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Other feedback for the LTP

#1 Big Decision
No we do not prefer (strongly disagree with) the lower cost investment option for renewals for our water and wastewater networks. 

These networks have been shown to be under considerable strain (e.g. multiple recent events leading to water being 
inaccessible/undrinkable) and have suffered from a history of under-investment (a feature of local government investment in water 
infrastructure across the country, not unique to south Wairarapa). These networks need to be made fit-for-purpose, bearing in mind 
Council’s tourism and urban growth and development goals for south Wairarapa. We also seek council's commitment to building 
greater resilience in this essential network infrastructure because:
• the impact on people/communities and economic growth when water is unavailable is significant; and
• it does not make sense to design for today’s needs - future growth must be considered.
#2 Big Decision
We strongly disagree with the preferred option to remove funding for rural road seal extensions to save $400,000 per year.

We live on an unsealed road where council has previously sealed a section of the road and more recently has granted numerous 
building/resource consents. This has led directly to significant growth in the numbers of people/vehicle traffic using our road, which is 
approximately 1.5 kilometres long, directly up a relatively steep hill.  This growth in development is greater than the original subdivision 
proposed/contemplated.  The road is no longer in a suitable condition for vehicle use, including bicycles. It is heavily corrugated, there 
is little gravel covering and the underlying clay is extremely slippery in winter. This situation has been brought about by council’s 
development decisions and council must fund the accompanying network infrastructure consequences - roading in this instance.  The  
available information in the LTP did not allow us to undertake the necessary lifecycle cost analysis. However, we would encourage the 
Council to seek from officers the asset cost comparisons across a 50 year timeframe, which will illustrate that the short-term cost 
savings now essentially defers the true asset costs and they become exponentially greater over time.  

#3 Big Decision
No, we strongly disagree that council should start funding footpath, kerb and channel extensions in Year 1, at a current cost of 
$400,000 per year.

This is unnecessary expenditure, in light of the basic roading and water infrastructure currently missing, ageing or unfit-for-purpose in 
south Wairarapa. Council should only consider such ‘nice to have’ proposals once core council facilities and services are in place.

#4 Big Decision
Yes we strongly agree with the proposal to stop mowing berms in the towns. 

Studies have shown the environmental benefits of this approach. This practice also represents unnecessary expenditure in light of the 
basic roading and water infrastructure currently missing, ageing or unfit-for-purpose in south Wairarapa.  

#5 Big Decision
No we do not support (disagree with) the development of a new Greytown play space.

This is unnecessary expenditure in light of the basic roading and water infrastructure currently missing, ageing or unfit-for-purpose in 
south Wairarapa. Council should only consider such ‘nice to have’ proposals once foundational council facilities and services are in 
place.

#6 Big Decision
No we do not support (strongly disagree with) shutting down the Greytown recycling centre. 

Council needs to recognise that the world has changed in relation to resource use, the drive towards sustainability and prudent waste 
management. Allowing, encouraging or incentivising ratepayers to throw recyclable material in landfills is irresponsible. The 
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Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

# 1
 Option 1  Featherston waste water. Agree
More exploration of other models of waste water treatment. What is best practice in other countries.
If the water table is too high for safe disposal of effluent why not  pump the water up into a gully and use a series of tanks at 
descending height to filter the waste. A similar system to modern septic tanks which produce potable water.

#  2
Option 2 Roading. strongly disagree
Why would option 1 be even considered?

#3
Option !  Strongly agree
At present many public footpaths are unsafe or non existent as in Wallace street south of Brandon street. They must be improved and 
maintained for Health and Safety concerns.

# 4
 Option 2 Strongly disagree
This is a basic service. Many berms are very wide and uneven making mowing difficult for the average household mower, and for 
elderly residents

# 5  Agree

# 6 strongly disagree
Why is this even considered when the Featherston Recycling centre will be in a similar position with the Johnston St subdivisions. 
Also with open days on the weekends when the road is busy with extra traffic created the sports fields and the swimming pool.
We know that when recycling becomes a difficulty , it is not done, causing fly tipping which is already a problem due to the distance to 
the Martinborough Transfer station.
 station. There is also the danger of unsafe loads coming down the Tauherenikau strait on windy days.
A recycling centre doesn't need to be unsightly or smelly. So this should not be a problem for Greytown.

Featherston Growth options
There needs to greater flexibility in the types and sizes of sections and houses. Smaller 2 storeyed apartments would be more suited 
to younger commuting couples and perhaps some older residents who do not need large sections.
Subdividing larger sections needs to be simplified and made more straightforward.
Developers need to put appropriate foot paths, lighting and roading as well as green spaces in their plans. The extension of Johnston 
Street in Featherston is a disgrace.
All heritage buildings must be maintained to an appropriate standard , respecting the heritage and character of these buildings. If this is
not done the owner must forfeit the buildings. The building on the corner of Daniel and Fitzherbert Streets is an eye sore and off putting 
to tourists and prospective residents. If improved, this building could provide attractive up market apartments. The Sunlea building is in
such a parlous state, demolition is the only outcome. Hence another heritage building will be lost forever. The sense of being a village 
and introducing design guides must be included for Featherston as well as Martinborough

Other points of concern.
1.The speed and traffic down Underhill road. This is a narrow road and a popular walking and cycle route and already too many minor
accidents occur.  A 70 k limit would be more appropriate.
2. Lack of provision for social housing.
3. Lack of independent water supplies. Boar Bush Gully must be utilised to provide water security for Featherston and to take pressure 
off the Waiohine Bore.
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Where did you find out about the Long Term Plan
Consultation?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

1 PERSONAL BACKGROUND AND INTRODUCTION
I and my wife Diana live and farm at  an hours drive on the Coast to the east of Martinborough. GW Soil 
mapping has calculated that over 80% of the property is greywacke soil type, equivalent in nature to the Rimutaka Road summit so 
that only 1000+ ha can be effectively farmed. (See Attached GW Aerial Farm Plan.
GW Soil Mapping and Hicks Report).

