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position where it is no longer a hazard, 
or removing it from the water. Recovery 
of the costs incurred. 

5.6 Maintenance of Moorings Subclause 
(2) - Deeming a mooring to be 
insufficient or in a poor state of repair 
and requiring the swing mooring to be 
lifted or removed. 

 y  y y    

5.6 Maintenance of Moorings Subclause 
(3) - Inspecting and approving a 
mooring. 

 Y  y y    

5.6 Maintenance of Moorings Subclause 
(4) - Remove a swing mooring and 
recovering the cost incurred. 

 y  y y    

5.7 Relocation of a Mooring Subclause (1) - 
Deeming a mooring to be a navigation 
hazard, or in the wrong place, and 
requiring the owner of a mooring to 
shift a mooring to a position allocated. 

 y  y y    

5.7 Relocation of a Mooring Subclause (2) - 
Shifting a mooring and recovering 
costs. 

 y  y y    

5.8 Recovery of a Vessel that has Broken 
Adrift - Securing or refloating any 
vessel that has broken adrift from, 
sunk, or partially sunk at a mooring and 
recovery of costs. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws - 2.1 & 2.2 Lifejackets/Personal 
Floatation Devices. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws – 2.3 Minimum Age for 
Operating Powered Vessels. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws - 2.6 Navigating with persons 
extending outside the vessel. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws - 2.10 Obstructions to 
Navigation. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws – 2.12 Vessels not to Sound 
Whistles. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws - 2.13 Divers to Display Flag A 
on vessel. 

 y  y y    

7.1 Suspensions and Exemptions from the 
Bylaws - Part 3 Water Skiing etc.  y  y y    

8.3 Fees and Charges - Reductions, 
waiving or refunding all or part fees or 
charges. 

 y  y y    

9.1 Offences – Prosecutions.  y       
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650A(a)(i) Erection and maintenance of navigation 
aids.  y  y y    

650A(a)(ii) 

Removal of obstruction and 
impediments to navigation and 
execution and maintenance of works 
that improve navigation. 

 y  y y    

650B 
Appointment of harbourmasters and 
enforcement officers (including 
honorary enforcement officers). 

 y       

650K(2) Steps to remove or deal with a wreck.  y  y y    

684F 
Consultation with the Director of 
Maritime New Zealand about proposed 
bylaws. 

 y  y y    

699A to 
699D 

The issuance of infringement notices 
for Bylaw breaches.  y y y y    

  
(Council approval 30 March 2006) 

 
 

Abbreviations 

CE Chief Executive 
CHC Consent Hearing Committee 
CHO Consents Hearings Officer 

CIO Consents Investigating Officer 
CM Consents Manager 
CRM Consents Review Manager 

DFCS Director Finance and Corporate Services 
DIM Director Investigations and Monitoring 
DOE Design and Operations Engineer 

DR Director Regulation  
DRPC Director Resource Planning and Consents 

EPM Environmental Protection Manager 

EQHM Environmental Quality and Hazards Manager 

FM Finance Manager 

MMLPC Marine Manager, Lyttelton Port of Christchurch 

MMPT Marine Manager, Primeport Timaru 

MWD Manager Water Data 

MWM Manager Water Metering 

NRPM Natural Resources Policy Manager 
NRPMAR Natural Resources Planning Manager Air and Rivers 

NSM Navigation Safety Manager 

OMT Office Manager Timaru 
PCA Principal Consents Advisor 

PCIO Principal Consents Investigating Officer 
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PMA Portfolio Manager Air 

PMUDS Programme Manager Urban Development Strategy 

PTH Primeport Timaru Harbourmaster 

RE Regional Engineer  
RH Regional Harbourmaster 
RHC Regulation Hearing Committee 
RMACE RMA Compliance and Enforcement Manager 
RMOG Resource Management Officers Group (RMOG) (Chief Executive, Director 

Regulation, Director Investigations and Monitoring,  Consents Manager, Natural 
Resources Policy Manager, Senior Solicitor, Solicitor, Surface Water Resources 
and Ecosystems Manager, Environmental Quality and Hazards Manager, RMA 
Compliance and Enforcement Manager, Team Leader Consent Investigations, 
Principal Consents Advisor and Principal Consents Investigating Officer), 
Environmental Protection Manager Implementation/Strategy, Environmental 
Protection Manager Operations and Portfolio Manager Air. 

RPEM Regional Policies and Effectiveness Manager 

SBA Senior Business Analyst 

SCIO Senior Consents Investigating Officer 
SEO Senior Engineering Officer 

SWREM Surface Water Resources and Ecosystems Manager 
TALM Territorial Authority Liaison Manager 

TLCO Team Leader Consents Operations 

TLE Team Leader Enforcement 

TLCI Team Leader Consents Investigations 

TLEP Team Leader Environmental Protection 

TLRAI Team Leader Regulation Advisory and Implementation 
(Council approval, 27 July 2006) 

 

SWEARING OF INFORMATIONS 

Delegation to the officers specified below, the ability to swear and lay informations for prosecutions 
under the Resource Management Act 1991, Biosecurity Act 1993 and the Summary Proceedings Act 
1957 on behalf of the Canterbury Regional Council, provided that such ability shall only be exercised 
where the Chief Executive of the Canterbury Regional Council has provided written approval for those 
prosecutions. 
 
Director Regulation, Director Resource Planning and Consents, Biosecurity Manager, RMA 
Compliance and Enforcement Manager, Team Leader Enforcement, Environmental Protection 
Manager, Regional Harbourmaster, Timaru Office Manager, and Navigation Safety Manager. 

 

TRANSPORT SERVICES LICENSING ACT 1989  

Delegation to Director Operations, to: 

• Approve reduced service requirements for approved taxi organisations (Section 22).  
• Reduce period of notice for varying or abandonment of registered passenger service, decline 

or vary (Sections 49 and 50).  
(Council Approval, 6 October 2004) 
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BIOSECURITY ACT 1993  
 
Delegation to the Chief Executive, authority: 
S.135  To recover costs of administering the Biosecurity Act and performing the 

functions powers and duties provided for in the Act in accordance with the 
principles of equity and efficiency in accordance with S.135 and the 
regulations. 

 
 
S.128 To authorise action pursuant to S.128 of the Act for work estimated not to 

exceed $10,000 in value. 
 
The power to consider and determine exemption applications from any rule in any Regional Pest 
Management Strategy under Section 80D of the Biosecurity Act 1993 be delegated as follows: 
(i) To the Regulation Hearing Committee, or 
(ii) To the Chief Executive, or 
(iii) To each of the Director Regulation and the Biosecurity Manager to consider and determine 

exemption applications where Council has approved guidelines for determining such exemption 
applications. 

 
Where the Chief Executive believes Environment Canterbury has a real or potential conflict of interest 
relating to an exemption application from any rule in any Regional Pest Management Strategy under 
Section 80D of the Biosecurity Act 1993, an independent commissioner(s) shall be appointed by the 
Chief Executive to consider the application, prepare a full report, and make a recommendation to the 
appropriate decision-maker. 
(Council, 14.12.00) 
 

  
SOIL CONSERVATION AND RIVERS CONTROL ACT 1941  

 
Delegation to each of the Chief Executive and the Director Regulation, authority to: 

• Determine requests for consents and approvals as a consequence of the Council having an 
interest in land by virtue of a Land Improvement Agreement registered under Section 30A of 
the Soil Conservation and Rivers Control Act 1941.  

  
COUNCIL BYLAWS  

 
Delegation to each of the Chief Executive and the Director Regulation, authority where there is no 
other delegation provision to: 

• Make determinations under Council bylaws. 
• Suspend a bylaw or any specific provision thereof.  

 
BUILDING ACT 

 
Delegation to the Chief Executive under the powers of delegation under the Local Government Act 
2002, all functions, powers and duties of the Council under the Building Act 2004. 
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MARITIME TRANSPORT ACT 1994  
 
Delegation to the Chief Executive: 

• To institute legal proceedings under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 for offences committed 
in or in relation to the waters of any harbour as defined in Harbour Bylaws. 

• To appoint Regional On-Scene Commanders for the Canterbury region under Section 318 and 
320 of the Maritime Transport Act 1994.  

• To inform the Director of Maritime Safety of notices as required by Section 231 of the Maritime 
Transport Act 1994 with power of sub-delegation. 

• To approve a change to the Regional Marine Oil Spill Contingency Plan for Canterbury other 
than a change to the objectives and policies of the plan. 

(Council Approval – 29 June 2006) 
 
  

CROWN PASTORAL LAND ACT 1998 
 

That Council delegate to the Chief Executive the power to consent to the acceptance of a substantive 
proposal under Section 60(4) of the Crown Pastoral Land Act 1998. 

