5.2 Cabinets and Costs not Funded by Chorus

Artists’ costs exceeding the above amounts for any one cabinet would need
to be borne by the Community Board.
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Chorus cannot provide information at this time on how many cabinet murals
they will fund. The amount of funding available is dependent on how many
other councils pickup this project.

After allocated funds have been used, the Community Board may elect to

continue the project utilising their own funds or by securing sponsorship
from other community organisations.

6. Options

The Community Board can choose not to move forward with the Cabinet Art
Project and Chorus will continue to remove any graffiti.

7. Appendices
Appendix 1 - Chorus Cabinet Art Project Information

Appendix 2 - Example Artists Contract

Contact Officer: Suzanne Clark, Committee Secretary

Reviewed By: Mark Allingham, Group Manager Infrastructure and
Services
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Appendix 1 — Chorus Cabinet
Art Presentation
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Chorus cabinet art

We'd like to come to your town

{ FAGE 1
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Cabinet art project overview

> In 2010 Chorus began a trial in Auckland to test if art works
on the cabinets decreased the frequency of tagging. This
proved successful so the programme has been extended to
include art works in Wellington, Nelson, Hutt Valley, Dunedin,
Upper Hutt, Porirua, Christchurch, Invercargill and Kapiti
Coast, along with many other New Zealand towns.

> The main criteria for considering a cabinet as a candidate for
art work is the frequency of tagging, as the mural becomes
cost effective through eliminating cleaning costs. However
other avenues are also considered, such as community or
council requests and involvement.

The final decision on design and content remain with Chorus
and the final work must accurately reflect the approved design
with no offensive designs, images or words.

o Bt S bapisotosrovtopien =

/ PAGE 2
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Mural process

Cabinet is identified and an artist sought to create design.

= Design is submitted (where possible including colours and indication of finer
details to be added during actual painting) to Chorus.

> Chorus approves design or requests modifications.

> Artist purchases materials and completes art work, including final anti-graffiti
guard (supplied by Chorus).

= Artist submits photos and invoice for final sign off and (if approved) invoice is
paid.

> Art work is loaded on to Chorus website and Facebook page and may be
considered for the annual Chorus cabinet art calendar.

i
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Working with our communities

> Among others, we are currently working with local
communities in:

Gisborne
Auckland
Masterton
Levin
Dunedin
Hastings
Palmerston North
Nelson
Invercargill
Rotorua
Hamilton
Taumarunui

We would love to extend the project around the country and
are now hoping to bring the project to your town.

e —

/ PAGE 4
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Some examples of existing art:
Lower Hutt

Adjacent residents wanted birds
and ferns on their cabinet.

@w Chorus

/ PAGE 5
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Paraparaumu

The panoramic view of the Kapiti Coast is wrapped around this cabinet. This
cabinet was hit once with graffiti since the mural was completed, but the local
residents ensured the offender knew their contribution is not needed again.

@v Chorus

/ PAGE 6
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Titirangi, Auckland

Edith Diggle, illustrator of the book Tiberius the
Titirangi Mouse, lives near the cabinet and

decorated it with a mural from the book. When
it came time to replace the cabinet, the second

book was about to be launched, so Edith again owmmﬁmq a mural
@w Chorus for us. We then moved the old mural-clad cabinet to her garden.

/ PAGE 7
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Glendene, Auckland

/ PAGE 8
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Henderson, Auckland

This is outside the local skate park.

/ PAGE 9
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Christchurch

Local communities were
asked what they wanted to
see on their cabinets and
murals were designed from
these ideas.

/ PAGE 10

a4



Christchurch

This cabinet was completed in
conjunction with the
Christchurch City Council and
the Girl Guides as part of their
jamboree.

@Mou Chorus

/ PAGE 11
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http://www.wallisandmatilda.com.au/the-last-parade.shtml
http://www.wallisandmatilda.com.au/the-last-parade.shtml
http://poppyplaces.nz/#ref-two







































http://www.lgc.govt.nz/the-reorganisation-process/draft-proposal-for-a-new-wairarapa-district-council/
http://www.lgc.govt.nz/the-reorganisation-process/draft-proposal-for-a-new-wairarapa-district-council/
http://www.swdc.govt.nz/sites/default/files/DCAG5April17C6MbaGrowth.pdf
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