Unproductive greywacke land should not be factored by QV in a routine desk top exercise of farm revaluation to boost  the 
Government Valuation. In terms of s101 Local Government Act 2002, unproductive greywacke land cannot generate economic activity 
and so require the raising of rates to fund the consequent spending of Council "benefits".

There appears to be no mention in the LTP of the Haurangi Forest Park (30,000ha), Tuturumuri, Te Await, Hinakura or other remote hill 
country in the SWDC. From this I conclude that we are not expected to require any benefits from our rates. Are the rates justified at 
law? Is this is the reality of remote rural depopulation?

In April 2020 I submitted to the SWDC. Under the Local Government Official Information Act I discovered that  in 
2019/2020 paid total rates of
$36,653-39 (SWDC rates $21179-95 and GW rates $15473-44 (including Ruamahanga Farm) making us the fourth highest ratepayer in 
the SWDC. The highest commercial ratepayer in Martinborough appeared to be the Pukemanu Pub at 10-12 Memorial Square 
Martinborough paying total rates of $20,859-21. Assessed in terms of benefits received this was absurd. Since then the gap has 
increased, but the Council has not acted.

The latest OI from the SWDC shows that for 2021 (until 30 June 2021) the highest commercial rates paid in Martinborough were a total 
of GW and SWDC rates of $20475- 82 for 86 Naples Street while  alone will pay $36,726-46 (SWDC $21100-80 and 
GW $15,625-66....again the fourth highest ratepayer in SWDC).

I also ventured some opinions on the World Deflation. I urged that one obvious feature 2 was "go frugal, go rural" so that there would 
be an increased demand for houses in the South Wairarapa. However I under estimated the extent of the Government spend up. The 
can has been kicked along the road. COVID 19 was merely the name for the trigger event, for which present World leaders lacked the 
personal capacity to govern. The perception and probable reality of climate change is likely to extend the deflationary period. Times of 
deflation are times of disruption and enforced social and technological change.  Change can however be good but it must be fair.

The present Government has mislead New Zealand by talking of COVID 19 rather than the World Deflation and inevitable change. 
Huge public borrowing has been largely wasted to preserve old structures such as expensive housing and unreformed bureaucracies. 
The spend up has artificially hardened the $NZ and trimmed 20% from the gross returns of beef and sheep prevailing two years ago. 
Worse the money was spent at the same time that unsustainable expectations of wage increases are driving up input costs from 
manufacturing to transport and now rates.

Hill Country Farmers are now in a price cost vice. This is masked however by the short term policy of sequestered carbon artificially 
increasing the price of land for Farmers wishing to leave.

3 TOTAL GW AND SWDC RATES (Accuracy of figures depends on SWDC info)

2021 Total rates paid this year $47,780-82 inc

2022 Next year with 23% increase $58770-40 inc (includes Ruamahanga Farm lease)

2025 Three years at 23% compound $117540-80 inc
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SWDC RATES DETAILS 2020
$28,596 GST inc (

GW RATES DETAILS 2020
$19184-44  GST inc  (includes $1552-64 for public transport...?
Includes $7512.95 pest rates but last year the Station killed 2000+ opossums
Includes $2327-70 Awhea Opouawe no on farm benefits ever)

SWDC RATES PROPOSAL
19-4% rates increase  (Wairarapa Times Age p1) 17-2% (Mr Harry Wilson SWDC)

GW RATES PROPOSAL
23% rates increase and the Wairarapa shall pay more (GW Councillor)

4 REVENUE PROBLEM BY REFERENCE TO BEEF AND LAMB FIGURES 
The attached graphs (2 and 3) prepared by Mr Rob Davison of BeefandLamb Economic 3 Service shows that if we assume 8000su in 
sheep and cattle are farmed on 1000+  effective hectares at Te Awaiti  at the same level of  profitability as lower quintile hard hill 
country farmers on the Beef and Lamb tables, total GW and SWDC rates at 2020 levels now takes 6-4% of gross revenue. Next years 
rates increases will take that figure to 7-6%  of gross income. However if the rates burden increases at 23% annually compounding
it will double in three years and require 15% of gross income likely all net income.

Worse the only benefit we receive is a pro rata share of the roading network Worse again we have to suffer the metalled part of the 
network. After deduction of subsidies only
$4-7m is spent (of $25m SWDC total expenditure) on roads (SWDC 01 Zoya 22/4/21)

The Rates Increases will cause an economic multiplier in reverse as livestock Farmers pursue policies of managed retreat as we did in 
the 1980's. or more probably wholesale conversion of land to carbon radiata.