(Council Approval – 30 May 2002) 
 
 
 
Copyright © 1996 Canterbury Regional Council. All rights reserved. 
Revised: 13 December 2007 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 13 SUBJECT MATTER: MAKING TRANSITION REGIONAL 
PLAN CHANGE 3 OPERATIVE 
 

REPORT:  Council DATE OF MEETING:   25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES:  PORTFOLIO: WATER  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: John Glennie  
Natural Resources Policy 
Manager 

 

ENDORSED BY: Don Rule 
Director Resource Planning and Consents 

 
 
PURPOSE 

To make proposed Plan Change Three to the Transitional Regional Plan (TRP) operative. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

Nil. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 

The TRP is a compilation of the statutory provisions that existed immediately prior to the 
RMAct coming into force. These provisions had been created by the agencies that were 
amalgamated to form the Canterbury Regional Council. The existing general authorisation in 
the TRP already provides for discharges of stormwater to surface water, but not to land. 
Change 3 inserts a clause into the TRP stormwater discharge general authorisation to permit 
the discharge of stormwater to land from residential and rural residential subdivisions 
involving fewer than 30 allotments. This area was creating a large number of consent 
applications and staff felt that the adverse effect from such subdivisions were sufficiently 
minor that they could be covered by the general authorisation.  
 
Plan Change 3 was notified in January 2008. 
 
Following the release of decisions on submissions staff became aware of a legal issue with 
the decisions. The panel, in accepting a submission from Christchurch City Council 
inadvertently removed the Banks Peninsula District Council area from the exclusions to the 
discharge of roof stormwater to ground General Authorisation. What had been overlooked 
was that the TRP General Authorisations were made under the old Water and Soil 
Conservation Act 1967 and relate to the TLA boundaries at the time the TRP came into being 
i.e. September 1991.  That meant that the Christchurch City Council area referred to in the 
General Authorisation was that boundary as it existed in 1991. Likewise the BPDC boundary 
was also as it was then.  
 
The effect of this removal was that roof stormwater would have been permitted under the 
TRP in what was the old Banks Peninsula District Council area. 
  
ECan staff alerted Christchurch City Council staff and they lodged an appeal to allow this to 
be remedied. The two Councils agreed the wording for a consent order to resolve the appeal 
and the Environment Court has now approved the consent order 
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CONSISTENCY WITH COUNCIL POLICY 

This is consistent with Council policy. 
 
 
VIEWS OF AFFECTED PARTIES 

These were obtained through the pre-notification consultation process, submissions and 
hearings. 
 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There will be a reduction in workload for consents staff. 
 
 
 PROPOSAL 

Proposed Plan Change Three has been prepared in accordance with Schedule 1 of the 
RMA, and the Council now needs to approve proposed Plan Change Three by affixing the 
seal of the Council to it.  Council has to publically notify the date on which Plan Change 
Three becomes operative at least five working days before the date on which it becomes 
operative. Staff will need some time to complete the administrative side of making the 
change operative and it is anticipated that public notification should be possible in late July.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

That in accordance with RMA Schedule 1, Council approve proposed Plan Change 3 to the 
Canterbury Transitional Regional Plan, and that this be affected by affixing the seal of the 
Council to the proposed change. 
 
 
 



SEC/CA/C/06/Maori Advisory  17 June 2009 

AGENDA ITEM NO: 14.1 SUBJECT MATTER: REPORT OF THE MAORI ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
 

REPORT TO:  Council DATE OF MEETING:  25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES: 
  

PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Louise McDonald 
Administration Officer 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
This report will be presented by the Chairperson of the Maori Advisory Committee. 
 
Recommended to Council by the Maori Advisory Committee 
 
That the report of the Maori Advisory Committee meeting held on 29 May 2009 be received. 
 
 
The Maori Advisory Committee met at the Nga Hau e Wha National Marae on Friday 29 May 
2009.  
 
Henare Edwards, the recently appointed cultural representative on the Regional Transport 
Committee, provided an update regarding the work of the Committee and the development of 
his role. 
 
The request made in submissions to the Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan 
regarding reviewing the effectiveness of the relationship of between the Council and Ngai 
Tahu was discussed.  The model used by Southland District Council has been suggested as 
a good start point.  It was noted that this model has been successful as the council and the 
runanga did not get constrained by statutory parameters, but concentrated on the spirit and 
intent of the Resource Management Act.   
 
David O’Connell reported on a recent hui held to discuss the Canterbury Water Management 
Strategy.  There was support for the principles and regional priorities.  Issues raised included 
the need to improve degraded waterways, and governance at the regional, catchment and 
specific waterbody levels.  Food gathering is not always possible for a variety of reasons 
Potable water was also a high priority for Marae communities. There was support for a focus 
on coastal lagoons, noting that Te Waihora is a key indicator from a cultural perspective on 
the health and wellbeing of Ngai Tahu and Canterbury as whole.   
 
Included in suggestions for items at future meetings was a request for a report and case 
study on the use of iwi management plans and how they sit with Council’s plans. 
 
Stock accessing waterways, in particular Lyall Stream was raised as a matter of concern. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   

AGENDA ITEM NO:   14.2 SUBJECT MATTER: REPORT OF THE SOUTHERN  
COMMITTEE 
 

REPORT TO:  Council DATE OF MEETING:  25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES: 
  

PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Sue Seymour 
 Office Manager Timaru 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
 
Recommended to Council by the Southern Committee 
 
That the report of the Southern Committee held on 8 June 2009 be received. 
 
 
MATTER RESOLVED BY THE COMMITTEE 
 
1.  CHIEF EXECUTIVES REPORT 
 

Ken Taylor spoke to the Chief Executives report; he outlined the main points and 
clarified matters when discussion arose. 
 
Concern was expressed over the cost of the renewal of the Otematata water supply 
consent which was $80,000 – made up of $30,000 Environment Canterbury costs and 
$50,000 Waitaki staff time and consultants.  Cr Neill commented that we are 
endeavouring to streamline our processes and keep costs to a minimum. 
 
Cr Kane spoke of her involvement with the Regional Land Transport committee and 
updated the meeting on the Government Transport Funding and freight and network 
efficiency groups work to revalidate the Canterbury Freight Action Plan. 
 
Cr Murray gave an update on navigation safety matters as chair of that committee. 
Discussion followed on our role in by-laws on the lakes; Ruataniwha is coming up for 
review; ski lane at Pumpkin Bay has removed a safe swimming location?  Discussion 
also on the number of signs at Sailors Cutting and signage in the ‘neck’ region of the 
gorge was queried. 
 
Resolved 
 
That the information be received. 
 

             
MATTER RECOMMENDED TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMITTEE  
 
2. DEPUTATION AND PETITIONS 

 
Matt Ross spoke on behalf of the Waitaki Mid River New Applicants Group. He spoke 
of their frustrations of the long wait of approximately 11 years for called in consents to 
be granted when Meridian is able to lodge a new consent (North Bank Tunnel) and 
get it approved in two years.   The same could happen for the Hunter Downs Irrigation 
scheme consent.  



   

 
Significant costs have been spent by the group, in excess of $500,000 to date. 
 
The matter of these called in consents will be discussed at the Regional Planning 
Committee meeting in Christchurch on Wednesday 10 June.  An active way forward 
is sought by the group and they implored the council to make it a matter of their 
highest urgency.  
 

 Recommended to the Regional Planning Committee 
 
 That the Southern Committee of Environment Canterbury 
 

(a)   Notes the policies and principles of the Waitaki Catchment Water Allocation 
Regional Plan. 

  
(b)   Notes the outcomes sought by the Waitaki Mid River New Applicants Group 

as expressions of natural justice and equity. 
 
(c) Requests the Regional Planning Committee to pursue the most efficient and 

timely method of ensuring an outcome consistent with the intention of 
resolutions (a) and (b). 

 
(d) Advise the Commissioners accordingly on or before 15 June 2009. 

 
 [Note: At the 28 May 2009 Council meeting the Council resolved to delegate to the 

Regional Planning Committee the power to make a decision on behalf of Council on 
Commissioner Skelton’s minute of 18 May 2009 in the matter of applications 
associated with the take and use of water in the Lower Waitaki Catchment including 
Hunter Downs Irrigation.  This recommendation was presented the meeting of the 
Regional Planning Committee held on 10 June 2009.] 



SEC/CA/C/06/RPC  17 June 2009 

AGENDA ITEM NO: 14.3 SUBJECT MATTER: REPORT OF THE REGIONAL 
PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 

REPORT TO:  Council DATE OF MEETING:  25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES: 
  

PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Louise McDonald 
Administration Officer 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
This report will be presented by the Chairperson of the Regional Planning Committee. 
 
Recommended to Council by the Regional Planning Committee 
 
That the report of the Regional Planning Committee meeting held on 10 June 2009 be received. 

  
 
MATTER RESOLVED BY THE COMMITTEE 

RESPONSE TO HEARING PANEL MINUTE – LOWER WAITAKI RESOURCE CONSENT 
APPLICATIONS 

Cr Burke confirmed that at the Council meeting held 28 May 2009 the Council had resolved to 
delegate to the Regional Planning Committee the power to make a decision on behalf of Council 
on Commissioner Skelton’s minute of 18 May 2009. 
 