5 THE SOLUTION : BENEFITS ANALYSIS : THE LAW

John Locke Philosopher Bill of Rights Act 1689 "Who benefits and who pays"

Mackenzie District Council v. Electricorp [1992] 3. NZLR 41 Court of Appeal held that:
(1) following English caselaw Councils owe a fiduciary duty (like trustee and beneficiary) to ratepayers (2) which requires inter alia a
duty to treat all ratepayers rateably equal (rateably means according  to circumstances)  (3) which cannot be achieved unless a
Council groups all ratepayers into categories according to receipt of benefits. That resulted following privatization of SOE's in category
Electricorp,  a sole legal entity in the Mackenzie District paying rates for the first time achieving a huge reduction in proposed rates
since it did not read books or enjoy parks, but built its own roads. Mackenzie was approved by the Court of Appeal in Waitakere City
Council v Lovelock [1997]

These principles are reflected in s101 Local Government Act 2002 (underlining added)

S 101 Financial management
(1) A local authority must manage its revenues, expenses, assets, liabilities, investments, and general financial dealings prudently and 
in a manner that promotes the current and future interests of the community.
(2) A local authority must make adequate and effective provision in its long-term plan and  in its annual plan (where applicable) to
meet the expenditure needs of the local authority identified in that long-term plan and annual plan.
(3) The funding needs of the local authority must be met from those sources that the local authority determines to be appropriate,
following consideration of,-
(a) in relation to each activity to be funded,-
(i) the community outcomes to which the activity  primarily contributes; and
(ii) the distribution of benefits between the community as a whole, any identifiable part of the community, and individuals; and
(iii) th i d i hi h th b fit t d t d
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(iii) the period in or over which those benefits are expected to occur; and
(iv) the extent to which the actions or inaction of particular individuals or a group contribute to the need to undertake the activity; and
(v) the costs and benefits, including consequences for transparency and accountability, of funding the activity distinctly from other
activities; and
(b) the overall impact of any allocation of liability for revenue needs on the community.

Relevant also is the legal proposition that a tax cannot be charged on a tax and that GST cannot be charged where a Farmer 
ratepayers is not under the GST Act receiving goods and services. Thus a Council arguing that general rates for vague public 
purposes and without benefit analysis would have to accept that GST could not be added.

The figures above show that Te Awaiti Station is already paying a legally absurd and unreasonable amount in rates ie in total including 
Ruamahanga Farm more than twice any commercial ratepayer in Martinborough. If there is not an immediate change rates increases at
23% would result in a doubling of rates so that all net income from sheep and cattle would be required to pay rates. That would result 
in a "substantial deprivation of our property right" the threshold set by the Supreme Court in Waitakere District Council v Estate Homes 
SC73 /2005 [2006] NZSC at which either compensation should be paid or a law is unenforceable

6 THE SOLUTION
The ASB Bank advises that $10,000 in annual total rates would be a normal figure for a store hill country farm carrying 10,000 su to 
budget for rates.

80% of Te Awaiti is greywacke country, which the Hicks report states could never theoretically produce more than 3000kg DM per ha. 
Such land is not potentially capable of producing and so requiring SWDC "benefits". However QV with superficial methods of desk top 
valuation have assumed it to be productive land.

7 REFORM
lt is inexcusable that we are now told that the Rating Review will only commence in July 2021. I submit that the Rating Review could 
be started immediately for conclusion within three months ie by 31 August 2021 with reform backdated to at least 1 April 2021. 
Alternatively immediate rates relief for Farmers could be achieved by introducing the Remote Rural Differential now to terminate within 
two years or earlier if the Rating Review has been sooner concluded and its changes implemented .

I request with immediate effect:
1) A Remote rural differential to reflect the fact that remote rural residential farmers and residents benefit only pro rata from the roading
network. Generally also they have to endure the difficult metaled part of the network (and also the costs of campers from outside the
South Wairarapa District). I submit that the edge of the remote rural differential should commence more than 20 minutes drive from
Martinborough from where the residents will not casually drive to Martinborough every day to recreate or shop and so receive the full
range of town benefits. By comparison a rural ratepayer living at the edge of Martinborough, say in Shooting Butts Road can readily
drive to Martinborough for a casual latte or to shop. The natural boundary should be the top of the Whakapuni boundary at the
Windmills.

Zonation in Martinborough the centre of the SWDC is a shambles. At present the rural zones start inside New York Street and Regent 
Street despite dense housing outside these boundaries.

2 All rates should be assessed on Government Valuation and not Land Valuation since Improvements generate economic activity 
and with it the call for Council "benefits." GW already charges rates on the basis of Government Valuation.

3 All Council services should be financed with specific levies and rates . The "three waters",  despite their importance,  must be 
financed from the residential, commercial and industrial  rates in the towns. Te Awaiti Station along with all other Farmers has built and 
paid for its own water supply and disposal of waste water and septage. The Long Term Plan is in breach of S101 Local Government 
Act 2002 by proposing that general rates pay for $1749,000 of solid waste management, $403,000 of toward stormwater and $3283,000
for wastewater. (P29 Funding Impacts in Financial Assumptions in the Supporting Documents)

4 UAGC's Uniform Annual Charges targeted toward households can recognize that people living in households disproportionately
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Other feedback for the LTP

1. This submission follows on years of correspondence on Glenmorven Road, culminating most recently in correspondence with the
Mayor and CEO in which the Council was asked for proposals to improve the road; none being forthcoming.  There is also a history of
submissions to SWDC on roading and the Glenmorven Road in particular; none of which seem to have had any effect.  The road
continues in bad repair and in various respects deficient in health and safety respects.  A sample letter dated 8 October 2007, the time 
of a fatality on the road, attached.  the only response was from Ravi, undertaking to monitor accidents.  This has never been done.
2. The LTP paper correctly acknowledges that there is a large backlog of roading work in SWDC due to investment not having kept
pace with increased costs.  SWDC is not alone in this respect, there is a national awareness of the need for better attention to be paid
to infrastructure.  This is not the fault of the present council members or staff, but is certainly caused by insufficient rating, no doubt in 
turn caused by the then councillors wishing to ensure their re-election by perceived economy on spending.  It should be accepted that
those days are over.  What is now needed are rates increases sufficient over a relatively brief period of years to at least make up for
past savings and to improve living in the district.  The aim can be re-election by demonstrated performance, not by inaction or penny
pinching.  The LTP acknowledges the need for more work; and thereby, impliedly but not expressly, significantly higher expenditure.
3. The effect of the so-called savings in recent years is set out plainly in the LTP.  A programme of significant sealing say 4 years ago 
would have cost $126,000 per km.  Now the paper suggests it would be $400,000 per km, although this is not supported by the CEO's
advice of $330,000 per km.  The suggestion that in order to minimise rates relief there be no sealing instead of 1 km a year, itself a
derisory target, is a continuation of the previous policy of saving money now in order to impose higher costs later.  It is an apparently
deliberate departure from making the district a better place to live as is said to be Council's aim.
4. The paper acknowledges a duty to continue to seal where there are health and safety concerns.  in fact SWDC has no way of
knowing where such concerns actually, as opposed to theoretically, arise.  It suggests no way of knowing actual accident rates.  When 
SWDC was asked about the 2007 fatality on Glenmorven Road the answer was 'what fatality?"  That it try liaison with the insurance
companies who pay for the resulting damage might be a start.
5. The CEO has provided a paper reviewing the formula for identifying roads for seal extension.  This is dated 13 August 2014 when
sealing cost $81,000 to $112,000 per km.  That figure itself condemns Council's inaction over the years.  The author mentions an
Auckland process leading to a classification system said to be suitable for SWDC.  This sets out a priority rating equalling ADT=F1 x
F2 X F3 X F4 X F5.  The system is to all appearances for urban councils actively engaged in sealing in and around towns.
6. F1 is intensive seasonal use.  Because Council recently advised public use of the private camping ground at the end of
Glenmorven Road (without apparently considering any infrastructure cost) the traffic in summer is very substantially increased, higher
than 100% per month contemplated in the paper.
7. F2 is heavy vehicle use, said to be assessed by identifying industry location.  This of course can have no useful application to
SWDC.  A good example is the retrieval of sand by Fulton Hogan causing very significant damage to Glenmorven Road, controlled by
GWRC not SWDC.  All country roads have a degree of heavy vehicle use.
8. F3 does not apply to cul-de-sacs, which Glenmorven Road is.
9. F4 is community services, which Council created on Glenmorven Road by publicising the camping ground.
10. F5 is dust nuisance, which Council knows is a major factor on Glenmorven Road.
11. What is very significant is that there is no factor relating to health and safety, other than dust.  The document is unfit for present
and intended purposes, hardly surprising since it is nearly 7 years old and there had been no public discussion for 4 years.  The road is
assessed as 1 under each of the 5 F's, meaning all of them are either not applicable or of minimum impact; the opposite being the
case at present.
Summary
12. It is submitted that the proposal to abandon sealing is an abdication of Council's aims and responsibilities.  it has the appearance
of an attempt to curry favour with residential and sealed road ratepayers at the expense of rural unsealed ratepayers.  It is a failure of
health and safety concerns.  It should be abandoned.  The appropriate and affordable policy, if only to make up for past false
economies should be at the least 10 kms per year.  Priorities need to be assessed in accord with today's conditions.  Only this will
make for meaningful progress where it is sorely needed in accordance with Council's expressed wishes.

16451645



16461646



1647



16481648



16491649



1650

677

1650



16511651



Long Term Plan 2021 - 2031 Feedback Form

Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

Thank you for the contribution South Wairarapa District Council has made over many years to supporting the Enviroschools Network in 
the South Wairarapa District.
We would like to renew our MOU with the three councils and request $14,400 pa from South Wairarapa District Council for the next 
three years. The impact of this increase (from $11,538 in 2020/21) would be seen in additional delivery to South Wairarapa schools and
early childhood centres
and in the scoping of intern roles for young people emerging from the Enviroschools Network in the Wairarapa.
Increasing the investment is appropriate given the demand from schools and centres to participate in
the Enviroschools Network and the extent of the environmental and social challenges our young
people today face.
Significance of Enviroschools Kaupapa in creating a sustainable future
The Enviroschools Programme is a great fit with SWDC’s community outcomes. Community well-being came up as a key theme in the 
district’s early consultation survey. Given the concerns for wellness in our communities and the extent of societal challenges from 
biodiversity loss, climate change and social inequity, investing in our young people and preparing them for the future could not be more 
important.
The complex environmental, social, cultural and economic challenges facing us today mean that we need active, empowered and 
environmentally aware citizens. The Enviroschools Network supports schools and early childhood centres to help develop an 
empowered community of active citizens.
Building momentum in the Enviroschools Network in South Wairarapa 
Some strong environmental action is taking place in South
Wairarapa Schools. The role of Enviroschools is to help schools
and their communities to amplify and extend their work.
One example is Pirinoa School where students are gaining a
sense of how they can make a difference to water quality
through involvement with riparian planting and water monitoring at Palliser Ridge Farm. To help amplify and extend this work, the 
students, teachers and members of the community will be holistically reflecting on their sustainability journey with their Enviroschools 
Facilitator. They will explore how all their sustainability learning and practices have grown over time and what their next steps are. 
Members of other schools may also participate in this process which helps share ideas and inspire further action across the 
community.
As well as working with the schools who have committed to an ongoing sustainability journey with Enviroschools, we are building 
relationships with, and supporting, other schools so that when they are in a position to commit more fully, we are well placed to help 
them move forward. This involves things
such as interschool “tracking and trapping” workshops and participating in events like the Tuning into
Moana event celebrating World Water Day. Enviroschools helped ensure people of all ages had their
voices heard by recording their views.
We are also keenly aware of the need for there to be opportunities for environmentally conscious
students when they leave primary school. Secondary schools are generally less ready and able to engage in whole-school cultural 
change and are not modelling sustainable practices well. Kuranui College students have visited the primary schools in Wairarapa for 
ideas and are keen to participate
in a Wairarapa-wide student enviroleader workshop in early 2022 if funding enables this to be held.
Over the next few years we wish to work with organisations including the council to develop some Enviroschools work experience and 
internship opportunities for secondary students and/or school leavers. These roles would involve providing on-the-ground support for 
the students and teachers in the region’s Enviroschools, eg. assisting with gardening and waste management, while at the same time 
enabling them to develop skills for work.
The Wairarapa councils are not alone - A nation-wide movement for positive change
Enviroschools works on a strong collaborative basis nationally, regionally and locally which is essential if we are to address the 
complex challenges we face as a society. Central government, other regions and all the councils of the Wellington region are working 
together to support an energising network which is providing a groundswell of knowledge and inspiration highly valued by its 
participants.
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Enviroschools Submission to SWDC LTP 2021-2031 April 2021