Resolved by the Committee 
 
(a) That the Council requests the Commissioners to reconvene the hearing to seek a 

response to the Minute from the parties affected prior to considering granting or refusing 
the applications. 

(b) That the Council requests the Chief Executive to compile relevant information on the 
annual allocations of existing consents, and a peer review of that information. 

(c) That the Council agrees to initiate a change to the Waitaki Catchment Water Allocation 
Plan to take into account of the intent of the plan by providing for an increase in the 
annual allocation to agricultural/horticultural activities from the Waitaki River between the 
Waitaki Dam and Black Point. 

(d) That the Council request the Chief Executive to investigate the water use efficiency of 
existing irrigation consents as an input to a future plan change. 

(e) That the Council delays the initiation of a plan change until it is in a position to consider 
any other changes that may be required to the Waitaki Catchment Water Allocation 
Regional Plan. 

(f) That authority be delegated to the Chief Executive, enabling him to provide the flows that 
comply with the formulas for environmental flows prescribed in Table 3 of the Waitaki 
Catchment Water Allocation Regional Plan. 

(g) That a timeframe and work programme, which will also consider a methodology for 
stakeholder and community consultation, be presented to the July 2009 Council meeting.  
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 14.4 SUBJECT MATTER: REPORT OF THE CANTERBURY 
REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE 
 

REPORT TO:  Council DATE OF MEETING:  25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES: 
  

PORTFOLIO: Regional Land Transport 
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Robyn Pay  
Administration Officer 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
This report will be presented by the Chairperson of the Canterbury Regional Transport 
Committee. 
 
 
Recommended to Council by the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee 
 
(a) That the report of the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee meeting held on 15 

June 2009 be received, and 
 
(b) That the matter for council decision be approved. 
 
 
 
MATTER RECOMMENDED TO THE COUNCIL 
 
1. HEARING PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL 

LAND TRANSPORT PROGRAMME 
 
 The report provided background on the preparation of the Draft Canterbury Regional 

Land Transport Programme (RLTP), the public consultation phase, and the hearing of 
submissions by the hearing panel. 

 
 The draft programme was adopted by the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee 

(RTC) on 16 February 2009 and the ensuing public consultation phase resulted in 36 
submissions being received, 23 of which were presented verbally before the panel on 
2 June. The hearing panel then deliberated on all the submissions and a summary of 
submissions and recommendations was prepared and presented to the RTC at its 
meeting on 15 June. The RTC also considered a copy of the RLTP marked up with 
changes resulting from the panel’s consideration of the submissions. 

 
 There have been major government policy announcements since the adoption of the 

Draft RLTP, most notably: 
 

• The identification of the Christchurch Motorway Projects as Roads of National 
Significance.  The specific projects included in this category are the Southern 
Motorway Extensions 1 and 2, the proposed Northern Arterial, and State Highway 
1 to the west of Christchurch City (Western Belfast Bypass, intersection 
improvement and four-laning schemes to Yaldhurst Road). These projects will be 
substantially advanced over the next ten years. 

• The release of a revised Government Policy Statement (GPS) on land transport 
funding. This has resulted in changes to the balance of spending of National Land 
Transport Programme (NLTP) funding across activity classes. The priority is to 
provide investment that will provide stimulation to economic growth and 
productivity, while reducing the number of fatalities and serious injuries on roads. 
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 The changes to the GPS will result in significantly less NLTP funding for public 

transport infrastructure, demand management and community programmes, walking 
and cycling, rail and sea freight, and domestic sea freight. There will be significantly 
more funding available for new and improved state highways. 

 
 The report detailed the changes proposed to the document resulting from both the 

submissions and the changes to the GPS. To meet statutory requirements, an 
addition was also proposed outlining the consultation process. Two additional minor 
amendments/corrections were advised verbally at the meeting. 

 
 Each member of the hearing panel was invited to comment on the process. All agreed 

on the high calibre of the submissions and the commitment shown by those who 
presented in person. The timing of the release of the government’s new GPS had 
impacted on some of the submissions. The proposed document was seen as being 
balanced and affordable to communities. 

 
 During discussion on adoption of the document, it was noted that some territorial 

authorities do not adopt their LTCCP’s until the end of the month; after this document 
is being considered by Environment Canterbury on 25 June. It was recognised that 
late changes may need to be incorporated following adoption of all LTCCP’s and a 
letter outlining the proposed process to be followed was included in the report before 
the committee. 

 
 There was discussion on various issues raised during the submissions, with 

clarification being sought on the resulting amendments to the document.  
 
 Resolved by the Committee 
 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 
 
(a) Receives the report “Hearing Panel Recommendations for the Canterbury 

Regional Land Transport Programme 2009-2019”, and 
 
(b) Accepts the hearing panel’s proposed changes to the Draft Canterbury 

Regional Land Transport Programme 2009-2019 and adopts the amended 
Canterbury Regional Land Transport Programme 2009-2019, and 

 
(c) Forwards a letter to all councils represented in the programme outlining the 

process for making changes to the RLTP resulting from LTCCP consultation 
processes, and 

 
(d) Delegates to officers the task of completing changes to the programme 

requested by councils as a result of the LTCCP consultation process, and 
 
(e) Agrees to lodge the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Programme 2009-

2019 with the Canterbury Regional Council, seeking the Council’s approval 
and requesting that the approved programme be forwarded to the New 
Zealand Transport Agency following completion of (d) above, and 

 
(f) Agrees that the Chair initiate discussions with the West Coast Regional 

Transport Committee with a view to a joint funding approach for the NZTA 
Mingha Bluff project. 
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Recommended to the Council 
 
That the Council: 
 
(a) notes the decisions made by the Regional Transport Committee at its meeting 

held 15 June 2009 and approves the Canterbury Regional Land Transport 
Programme 2009-2019, and 

 
(b) forwards the approved programme to the New Zealand Transport Agency 

following completion of changes requested by councils as a result of the 
LTCCP consultation process. 

 
 
MATTERS RESOLVED BY THE COMMITTEE 
 
2. DEVELOPMENT OF THE CANTERBURY REGIONAL LAND TRANSPORT 

STRATEGY 2011-2041 
 
 The report noted that the Canterbury Regional Council has formally requested the 

Chair of the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee (RTC) to initiate the 
development of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy 2011-2041. 

 
 This report sought approval from the committee for the terms of reference and project 

schedule for the development of the RLTS, and also sought guidance on 
membership of a subcommittee to oversee the project. 

 
 Advice was given on the legislative requirements for development of an RLTS, 

including the contents of the document. It was noted that the new RLTS must look 
out 30 years, and must be prepared at least every six financial years. A collaborative 
development process was proposed with technical aspects and leadership of the 
project overseen by the Regional Land Transport Officers’ Group (TOG), and a 
subcommittee of RTC members appointed to oversee the entire project. It may be 
sensible for this subcommittee to form the hearing panel for submissions on the draft 
RLTS. 

 
 The need for good and regular communication with, and input from, territorial 

authority councils was stressed during discussion of this item. It was also suggested 
that the matter should be brought to the attention of the Canterbury Mayoral Forum at 
an early stage. 

 
 There was some discussion on the importance of the timing of development/review of 

various documents (eg councils’ LTCCP’s, the RLTS, the Canterbury Transport 
Project, Passenger Transport Strategy, Metro Strategies, UDS). Information from 
each of these documents feeds into other documents. 

 
 Expressions of interest for subcommittee membership were sought by the RTC 

Chairperson prior to the next RTC meeting. 
 
 The final RLTS would be adopted by the Regional Council by the end of June 2011. 
 
 Resolved by the Committee 
 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 
 
(a) Approves the draft project terms of reference for the development of the next 

Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy; 
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(b) Requests officers of the Regional Land Transport Officers’ Group to commence 

the development process, as set out in the project schedule; and 
 
(c) Provides guidance to the Regional Land Transport Officers’ Group upon which 

to present a recommendation to the August meeting of the committee in 
relation to appropriate membership of a Canterbury Regional Land Transport 
Strategy Subcommittee. 

 
 
3. ANNUAL RLTS / RLTP REPORT CARD 
 
 This report proposed a format for an “annual report card” on the Regional Land 

Transport Strategy 2008/18 (RLTS) and the Regional Land Transport Programme 
2009/12 (RLTP). Formal reporting on these two documents is now required just once 
every three years, but the Regional Transport Committee has indicated a desire for 
annual checks on delivery of the RLTS targets and implementation of the RLTP. 

 
 It is proposed that the report card on RLTS measurable targets would be in graphical 

form, with supporting textual commentary (similar to the format of the most recent 
Annual Monitoring Report). The report on RLTP delivery progress would focus on 
reporting what the region has committed to in delivering the RLTP, with activity class 
level analysis, commentary and graphical/tabular presentation of data. 

 
 It is proposed that the report be presented in September/October each year 

(depending on meeting dates). 
 
 Resolved by the Committee 
 
 That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 
 

(a) Receives the report “Proposed Annual Reporting Options for Monitoring of the 
Regional Land Transport Strategy and Regional Land Transport Programme”. 

 
(b) Endorses the proposed reporting format for the “Annual Report Card”. 

 
 
4. AMENDMENTS TO THE CANTERBURY ACTIVE AND PASSENGER 

TRANSPORT WORKING GROUP TERMS OF REFERENCE 
 
 Amended terms of reference for the Active and Passenger Transport Working Group 

(APTWG) were presented to the committee by Dr Anna Stevenson, Chair of the 
APTWG. The proposed terms of reference better reflected the group’s view of its role 
and operation. Amendments were proposed to the Purpose, Functions, Membership 
and Meetings sections. 

 
 Two further changes were verbally proposed and agreed to at the meeting: 
 

• Function 2: remove “2008-18” (to provide for the APTWG to participate in all 
future Regional Land Transport Strategies). 

• Function 7: add the words “within their existing budget” at the end. 
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 Resolved by the Committee 
 
 That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 
 

(a) Receives the report on the amended Active and Passenger Transport Working 
Group Terms of Reference. 

 
(b) Endorses the amended Active and Passenger Transport Working Group Terms 

of Reference. 
 
 
5. POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED USE OF RAIL AND COASTAL SHIPPING FOR 

FREIGHT IN CANTERBURY – FINAL REPORT 
 
 The Committee received a presentation on a report exploring the potential for rail and 

coastal shipping to accommodate an increasing volume/share of the projected 
regional freight task in the future. The report was presented by Richard Paling, a co-
author of the report. 

 
 Resolved by the Committee 
 

(a) That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee receives the report 
“Potential for Increased Use of Rail and Coastal Shipping for Freight in 
Canterbury – Final Report” and associated presentation. 

 
(b) That the Canterbury Freight and Network Efficiency Working Group keep a 

watching brief on emerging issues in this area. 
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PURPOSE 

To update Council on: 
 
1. The resolution of the appeals to Chapters 1 (Overview), 2 (Ngai Tahu and the 

Management of Natural Resources) and 3 (Air Quality) of the Proposed Canterbury 
Natural Resources Regional Plan (PNRRP). 
 

2. Variations 11 (Rangiora), 12 (Kaiapoi) and 13 (Ashburton) to Chapter 3 of the PNNRP. 
 

3. Making Chapters 1, 2 and 3 of the PNRRP operative in part.  
 
 
ATTACHMENT 

Appendix 1:  Appeal topics and summary of progress 
 
 
BACKGROUND 

Environment Canterbury publicly notified its decisions on submissions to Chapters 1, 2 and 3 
of the PNRRP in mid-2007.  Appeals to the Environment Court on these decisions closed in 
November 2007. Twenty five appeals were made by different appellants, typically with each 
appeal including a number of appeal points.  Interested parties (predominately other 
appellants) formally joined many of the appeal points, providing them with status to 
participate in the appeal process on that point (as parties under s 274 of the RMA). 
 
On 18 December 2007, the Environment Court held its first pre-hearing conference in 
relation to the appeals. With the support of the parties, the Court grouped the appeal points 
into 20 largely self-contained groups (see Appendix 1).    At that pre-hearing conference, and 
two subsequent pre-hearing conferences, the Court made process and timetabling orders in 
relation to each of these groups.  
 
In relation to the variations made to Chapter 3, on 27 October 2007 the Council notified 
Variation 11 (Rangiora) and 12 (Kaiapoi) introducing specific provisions to manage ambient 
PM10 air quality in these towns.  The appeal period for these two variations has closed.  A 
similar variation relating to Ashburton (Variation 13) was public notified on 16 August 2008.   
The local hearings are completed.  The matter is being reported back to Council for its 
decision in another report at this meeting.  



 
PROGRESS 
 
Appeals 
 
The resolution of the appeals to Chapter 1, 2 and 3 is approaching completion.  Appendix 1 
sets out the status of the individual appeals organised by topic.  Currently: 
 
1. With the exception of specific definitions, Chapter 1 is now beyond challenge (is not 

subject to appeal).   
2. Chapter 2 is beyond challenge. 
3. With the exception of Meridian Energy’s appeal, the following provisions in Chapter 3 are 

now beyond challenge: 
a. Domestic (urban and rural) home heating provisions. 
b. Large scale fuel burning device provisions. 
c. Most rural outdoor burning provisions (both Christchurch and the wider region). 
d. Hazardous air pollutants. 
e. Use of fibreglass on industrial and trade premises. 
f. Management of waste from pigs. 

 
In addition, the following matters are before the Court awaiting its decision on consent 
memoranda filed by Environment Canterbury on behalf of the parties: 
 
1. Definition of localised adverse effects. 
2. Electricity load shedding (use of generators). 
3. Burning of buildings for fire-fighting training. 
4. Various industrial and trade premise rules and associated provisions. 
5. Intensive farming and odour. 
 
Further, Meridian Energy advises that it will not pursue that part of its appeal in relation to 
‘Topic ‘O’: Approach to activity status’.  As of 16 June, formal notice of this is yet to be given 
to the Environment Court. 
 
Finally, with one exception, the remaining matters are subject to various forms of agreement 
between the parties.  These agreements are in the process of being finalised and turned into 
consent memoranda for approval by the Environment Court.  
 
The matter outstanding at this time is the Association of Independent Research’s appeal in 
relation to outdoor burning of garden waste in residential areas (part of Topic E). The Council 
considered the Association’s appeal on outdoor burning of garden waste at its meeting on 25 
March 2009, with public excluded.  Counsel for the Association advises that it has received a 
grant of environmental legal aid for its appeal.  Environment Canterbury’s case for the appeal 
is now being prepared.  
 
Variations 11, 12 and 13 
 
The Council considered the appeal to Variation 11 (Rangiora) at its meeting on 28 May 2009 
with public excluded. 
 
Variation 12 (Kaiapoi) is now beyond challenge. 
 
With respect to Variation 13 (Ashburton), the Hearing Panel’s recommendations to Council 
on this variation are included in another report on this agenda. 
 



Making Chapters 1, 2 and 3 operative 
 
At its meeting on 25 March 2009, the Council resolved to seek approval from the 
Environment Court to make Chapters 1, 2 and 3 operative in part.  Currently, it is intended to 
seek approval from the Court in the July/August period.  It is likely that the approval sought 
will be to make operative most of Chapter 1, all of Chapter 2, and those parts of Chapter 3 
which are beyond challenge and can logically be differentiated from those which remain 
subject to challenge.  Subject to views from Environment Canterbury’s counsel, this will likely 
include all, the provisions in Chapter 3 (not subject to Variations 11 (Rangiora) and 13 
(Ashburton)) relating to:  domestic home heating and large scale fuel burning devices, and 
the provisions introduced by Variation 12 (Kaiapoi). 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

That the report be received.  
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APPENDIX 1: APPEAL TOPICS AND SUMMARY OF PROGRESS 

Current as of 15 June 2009 
 
Key: 
 
Contested decision: Decision or determination of the merits of an appeal by the Environment 

Court, usually following a hearing 
Consent order: Order made by the Environment Court amending the provisions of the 

PNRRP following agreement being reached by the parties (i.e. with the 
parties consent) 

Consent 
memorandum: 

Memorandum lodged with the Environment Court, with the consent of all 
parties, seeking a consent order from the Court 

Contested hearing: Hearing by the Environment Court on the merits of an appeal 
Heads of Agreement: Agreement reached between the parties as to how to resolve an appeal 
 
Topic Appellant Status 

Association for Independent 
Research Incorporated 

Contested decision (12 December 2008) 

D W Brown Consent order (13 February 2009) 
Solid Energy New Zealand Ltd. Consent order (26 Feb 2009 & 9 April 

2009) 

Topic A – Christchurch 
and Urban Domestic 
Burning 

Solid Energy Renewable Fuels 
Ltd. 

Consent order (9 April 2009) 

Solid Energy New Zealand Ltd. Consent order (9 April 2009) 
Canterbury Meat Packers Ltd. Consent order (18 May 2009) 
Fulton Hogan Ltd. Consent order (23 June 2008) 
Board of Airline 
Representatives of New 
Zealand 

Consent order (15 July 2008 & 23 July 
2008) 

Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Consent order (1 May 2009) 

Topic B – Large Scale 
Fuel Burning Devices 

Horticulture New Zealand Consent order (1 May 2009) 
Horticulture New Zealand Consent order (21 April 2009) Topic C – Christchurch 

Outdoor Burning Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Consent order (21 April 2009) 

Topic D – Localised 
Adverse Effects 

Tegel Foods Ltd. Consent memorandum filed (3 June 
2009) 

Association for Independent 
Research Incorporated 

Contested hearing required Topic E – Rural Outdoor 
Burning 

Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Consent order (29 April 2009) 

Christchurch City Council Consent memorandum filed (21 May 
2009) 
Consent order – biogas  (10 June 2009) 

TrustPower Ltd Consent memorandum filed (21 May 
2009) 

Christchurch International 
Airport Ltd. 