2020/21 Pa for each of the
upcoming three years

Increase pa

TOTAL $43,988.52 $54,000.00 $10,000.00

Masterton 54% $23,650.00 $29,160.00 $5,510.00

Carterton 20% $8,800.00 $10,800.00 $2,000.00

South Wairarapa 26% $11,538.52 $14,040.00 $2,502.00

We look forward to working with you to ensure we develop a great future for this community.

16531653



1654



1655



1656



1657



1658



16591659



Long Term Plan 2021 - 2031 Feedback Form

Q1

Name:

Richard Le Mare

Q2

Postal address

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Ratepayer

Rural

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an
organisation, one submission per organisation):

Respondent skipped this question

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Strongly agree

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q1

Name:

Marilyn and Ian Frowde

Q2

Postal address

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Q5

Ratepayer

Urban

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an
organisation, one submission per organisation):

Respondent skipped this question

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Agree

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q1

Name:

T Morris, P Cantlon

Q2

Postal address

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Q5

Ratepayer

Urban

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an
organisation, one submission per organisation):

Respondent skipped this question

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Agree

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q1

Name:

Fiona McGuinness

Q2

Postal address

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Q5

Ratepayer

Respondent skipped this question

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an
organisation, one submission per organisation):

Respondent skipped this question

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Respondent skipped this question