Consent memorandum filed (21 May 
2009) 

Orion New Zealand Ltd Consent memorandum filed (21 May 
2009) 

Lyttelton Port Company Ltd Consent memorandum filed(21 May 
2009) 

Topic F – Electricity 
Load Shedding 

Meridian Energy Ltd Consent memorandum filed (21 May 
2009) 

Department of Conservation Consent order (19 December 2008) Topic G – Rural 
Domestic Burning Waimakariri District Council Consent order (19 December 2008) 
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Topic Appellant Status 
Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Consent order (19 December 2008) 

Association for Independent 
Research Incorporated 

Consent order (19 December 2008) 

Topic H – Burning of 
Buildings 

New Zealand Fire Service Consent memorandum filed(29 May 
2009) 

TrustPower Ltd Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
Rangitata Diversion Race 
Management Ltd 

Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
Topic I – Abrasive 
Blasting and Spraying 

Meridian Energy Ltd Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
 

Ravensdown Fertiliser Co-
operative Ltd. 

Consent order (8 May 2009) 

Tegel Foods Ltd. Consent order (8 May 2009) 

Topic J – Hazardous Air 
Pollutants 

Horticulture New Zealand Consent order (8 May 2009) 
Ravensdown Fertiliser Co-
operative Ltd. 

Bulk handling: Consent memorandum 
filed (29 May 2009) 
Fibreglass:  Consent order (21 April 
2009) 

TrustPower Ltd Network utilities: withdrawn 
Default activity status: Consent 
memorandum filed (29 May 2009) 

Rangitata Diversion Race 
Management Limited 

Consent memorandum filed (29 May 
2009) 

Fulton Hogan Consent memorandum filed (29 May 
2009) 

Canterbury Meat Packers Consent order (8 May 2009) 
Lyttelton Port Company Ltd Policies AQL8 & AQL10 Consent order (8 

May 2009) 
Reverse sensitivity:  Heads of Agreement 
(April 2009) 

Tegal Foods Limited Consent memorandum filed (29 May 
2009) 

Topic K – Industrial and 
Trade General 

Transit New Zealand Consent memorandum filed (29 May 
2009) 

New Zealand Pork Board Intensive farming: Consent memorandum 
filed (12 May 2009) 
Waste: Consent order (29 May 2009) 

Canterbury Meat Packers Consent memorandum filed (12 May 
2009) 

Tegal Foods Limited Consent memorandum filed (12 May 
2009) 

Topic L – Intensive 
Farming and Odour 

Federated Farmers Consent memorandum filed (12 May 
2009) 

Horticulture New Zealand Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) Topic M – Agricultural 
Spraying Federated Farmers of New 

Zealand 
Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 

Lyttelton Port Company Ltd Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) Topic N – Priority of 
Activity Canterbury Meat Packers Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
Topic O – Approach to 
Activity Status 

Meridian Energy Ltd Appellant advises it will not pursue this 
matter (15 June 2009).  This is yet to be 
formalised. 

Rangitata Diversion Race 
Management Ltd 

Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) Topic P – Definitions 

TrustPower Limited Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
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Topic Appellant Status 
Horticulture New Zealand Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 
Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Heads of Agreement reached (May 2009) 

Topic Q – Tangata 
Whenua Chapter 

Federated Farmers of New 
Zealand 

Withdrawn 

Topic R – Dislocation 
from Chapter 4 

New Zealand Pork Industry 
Board 

Resolved in Topic L 

Topic S – Plan 
Formatting 

Horticulture New Zealand Withdrawn 

Topic U – Consent 
Duration and Review 

TrustPower Ltd Withdrawn 
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OUTPUT: Managing the administration and delivery of 

passenger services in accordance with the 
RPT Plan 
  

REPORT BY: David Stenhouse 
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Manager Passenger Services  

  Ken Lawn 
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PURPOSE 
 
Policy 4.6 of the Canterbury Regional Passenger Transport Plan, 2006 states that a system 
of electronic ticketing shall be maintained for the Christchurch network. 
 
The purpose of this report is to inform the Council that a new ticketing system has been 
finalised for procurement within the approved criteria previously approved by Council. 
 
 
BACKGROUND  
 
A replacement ticketing system is required due to the significant risks to Environment 
Canterbury associated with the present system. There are no spare ticket machines or 
readers now available. There is also considerable risk associated with the backend (central 
database and Clearinghouse) of the system which has experienced many issues over the 
past two years of a serious nature. In addition there is now only very limited support available 
from ERG due to the departure of the one key staff member in the company who was 
experienced in TRACS and the Environment Canterbury customisation. 
 
A Request For Proposal (RFP) was issued in December 2008 for the procurement of a 
ticketing system. This was the second RFP to be released in 2008 with the first one 
(released in July 2008) receiving just one conforming bid which was significantly over budget. 
 
On 1 April 2009 Council approved INIT Pty Ltd and Snapper Services Ltd as preferred 
vendors for the ticketing system with the proviso that contract negotiations commence with 
INIT Pty Ltd as the first preferred tenderer. 
 

CARD TESTING 

 A two week timeframe for card testing following announcement to the preferred tenderer 
was notified by Environment Canterbury in the Request For Proposal. The intent of the two 
weeks was to enable sufficient time for the preferred tenderer to demonstrate that they could 
read and write to the existing Metrocards. 

 
INIT Pty Ltd was given fourteen Metrocards of different type, the card format, card keys and 
master card keys on 3 April 2009. The process was delayed at that point as ERG were 
unwilling to release the Algorithm that they had previously committed to under a signed non 
disclosure agreement.  
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Following a sustained period of intensive negotiation ERG finally released the algorithm to 
INIT Pty Ltd on 28 April 2009. A further period followed where INIT Pty Ltd determined that 
they had been provided all information necessary to develop the software to read and write 
to the Metrocards. 

 
On 4 May INIT advised that enough information had been provided to read and write to the 
Metrocards. Snapper Services Ltd were then advised that the testing period had 
commenced. 

 
On Friday 8 May INIT Pty Ltd sent two videos showing value being added to and removed 
from the Metrocards. The Metrocards were subsequently received and the transaction history 
on the cards verified that value had been added to them and taken off in the form of fares. 
 

CONTRACT NEGOTIATION 
 
Contract negotiation with INIT Pty Ltd commenced on 7 and 8 April 2009. Following the initial 
meeting the draft contract was revised in line with the greater understanding of the 
expectation of both parties and further negotiation occurred over the weeks that followed. At 
this point the inability for INIT to test the Metrocards delayed further progress. 
 
On Friday 24 April representatives of INIT Pty Ltd again flew to Christchurch where they 
presented Environment Canterbury with a revised project plan which had come about as a 
result of the delay in getting the required information from ERG. Where the proposal and 
negotiations to that point had INIT Pty Ltd meeting the deployment timeframe of November 
2009 with sufficient vehicles for the new contracts the new project plan did not.  
 
Legal advice was sought from Bell Gully as to whether the timeframe could be extended as 
the RFP had stated a November 2009 timeframe. The advice received was that it would be 
unfair to penalise INIT Pty Ltd for a circumstance that was beyond their control and that 
negotiation should proceed on that basis.  
 
No new operators were awarded contracts for the urban service tender rounds in April and 
May 2009. This had been the primary reason for the November 2009 deployment timeframe. 
The RFP had achieved its purpose in allowing Environment Canterbury to be able to go to 
tender but the results from the urban service tenders now allowed the deployment timeframe 
to be extended. 
 
Final agreement was reached on the Project Agreement, eight schedules, parent company 
guarantee and performance bond on 23 May 2009.  
 

SUMMARY 
 
Finalisation of the contract took longer than expected due to the difficulty getting the 
algorithm from ERG. Once this was obtained negotiation with INIT Pty Ltd proceeded well 
until conclusion with the exception of the amendment to the project plan. The final agreement 
on the project plan ensures that the system will be fully deployed by 31 May 2010. The final 
stages of negotiation involved intensive negotiation centred around liquidated damages and 
INIT Pty Ltd have every incentive to ensure that the system is deployed in the revised 
timeframe.  Should the system not be deployed in the required timeframe Environment 
Canterbury will receive liquidated damages of $100,000 per week from 31 May 2010. Both 
Liquidated Damages and Service Level credits were negotiated more intensely than INIT Pty 
Ltd would have preferred but they both serve to offer Environment Canterbury confidence 
that the deployment and issue resolution during the contract term will be timely. 
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There were no departures to the original price received as a result of contract negotiation 
and no departures from the scope of the project. 
 
Contract negotiation has now concluded with INIT Pty Ltd and the System Design phase of 
the project has now commenced. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the information be received. 
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CHRISTCHURCH CITY REPRESENTATION REVIEW, LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
COMMISSION APPEAL 
 
As reported to the Council at its April Meeting, the Christchurch City Council did not accept 
our submission that its ward boundaries should be constructed in a manner that allowed 
alignment with the potential arrangements available to the Regional Council when it next 
reviews its constituencies. 
 
Given the requirement of the Local Electoral Act 2001 that regional electoral boundaries 
should be aligned “where practicable” with those of their constituent territorial authorities, this 
failure to recognise the future needs of the Regional Council was regrettable. Our interests 
and concerns were not taken into account in the City’s decisions.  
 
As a result of this the Regional Council lodged an appeal with the Local Government 
Commission, based on the tenets of its submission to the City Council.  
 
Our concern can be simply stated: we do not want to have undemocratic and unworkable 
arrangements imposed upon us for the 2013 elections in order for us to align with TA Wards 
on account of their failure now to accommodate our needs in their boundaries. 
 
It is near impossible, save for a Regional Council of nine members, to combine the legal 
requirements of effective representation of (regional) communities of interest, population 
equality (+/- 10%) and boundary alignment under the City Council’s proposal. Nine members, 
as suggested by Alan McRobie in 2007, would provide for six councillors from Christchurch 
and three from the rest of the region. I think that it is almost universally agreed that nine 
members is too few a number for Canterbury. 
 
The Commission’s Hearing of appeals is due to take place in Christchurch on July 10th.  
 
Our appeal should be couched in identical terms to the position we have advanced thus far, 
concerning alignment, and that we seek a decision from the Commission that accommodates 
our future requirements or, if that is not possible, one that acknowledges the difficulty or 
impossibility of meeting all three tests of the LEA 2001, viz., boundary alignment, effective 
representation of regional communities of interest and population fairness under the proposal 
of the Christchurch City Council. 
 
 
AORAKI: ONE DISTRICT COUNCIL WITHIN ONE CANTERBURY?  

 
One wonders what has happened to the investigations by the Ashburton and southern district 
councils into their proposal to break up the Canterbury region and create a Central South 
Island Regional Council. After so much publicity things have gone very quiet lately. It may be 
that the breakaway movement has hit some snags. 
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Some say that the lack of action is because a lead is awaited from the Government. A more 
likely explanation may be to do with the dollars. Parochial hubris may have been trumped, 
once again, by economic reality. The 2008 Morrison Low Report confirmed the 2003 Polson 
Higgs Report that a stand-alone regional council would deliver fewer regional services and 
incur significant increases in southern ratepayer levies to fund the new authority.  
 
In plain terms, the research shows that Ashburton and the southern area would get much 
less out of a stand-alone regional council and pay much more.  

 
The Morrison Low Report estimated that there was a $3.2 million annual subsidy transferred 
to the southern area, including Ashburton, from the rest of Canterbury. The Polson Higgs 
Report of 2003 indicated even larger extra annual costs to the southern community, without 
Ashburton, if they had their own regional council. A considerable amount of southern 
ratepayers’ money has been spent confirming the 2003 report’s conclusions.  

  
Interestingly, while eight governance options apart from the status quo were investigated, 
one logical and potentially achievable option for improving local government performance in 
South Canterbury was not considered, namely the amalgamation of the three districts 
(excluding Ashburton) into one strong southern territorial authority.  

 
The “Timaru Herald” suggested this option earlier this year, that South Canterbury should 
consider combining its three district councils into one. This idea may well be worth exploring. 
Both the “Aoraki” and “South Canterbury” District Council names resonate well and definitely 
reflect the distinct southern community of interest.  

 
An initiative by the southern districts to include a study into this option as an alternative to the 
status quo would have shown a commitment to finding efficiency gains and improving the 
performance of local government in the south. Local government, after all, is about delivering 
services to the people, not patch protection.  

 
Amalgamating the three southern district councils* into one territorial authority of 54,000 
people would create the second most populous and economically powerful territorial council 
in the Canterbury region, after Christchurch. Its impact would definitely be felt. Providing 
adequate powers were delegated to the distinctive communities across the district, it would 
undoubtedly be more successful than the current separate arrangements.  

  
It would create a council of sufficient scale and resources to deliver high quality territorial 
governance and services. South Canterbury would then have one district health board and 
one district council with common boundaries, both within the wider Canterbury region.  

 
One wonders why such a practicable solution was ignored by the southern councils in favour 
of yet again investigating a model that had already been proven to cost more and deliver 
less, incurring the loss of the significant financial support of the wider Canterbury region.  
 
It is doubtful that the southern community is so wealthy that it can afford the extra rates to 
fund its own regional council. It is also doubtful that it cares so little about its environmental 
services that it would under fund them and accept a real lowering of standards. This 
reinforces the case for the Canterbury Regional Council to maintain its role in the south.  

 
Local government is a constantly dynamic environment and governance arrangements 
nationally may change in time along the lines of the Government’s Auckland decisions 
towards a more regional approach. That is for the future, however, and Canterbury needs to 
operate on the basis of what we know now and what the law is now.  
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For the moment, I suspect that many think that the South Canterbury districts and their 
leadership have been given enough time to develop their alternative to the status quo 
arrangements. It may be that, having built up expectations, they really don’t know what to do 
now that the entirely predictable outcome of higher costs and fewer services resulting from 
their proposal has once again been demonstrated.  

 
Should we continue to maintain a detached silence with regard to this issue? We are past the 
half-way mark of this local government cycle. Should matters be finally concluded before or 
at the 2010 elections? Do South Cantabrians really want another three years of talk and 
uncertainty when the reports they’ve paid lots for clearly demonstrate the adverse financial 
costs to them of the current southern districts’ proposal? Why not end the hiatus and test 
southern public opinion next year? 
 
Community debate cannot be turned on and off as a matter of convenience or while we wait, 
perhaps forever, for a lead from Wellington or Auckland. It may now be time for southern 
opinions to be sought by our Council.  
 
The suggestion of the “Timaru Herald” may be the place to start. It would amalgamate the 
Waimate, Mackenzie and Timaru Districts to create one South Canterbury/Aoraki District 
Council. It would produce undoubted efficiencies and savings to southern ratepayers and the 
annual $3.2 million transfer to the south from the rest of Canterbury to fund regional council 
services would be retained.   

 
The Districts’ proposal for a stand-alone regional council would not only cost the south the 
$3.2 million annual transfer but it could even entrench administrative inefficiencies in what 
many see as smaller, under-resourced local councils. It doesn’t seem to make sense. Is 
narrow parochialism worth a large increase in rates in the south in hard-pressed times, with 
still the same functions to perform and the same laws to follow? It is doubtful.   

 
And, with the Morrison Low report again drawing the whole region’s attention to that large 
financial subsidy, what might ratepayers from central and northern Canterbury think of their 
funds being disproportionately transferred south? This is genuine food for thought.   
 
In general, Canterbury local authorities work well together, as evidenced by the collaborative 
Water Management and Greater Christchurch Urban Development Strategies. Now that the 
southern leaders’ preferred option has been shown to be very expensive, perhaps it’s time to 
consider the amalgamation alternative, as it is both achievable and cost effective, and test 
public opinion on it. 
 
Why should anyone be afraid of that? 
 

* Part Waitaki District Council which is in the Canterbury Regional Council’s region, would 
remain in the Waitaki District. 

 
 
LGNZ CONFERENCE, CHRISTCHURCH, 2009 
 
Council policy is for the Chairman and two councillors to be the official Regional Council 
representatives to the LGNZ Annual Conference but, when the conference is in Christchurch, 
as it is this year, that all colleagues have the opportunity to participate in conference 
workshops as their interests and council responsibilities require. 
 
In 2005 the pre-Conference regional tour incorporated the Central, Mid and South 
Canterbury areas. As Conferences are only held in a few venues, pre-conference tours have 
now developed that also involve areas outside that of the host council. That is the case this 
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year. Regional delegates will assemble in Blenheim, participate in a programme arranged by 
the Marlborough District Council, and then travel by train to Christchurch. The Kaikoura coast 
will be a feature of this journey. 
 
While the policy is for the Chairman and two delegates to officially represent the Council, the 
usual practice when the Conference is in Christchurch has been for all councillors to be 
registered to attend workshops that involve their responsibilities and/or interests. It has also 
been customary for constituency councillors to join the pre-Conference tour when it is in their 
area, in this case North Canterbury. 
 
Crs Evans, Kirk and Tindall have expressed interest in being our official delegates in support 
of the Chairman. Council will need to make a decision as to which two are chosen. The two 
North Canterbury Constituency Councillors also need to be authorised to accompany the 
pre-Conference tour through their Constituency. It is also customary for all councillors other 
than our official delegation to be registered for Conference workshops of their choosing.  
 