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

Thank you for the chance to voice my opinion and offer a few concrete ideas.  I know my thoughts below are quite general, a tad 
ignorant, and relate to the whole of the Wairarapa not just SW.
Sorry this is not in the format you want.  The more concrete ideas are in blue.  I have enclosed some images of the region we love.
I moved to the Wairarapa about 3 years ago from many years overseas.  I live in  my father grew up here.  Many of the old 
concrete water tanks you see around Martinborough were made by him.  And my grand parents lived here so I knew it as a kid.  My 
granddad was a dover who took sheep over the Remutaka's to the Wgtn yards and my grandmother worked on some of the larger 
stations and mustered on the Tora hills and was NZ's first female competitive dog handler.  My family is buried at many of the 
Wairarapa graveyards including some in South Wairarapa.  I am thinking of living in Greytown in the future.
What attracted me to this area were the people.  A down-to-earth/honest bunch.  The types who line their gumboots up outside shops 
to respect the rules with no fuss.
Also, the feeling that the area was becoming a bit more progressive with more small entrepreneurs and businesses.
What worries me is the future for the locals especially the not so financially rich people who know this area as home and established 
the communities where others want to come.
Please do what ever you can in the Plan to protect their interests.  Please make them pivotal players in the plan and provide 
opportunities for them now and in the future.  And keep the great things you already do for them intact.  Please keep the health and 
wealth in the community and spread between the locals.  our equality and balance is the best way to keep happy/healthy communities.
A lot of folk may not be rich in monetary terms but are rich in character and work/community ethics.  Them and their ancestors 
established the areas.  I would hate to see them get completely priced out of their homes and communities.
There has always been a history of fairness and a desire for the social good in the Wairarapa (Masters in Masterton, Georgina Beyer 
etc) and this is a huge reason why I chose to live in the region.  I always use the example that, though it was a 'conservative'/rural 
community, Carterton voted in Georgina Beyer, a transgender person, as mayor as they knew she was the best person for the job.  
This blows the mind of many people especially those from overseas.  This is a great testament to the values and natures of the 
Wairarapa locals.  Please look to keep and protect this tradition in the plan.  
Many are worried about house prices especially their effect on the locals and the more vulnerable.
So I think this is the most important residential issue.  To maintain a balance and allow locals to stay and continue to have a role in 
their community and know other types of people.  I do think there should be a growth and more housing - going up is a good idea.
Business and Residential Plan
It is fantastic to see small business pop up in the Wairarapa and this creates an energy and opportunities which will benefit everyone 
in the future.  And can use skills of the locals etc.  I think supporting small businesses, even those that might need to use a % of their 
home as a business, is a good idea.  And as often as possible, make it possible for a small land owner to build a rentable unit/room on 
their property.  To spread the profit and benefits of growth around.  Otherwise people might watch their homes/communities change but 
get not any benefit or feel part of the change.  And this might be the only way they can continue to live in the area where they may 
have their family roots, friends and connections.  I understand there is an ageing population and those who like a slower pace than the 
cities and I think roading and speed of life should be suited to this.  This also attracts visitors.
Please make provision and be open to more unconventional ideas.  Communal or iwi living should be included.  Each to their own and 
respect to all.  I do think it would be great to have more population growth in the region going into the future but it needs to be done to 
maintain the integrity of the area and the locals who are possibly less vocal than those other NZ region or countries/cultures.  diversity 
is always great.
Coastal
Please also don't forget about rural/coastal areas.  These are the folk who love this sort of life - follow what they tell you for their area.  
Please don't add any more housing to these areas if they are opposed or apply too many rules to them that they can't afford.  Not sure 
how to fix the exciting Southern Coastal road towards the lighthouse.  But please also fight to keep areas accessible for hiking etc as 
these affect the residents of Wairarapa - it's their heritage.
Issues affecting residential development - Water
From what the locals say, presently, water, is a huge issue.
Please make water tanks/collection and conservation a top priority in new builds.
The only concrete suggestion re water consumption I have is to encourage bacteria eating septic systems so the grey water can be 
used on the garden year round.  I lived off grid in Mexico for many years where water is a huge issue.  I had bacteria eating toilet 
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system and loved it.
It could take all the waste water from the house, including the loo, and bacteria would eat it basically and then it would filter between 
chambers and get cleaned, then used on the garden.  Once installed they are cheap to run, don't require electricity, just bacteria 
flushed down the loo, and can't take harsh cleaning chemicals so are very good in that respect too.  They don't need a fan which is a 
huge bonus and the water is recycled and will keep locals gardens healthy during droughts.
Its so expensive and a hassle getting anything septic/waterwise done in the Wairarapa.  eliminating this cost and allowing annual water 
recycling would be huge for everyone.  I have no affiliation with this business just know how good and ecological they are.  really 
fantastic.
Rail
The railway could do with a huge upgrade.  Longterm this would be invaluable.  A/C and internet on board that could encourage 
students to move here - diversifying the population and encouraging business in future.  And a carriage that could include dogs, bikes 
etc would be great and encourage people to commute.
Biking
Great potential for cycling in Wairarapa but not on main roads please.  It's never going to be safe or a pleasure for cyclists either to 
enjoy the ride.  I would cycle but I am too scared here but I have cycled in New York and London as they have dedicated cycle paths.
I do worry about cyclists on the main roads especially as teh population grows.  The pressure of a larger population will create 
dangerous conditions.  It's sort of fine at present as there are not too many cyclists, good visibility and wider roads in most parts.  but 
on many roads it is deceptively dangerous.  An elderly man was hit not long ago on Kokotau Rd.  please invest in bike lanes on the 
side of the road on the main roads.
Biking route for locals and tourism
If you were to put in a bike path along the side of the road linking Carterton, Martinborough, Greytown and Featherston.  It would be 
great for locals and businesses.  It could be short ride or a 2/3 day ride between the towns.
This could be an artery for cycling for the locals - to the towns, neighbours etc.  And it would be a superb day or weekend trip and 
tourism opportunity and draw card.
A plan for locals to be able to rent a room in their house would allow them to profit and for the cyclists to break up the trip and enjoy 
each town and eateries/shops etc.  I know so many people who would love to do this in the weekend.
If locals could do a small AirBnB and be part of it, it would be so great for locals and businesses alike.
Towns
I think what you do as a council to encourage thinking/education of heritage and locals stories is awesome.  The plaques on 
buildings/trees are often read.  Linking heritage with business or recreational opportunities whilst balancing this with sports/skate 
parks/markets is awesome.  Thank you.
I think the proliferation of standing advertising flags outside shops on the footpath are terrible.  They break up the charm completely 
and take away from the heritage feel and visible beauty of the towns - looking at you Fstn and Gtn.
Instead please maintain good parking for these business and no parking charges so people can actually enjoy shopping without time 
constraints etc and find these businesses as they stop by.  The library and local info centres are amazing.  The magazine Wairarapa 
Lifestyle is such an asset for the area in enticing people over the hill - hopefully on a fast and comfortable train and locals to be 
productive and understand what they have as well.
Fires
The fires are a major issue.  Sadly, cos an open fire is so lovely and most of the houses have these.  But they are prevent a lot of 
people going outside during the evening and sometimes even the winter days can be bad.
Allergies and asthma are such issues in the Wairarapa.  And towns like Gtn with a lot of elderly people are suffering.  If you are up on 
the hills around Mba and look back at the town it is blanketed in wood smoke.
Even worse are the farmers fires - I hear they burn the old teats and other plastics which aren't good for our lungs.  i know the farmers 
have a lot of clout and are pivotal for the communities in so many ways.  So a provision for them to ecologically dispose of their waste 
rather than burning it (often on the nicest summer days that the rest of us want to enjoy) would be fantastic.  This would get more folks 
outdoors cycling etc.  And eliminate future problems with growth nearer rural areas.
Electricity
I worry about there being only 1 electric line into the Wairarapa and wonder if wind energy could be used more.  Perhaps from the Tora 
hills but not the Tarawera's.
Housing
I think maintaining the heritage look and buildings is something you are doing so well.  The trees and green areas too.  So important 
long term.  I know there will be pressure to let developers in to build etc and of course homes should.  But please make it balanced 

d l t th l l t i t d th t k fit d b t f th f t f th iti M b h
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Q1

Name:

Luther Toloa

Q2

Postal address

Respondent skipped this question

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Q5

Ratepayer

Non-ratepayer

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an organisation, one submission per organisation):

Pasifika o Wairarapa Council

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Respondent skipped this question

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q16

Where did you find out about the Long Term Plan
Consultation?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Name:

Nairda Hooper

Q2

Postal address

Respondent skipped this question

Q3

Email

Q4

Phone

Q5

Ratepayer

Non-ratepayer

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an organisation, one submission per organisation):

Māori Standing Committee

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Neutral

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q8

Do you agree with the preferred option to stop funding rural
road seal extensions to minimise rate increases? (This
would be reviewed in three years). See page 7 for details.