Resolved 
 
I recommend that: 
 
(a) the report be received; 
 
(b) the terms of the appeal to the Local Government Commission as described in the 

above report be approved; 
 
(c) consideration be given to the development of a consultative referendum to be 

conducted amongst South Canterbury electors to be held in conjunction with the 2010 
local elections  in regard to options for governance in South Canterbury; 

 
(d) the Chairman and Crs………. and ………. be appointed as official delegates to the 

LGNZ Annual Conference in Christchurch in late July; 
 
(e) the two North Canterbury Constituency Councillors be authorised to accompany the 

pre-Conference tour throughout their Constituency; and 
 
(f) all other Councillors be registered for Conference Workshops of their choosing.  
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REPORT BY: Mark Smith 
Financial Accountant 

 

ENDORSED BY: Wayne Thomas 
Director Finance and Corporate Services 

   

Attached is the financial summary of the Council's activities for the 11 months ended  
31 May 2009. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the information on the financial reports for the period ending 31 May 2009 be received. 
 



Environment Canterbury Financial Summary for the eleven months ended 31 May 2009.

Revenue YTD Expenditure YTD Surplus/(Deficit) YTD
Actual Budget Variance f/(u) Actual Budget Variance f/(u) Actual Budget Variance f/(u)

Summary
Total Projects 97,997,276   $      95,835,005   $     2,162,271   $   95,814,003   $      99,455,032   $  3,641,029   $    2,183,273   $   (3,620,027)  $   5,803,300   $            

By Portfolio
Air Quality 9,225,673   8,201,034   1,024,639   7,173,521   10,213,248   3,039,727   2,052,152   (2,012,214)  4,064,366   
Emergency Management 1,313,369   1,256,911   56,458   1,132,482   1,256,911   124,429   180,887   0   180,887   
Coastal Environment 1,389,733   1,632,465   (242,732)  1,346,944   1,667,326   320,382   42,789   (34,861)  77,650   
Energy 272,804   336,824   (64,020)  204,135   336,824   132,689   68,669   0   68,669   
Land 4,435,475   4,269,186   166,289   4,213,049   4,210,128   (2,921)  222,426   59,058   163,368   
Hazards 10,574,762   10,991,951   (417,189)  10,896,279   10,324,684   (571,595)  (321,517)  667,267   (988,784)  
Navigation Safety 597,693   651,970   (54,277)  538,559   651,970   113,411   59,134   0   59,134   
Pests and Biosecurity 4,055,164   4,490,528   (435,364)  3,773,045   4,859,155   1,086,110   282,119   (368,627)  650,746   
Public Passenger Transport 35,768,835   34,316,909   1,451,926   36,647,956   35,364,457   (1,283,499)  (879,121)  (1,047,548)  168,427   
Regional Land Transport 1,107,972   1,099,613   8,359   908,207   1,176,952   268,745   199,765   (77,339)  277,104   
Waste, Haz Sub & Cont Sites 1,551,191   1,491,786   59,405   1,481,394   1,518,922   37,528   69,797   (27,136)  96,933   
Water Quality, Quantity and Ecosystems 9,688,768   9,564,112   124,656   9,518,323   9,994,747   476,424   170,445   (430,635)  601,080   
Consents - All Portfolios 11,686,682   11,145,556   541,126   12,026,927   11,144,402   (882,525)  (340,245)  1,154   (341,399)  
Democratic Process 6,329,155   6,386,160   (57,005)  5,953,182   6,735,306   782,124   375,973   (349,146)  725,119   

97,997,276   $      95,835,005   $     2,162,271   $   95,814,003   $      99,455,032   $  3,641,029   $    2,183,273   $   (3,620,027)  $   5,803,300   $            

($000's): Actual Budget Variance
General Rate Funded 2,434   (699)  3,133   
Separate Rate Funded (136)  (2,921)  2,785   
User Pays Funded (115)  0   (115)  

TOTAL PROJECT EXPENDITURE ($m)
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Air Quality

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $4,064k
●   Revenue Over budget by $1,024k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $3,040k

Variance commentary
Public Information - Air Quality ($153k favourable)
Christchurch winter air ban activity is about to begin, more expenses will come through.

Clean Air Programme  ($3,899k favourable)
Grants of $1,588k received from EECA were not budgeted and YTD conversions are behind forecast conversions in all districts.
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Emergency Management

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $180k
●   Revenue Over budget by $56k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $124k

Variance commentary
CDEM Group Contract ($42k favourable)
Actual revenue is $21k lower than budget due to reduced training activity under the contract with CCC.  Expenditure is under budget by $63k due to phasing.

Hazard Reduction ($31k favourable)
This will come more into line as review and update of the CDEM Group plan started later in the year. Some of this budget may also be used in the Preparedness Project 
which requires hazard analysis and reports.

Engineering Lifelines (in Eqs & Other Haz Events) ($58k favourable)
Discussions are continuing with the Engineering Lifelines Group on project deliverables and management of these projects for the rest of the year.
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Coastal Environment

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $78k
●   Revenue Under budget by $243k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $321k

Variance commentary
Regional Coastal Environment Plan ($90k favourable)
The contractor is unable to commence review of Hazard Lines methodology as anticipated.  Goods & services are likely to be under budget this financial year.

Non Statutory Plan Implementation ($89k favourable)
The underspending is due to phasing.

Coastal Water Quality Investigations ($56k favourable)
Variance is due to phasing. 

Marine Pollution Enforcement ($73k unfavourable)
Expenditure is $87k under budget as there have not been many spills this year.  Revenue is $160k less than budget due to ongoing costs not yet recovered. 
There have been some unavoidable costs this year to improve dispersant storage which will not be able to be recovered.

Coastal Strategy Development ($74k unfavourable)
Both revenue and expenditure are under budget.  The project has been delayed due to the project leader working on other tasks but is scheduled to be completed
by 30 June 2009.  Most of the budgeted goods and services are for report production and will be spent in June 09.  MFE will be billed once completed.

Planning Advisory - Coastal Environment ($54k unfavourable)
Additional work has been required on a submission on renewable electricity generation and presentations on freshwater management and RMA reforms.
Expenditure on labour will be higher than budget by year end.
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Energy

Financial highlight
●   Overall Surplus over budget $69k
●   Revenue Under budget by $64k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $133k

Variance commentary
Energy Resource Monitoring ($38k favourable)
$21k expenditure will not be spent by the end of the year and will be required in the next financial year.

Energy Resource Investigations ($14k favourable)
A consultant has been engaged to produce a report on the vulnerabilities to oil depletion impacts on Canterbury economy and society. This work is now well underway.
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Land

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $163k
●   Revenue Over budget by $166k
●   Expenditure Over budget by $3k

Variance commentary
Biodiversity Strategy ($216k favourable) 
Lack of staff and restructuring has resulted in budgets being underspent. Staff are now on board and grants will be made to high priority sites before the end of June 09.

Sustainable Land Use Practices Promotion ($85k favourable)
Property / Riparian Plans project has a $41k favourable variance.  Three staff have been on extended leave during the year and resources have been put into other projects.

Land Resource Investigations ($68k favourable)
All outputs are on track and the underspending in this project is mainly phasing. 

Soil Resources Monitoring ($46k favourable) and Land Use and Land Cover Monitoring ($58k favourable)
Underspending in these projects is due to phasing.

Riparian Management Strategy ($40k favourable)
The contract commenced in December 2008 and the final report and payment are not due till 30 June 09.

Urban Development Strategy ($426k unfavourable)
The project was underbudgeted for the objectives now sought to be achieved.  Costs not allowed for include those related to the Judicial Review
and the Declaratory Judgment - both labour and legal expenses for the work involved in selecting and appointing Commissioners and the use
of consultants related to the Litigation Strategy and the expanded Officer Report.  
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Hazards

Financial highlights
●   Overall Deficit over budget $989k
●   Revenue Under budget by $417k
●   Expenditure Over budget by $572k

Variance commentary
Catchment Works In Rating Districts  ($1,227k unfavourable)
Approximately $643k capital works are included in this project and will be capitalised at year end.  Some river rating districts are higher than
originally budgeted and these increases have been revised with Catchment committees.
IFRS Depreciation of around $358k was not budgeted.

Fluvial Monitoring ($144k favourable); Gravel Resource Management ($142k unfavourable)
The majority of works for Fluvial Monitoring is being undertaken in conjunction with Gravel Resource Management. All expenditure is going against 
the gravel project and revenue will be matched at year end.

Ecan Land Management ($353k favourable)
Higher rentals overall than budget.  Contingency expenditure likely to remain unspent so overall expenditure will be below budget.

Advisory - River Engineering ($77k unfavourable)
Additional work has been required due to flooding in North Canterbury and consent hearings in South Canterbury.

Flood Alerts & Flood Management ($78k unfavourable)
Overspent due to flood events mainly in July and August.
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Navigation Safety

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $59k
●   Revenue Under budget by $54k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $113k

Variance commentary
Navigation Safety – Harbours & inland waters ($62k favourable)
The project is under budget due to reduced expenditure on contracted patrols, no requirement for legal support, a late start to work on moorings, delayed 
finalising of Lyttelton Risk Assessment and lower than expected costs on brochure reprints and clothing. 
Other income is running under budget due to the budgeted annual charge for moorings supervision and administration under bylaws not being invoiced.
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Pests and Biosecurity

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $651k
●   Revenue Under budget by $435k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $1,086k

Variance commentary
Bovine TB Operations  ($151k favourable)
Underspending is due to lower than budgeted local share rate.  The actual local share rate is 8.13%, 33% lower than budgeted rate.