Neutral

Q9

Do you agree with the preferred option to start funding
footpath kerb and channel extensions in Year 1, at a
current cost of $400k per year (inflation adjusted?) See
page 7 for details.

Neutral

Q10

Do you agree with the proposal to stop mowing berms in
towns to minimise rate increases? See page 8 for details.

Neutral

Q11

Do you agree with the proposal to develop a new
Greytown play space? See page 9 for details.

Neutral

Q12

Do you agree with the proposal to close down the
Greytown recycling centre? See page 9 for details.

Neutral
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Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

19th April 21
South Wairarapa District Council
19 Kitchener Street
Martinborough 5711

To Mayor Alex Beijen and Councillors
Tēnā koutou katoa

Our aspiration “to see our marae flourishing, to see our people reaffirming themselves on the whenua of their tipuna.  To embrace māori
economic development in our communities through kaitiakitanga of our resources, through manaakitanga of our māori and non-māori 
communities, and through our whakapapa and the teachings of our tipuna. To elevate the mana of our people and the mauri of our 
places through our matauranga māori – and the autonomy to be māori in a modern Aotearoa ”

Ko wai tātou?  The Māori Standing Committee was established by Council on the 27 March 1996, representation includes our two iwi 
Kahungunu ki Wairarapa,  Rangitāne o Wairarapa and respective hapū, the three marae in our rohe: Pāpāwai in Greytown,  Kohunui in 
Pirinoa, Hau Ariki in Martinborough and from 2018 Featherston’s hapori māori group Pae tū Mōkai o Tauira .  The committee is an 
important and pragmatic way to express the constitutional “Treaty of Waitangi/Tiriti o Waitangi” relationship in a local context.  

With regard to the Long-Term Plan 2021-2031 for the South Wairarapa District Council, the South Wairarapa Māori Standing Committee 
would like to make the following submission. Our recommendations have been well considered and discussed by our committee.

Firstly, in response to the 6 significant issues raised in the Council’s consultation document: as a committee our response is 
NEUTRAL to all.  Due to time constraints, we have not been able to consult with hapū and marae and consider these issues in depth. 

Additionally, the Maori Standing Committee requests that:
1) the council include our south Wairarapa urupa at Kohunui Marae, Whakatomotomo and Pāpāwai Marae be included in the
maintenance schedule that is currently in place for Featherston, Greytown and Martinborough Cemeteries. Maori with whakapapa to
these maraes are frequently buried in local urupa instead of council-run cemeteries, and we consider that the public benefit provided
from cemetery maintenance should be extended to the urupa in partnership with the relevant marae.
2) the council work with the Significant Sites group to establish walking, cycling and vehicle access via the paper road that leads to
Owhanga Landing Reserve, on the Western side of Wairarapa Moana. This is an important accessway to the lake which is not
currently available, and the site itself has significance to Maori as a location for trade. We consider this is part of our collective journey
to raise the mauri of Wairarapa Moana, by making them living spaces once again.
3) the council secures funding to commission a carver to do a series of pou in each town including Pirinoa. An initial budget of $10k
in year 1 to scope, consult and design the work, and $20k each year in years 2-5 to deliver the works.  We encourage council to seek
funding from third-party agencies such as Lotteries and Ministry of Culture and Heritage to support this work and therefore reduces
costing on rates.
4) the council sets aside funding to commission memorial works to acknowledge the fallen māori soldiers of South Wairarapa in
each town including Pirinoa. An initial budget of $10k in year 1 to scope, consult and design the work, and $20k each year in years 2-5 
to deliver the works. We encourage council to seek funding from third-party agencies such as Lotteries and Ministry of Culture and
Heritage to support this work and therefore reduces costing on rates.
5) the council allocates a budget of $150k in the first year in preparation of the permanent role of a “Māori Liaison”.  We envisage
this project would include as phase one; an engagement framework, māori policies development ie street naming, planning and
delivery of cultural competency training, and working with staff to build a dynamic bi-cultural organisation including a transition plan.
Phase two; an annual budget of $150k for the employment of an individual to undertake Maori liaison within the council and provide
leadership in the ongoing delivery and support of the work set out in phase one.
6) the council involves the Māori Standing Committee within the design process of major or minor infrastructure projects ie.
refurbishment of reception area at council chambers, upgrade of civic buildings and public spaces.  These would be opportunities to
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tell the story of māori in the region.

Our aspiration would be to have the most dynamic and culturally inclusive council and committee that South Wairarapa has ever had in
its history.  We have been impressed by the improved engagement by this council on the Long Term and Spatial Plans and this is the 
first time the Māori Standing Committee has put forward our priorities for the district in a clear direction, we look forward to building the 
future we all deserve.  We thank you for accepting our submission and look forward to further discussion.

I would like to speak to this submission on Tuesday 25th May.

Naku iti nei,

Narida Hooper
Ngāruahine I Ngāti Porou
Chairperson, Māori Standing Committee

Items for further discussion in year 1 to inform future annual and long-term plans: 
● Paper road from Palliser lighthouse to stonewall, managing vehicle and recreational access and improved restoration of a
significant site.
● Active protection for our taonga kōkoputuna or kuwharuwharu (eels), plus education.
● Protection and monitoring numbers at the hinurangi season and returning of the glass eels.
● Restoration of our wetlands be extended to encourage native freshwater species to survive.

Glossary
Whenua – land
Whakapapa – history, genealogy
Tipuna – ancestors
Kaitiakitanga – guardianship, stewardship
Manaakitanga – hospitality, kindness, generosity
Mana – status, spiritual power, charisma
Urupa – cemetery
Rohe – district
Hapori – community
Matauranga – knowledge

Q14

Do you want to speak to your submission?

Yes

Q15

Which is your preferred date?

Tuesday 25 May

Q16

Where did you find out about the Long Term Plan
Consultation?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Name:

A Kirk

Q2

Postal address

Q3

Email

not provided

Q4

Phone

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Ratepayer

Urban

Q6

Organisation (only if authorised to submit on behalf of an
organisation, one submission per organisation):

Respondent skipped this question

Q7

Do you agree with the preferred option of the lower, more
affordable investment package for water and wastewater
renewals? See page 6 for details.

Agree

  
  
  
  
  

Page 1: Personal Details
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Q8

Do you agree with the preferred option to stop funding rural
road seal extensions to minimise rate increases? (This
would be reviewed in three years). See page 7 for details.

Agree

Q9

Do you agree with the preferred option to start funding
footpath kerb and channel extensions in Year 1, at a
current cost of $400k per year (inflation adjusted?) See
page 7 for details.

Strongly disagree

Q10

Do you agree with the proposal to stop mowing berms in
towns to minimise rate increases? See page 8 for details.

Agree

Q11

Do you agree with the proposal to develop a new
Greytown play space? See page 9 for details.

Strongly disagree

Q12

Do you agree with the proposal to close down the
Greytown recycling centre? See page 9 for details.

Agree

Q13

Other feedback for the LTP

#3 - use existing funding for ongoing maintenance of existing footpaths which in some areas pose a hazard e.g. green space corner of 
Fitzherbert and Daniell Street (broken pavers, doesn't connect to Fitzherbert St/rail pedestrian site)

#6 - Agree with closure of Greytown Recycling Centre.  Allocate $60k projected annual savings to upgrade of Featherston Recycling 
Centre - currently very degraded, including the dog pound which is a disgrace.

Oppose the building of reserves to purchase land in Greytown for more sport and recreational greenspace.  As with the proposed 
sharing of resource centres with Featherston, rather than keeping Greytown's facility.  Likewise pool, sports resources.  Substantial 
funding is already allocated to an indoors sports facility at the College.  Suggest developers include in their plans, greenspace areas - 
particularly important given the estimated size of some sections (400sqm2).
Oppose 17.65% rate increase - allocate this more evenly across future years and review monies accordingly.  Urge the Council to 
address the concerns raised by the Auditor General in regard to the long term plan and what it has not addressed, and make the full 
report publicly available.

Q14

Do you want to speak to your submission?

No
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Q15

Which is your preferred date?

Respondent skipped this question

Q16

Where did you find out about the Long Term Plan
Consultation?

Respondent skipped this question
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SWDC Long Term Plan Submission 
Prepared by: Rangitāne o Wairarapa 

Prepared for: South Wairarapa District Council – Long Term Plan 

Hearings: A board representative would like to attend / speak at the hearings 

Rangitane Recommendations to the Long Term Plan 

1. We support that Council support urupa at Papawai, Kohunui & Whakatomo to help assist with grounds

maintenance alongside the relevant committees that help maintain them.

Rangitāne o Wairarapa would support sustainable practices that would be less harmful to our Taiao

(environment) that recognises climate change & the fundamentals  on conserving water, waste & storage

on the site. This would be one that recognises tangata whenua & its historical links to Rangitane uri.

2. Rangitane are supportive of the Maori Liaison roll & support the Maori Standing Committee to allocate a

larger budget of 150k for the initial development of this role/setup. We would like to see the not only the

Maori Standing committee be a part of the procurement process & that hapu will have an important roll to

assist with the procurement process as well.

3. Matariki - this is a significant event that stands on the Maori calendar & is our own unique event that holds

no politicism. This is a long period of time that would hopefully encourage whanau to be part of & celebrate

the district.  Rangitane would want the council to consider funding events that encourage matauranga

(education) that embraces our tikanga. There is a real opportunity here that is still not adequately

supported by council enough.

4. Climate Change - development of policy that reflects our Rangitane worldview

a. Rangitāne o Wairarapa would support a sustainable projects that recognises climate change & the

fundamentals  on conserving water, waste & storage that recognises tangata whenua of Rangitāne

o Wairarapa uri & its historical links to Te Ao Maori.

5. Other considerations:

a. Maori Wards - this should be considered by the Council & be done expediently. Rangitane does

support a Maori Ward for South Wairarapa & would also be part of the consultation/development

of this. Rangitane o Wairarapa would like to clarify that iwi representation should not be considered

as part of the Maori Wards space. This sits clearly outside of the Maori Wards space & cannot be

assumed to be one & the same thing.

b. Maori Standing Committee - whilst we have this committee would like to reiterate that any

decisions made on iwi behalf is to be done by iwi only. The Maori standing committee is not

mandated by Rangitane to make decisions on behalf of the iwi.
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