Animal and Plant Pests Threats to Biodiversity ($112k favourable); 
The under spend is due to budget phasing.

Community Initiated Programmes ($69k favourable)
Banks Peninsula possum control is not due to start until April 2009.  07/08 work paid for from 08/09 programme is resulting in a shortfall in operations income. 
Reserves will need to be used for the 2008/09 programme. 

Regional Pest Management Strategies ($66k favourable)
Overall budget will be underspent because a staff position has been vacant for several months. There is also a phasing problem with G&S.

Maintaining Pest Control Capability ($38k favourable)
Level of activity in Rabbit co-ordination and 1080 consent are lower than budgeted for.

Pests & Biosecurity Expenditure ($000)
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Public Passenger Transport

Financial highlights
●   Overall Deficit under budget $169k
●   Revenue Over budget by $1,452k
●   Expenditure Over budget by $1,283k

Variance commentary
Passenger Service Contract Payments ($520k unfavourable)
Expenditure is higher than expected due to impact of NZTA indexation as a result of high fuel prices. The high fuel price has been offset in part by
the fare clawback from the July 2008 fare rise but the expected reduction in contract cost from NZTA indexation for the December quarter has not occurred to the degree expected. 
Stats NZ has now confirmed that reduction in indexation was not as expected because of an unusual set of circumstances that they had not encountered previously. 
It is expected by Stats NZ that there will be benefit of lower diesel prices in particular in the March quarter indices. Level of service is on target.

Advisory Services - Passenger Transport ($84k favourable)
The variance is mainly due to budget phasing.

Passenger Service Marketing ($90k favourable)
The project is underspent due to a reduced emphasis on targeted campaigns until a marketing strategy is completed.

Clearing House ($130k favourable)
Sundry revenue of $109k was received from the Bus Exchange for metrocard replacement, miscellaneous sales and interest on metrocard bank account. 
This was not budgeted for.  The project is also underspent due to the timing of the purchase of new metrocards. 

Passenger Service Contract Management ($214k favourable)
The project is under spent due to the timing of ticketing project. Contract negotiation for the new ticketing system is now in the final stages.
At this stage it is not clear what operational expenditure will be required in the current year.

Passenger Services Information ($47k favourable)
Service information and bus shelter claims will be underspent at year end.  This is due to extension of contracts into following financial year and less than projected
expenditure on shelters and facilities by CCC.
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Regional Land Transport

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $277k
●   Revenue Over budget by $8k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $269k

Variance commentary
Regional Land Transport Monitoring ($55k favourable)
Further significant G&S expenditure is coming in June.

Regional Land Transport Investigations ($53k favourable)
Final invoices for CTS model still pending from consultants.  Expected this budget will be close to fully spent.

Stock Effluent Disposal Sites ($62k favourable)
$56k revenue from district councils for Canterbury truck effluent disposal sites clearing house payments were not budgeted.

Cycleway Development ($65k favourable)
Construction has been postponed while investigation of an alternative route proposed by a community group is completed.  Budget is required to be carried over.

The variance is due to the phasing of work and invoices.
Regional Land Transport Expenditure ($000)
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Waste, Haz Sub & Cont Sites

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $97k
●   Revenue Over budget by $59k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $38k

Variance commentary
Contaminated Site Investigations ($26k favourable)
The under spend is due to budget phasing.

Industrial Pollution Prevention ($56k favourable)
A new Pollution Prevention Officer was appointed in January rather than July saving six months of labour costs.
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Water Quality, Quantity and Ecosystems

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $601k
●   Revenue Over budget by $125k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $476k

Variance commentary
NRRP – Water ($125k favourable)
Several environmental flow review projects are not proceeding as fast as anticipated. One large high priority project has been added dealing with the cumulative
effects of land use on nutrient levels in Water.  In addition a substantial contract has been let with NIWA for Waitaki lakes water quality.  Between these two
projects, all NRRP Water goods and services will be utilised by 30 June.

Water Metering ($128k favourable)
Labour and overhead costs are lower than budget due to the Water Project Manager position not being filled as expected.

Canterbury Strategic Water Study ($377k unfavourable)
Expenditure will be greater than budget following a directive from the Mayoral Forum to accelerate the public engagement programme and a directive
from Central Government to provide a Strategy report by June 09.  A detailed budget for the next 3 years has been prepared and endorsed by
the steering group. 

Surface Water Quality Investigations - Regional Issues ($75k favourable)
Underspent due to phasing.  Most investigations on track but some delays in starting because of NRRP prioritisation. Anticipate all outputs still to be achieved. 

Waimakariri River & Catchment RP ($45k favourable)
Underspending on goods and services is mainly due to phasing.

Water Care ($153k favourable)
Significant programmed expenditure from external goods and services yet to come from several major contracts that were late in letting.

Investigating Flow Regimes ($175k favourable)
Labour cost and overheads are below budget due to staff shortages (2 positions vacant) and other staff time spent on consent applications.

Water Quality, Quantity & Ecosystems Expenditure ($000)
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Consents - All Portfolios

Financial highlights
●   Overall Deficit over budget $341k
●   Revenue Over budget by $541k
●   Expenditure Over budget by $882k

Variance commentary
Resource Consent Processing ($348k unfavourable)
Expenditure has been over budget, arising from heavy expenditure on post consent maintenance work, process improvement project management,
additional training courses, and unanticipated legal advice requirements.  These have all added to costs without any additional revenue to match.
In addition margins have been eroded by steadily increased wage costs since most current charge out rates were set in 2004.  A part of this increased
expenditure is due to timing and will smooth out over time.
Revenue is below budget, as staff hours to chargeable consent projects are below budget.  This is partially due to phasing of consents maintenance tasks
and also to a diversion of time to section overhead projects and a reduction in the amount of directly chargeable notification work.

Environment Court Consent Objections and Appeals ($114k favourable)
Expenditure is tracking below budget due to minimal appeals and objections work occurring to date. It is likely this project will be in surplus at 
year end by at least $100k.

RMA Enforcement - All Portfolios ($68k unfavourable)
The land portfolio has been the focus of activity in 2008/09 year and most of the deficit is due to number of serious environmental breaches in Land
which are being prosecuted. There is a significant time lag between expenditure on investigations & prosecutions and the receipt of any fines.  
The Air portfolio has $56k surplus mainly due to increased revenue from infringement fees for outside burning during the winter air pollution ban and 
other air related offences.

Variance commentary RMA Regulatory Expenditure ($000)
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Democratic Process

Financial highlights
●   Overall Surplus over budget $725k
●   Revenue Under budget by $57k
●   Expenditure Under budget by $782k

Variance commentary
Chatham Islands Council Services ($290k favourable)
Revenue of $230k was carried over from the 2007/08 year and will be used to provide services in the current year.

Long Term Council Community Plan ($407k unfavourable)
Unbudgeted Programme managers & convenors time is coded here and is significantly higher than budget due to the work undertaken by Regional Programmes. 
The overspend is due to strategy meeting expenses, market research for UAGC, employment of an analyst & costs for a report on Community Outcome Progress.

Plan Implementation and Effectiveness Monitoring Systems ($274k favourable)
The underspending is due to the assigned staff being diverted to work on the LTCCP preparation.  
It is anticipated that the budget will be transferred to cover the cost of the LTCCP work.

Regional Policy Statement Review ($133k favourable)
Underspending in G&S is mainly due to phasing and slower progress on the project because of staff vacancies.

Council Elections ($103k favourable)
Due to 2008-09 not being an election year, expenditure will not be incurred but will be taken to reserves for use in election year.

Ratepayer Servicing ($108k favourable)
Labour and overheads costs are significantly under budget by $71k.  

Annual Report ($164k favourable)
Audit fees for the 2008/09 year have yet to be billed.  Labour will increase in the last quarter of the year as preparation of the 2008-09 annual report commences.
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CASH POSITION

RATES CASH FLOW

Cash flow

The cash position during the period ending 31 May 2009 fluctuated between $9.4m and 
$15.1m with an actual cash position at the end of the month of $9.4m. $2.7m over budget.

Actual rates cash flow to 31 May 2009 is virtually on budget with a small shortfall of $116k or -
0.2%.
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SEC/CA/C/06/CEO items  17 June 2009 

AGENDA ITEM NO:  19 
 

SUBJECT MATTER:  CHIEF EXECUTIVE’S ITEMS 

REPORT:  Council DATE OF MEETING:   25 June 2009 

FILE REFERENCES:  PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

REPORT BY: Jude Pani 
Manager Secretariat 

 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
DOCUMENTS SEALED 
 
The following document has been sealed under delegated authority: 

 
• Lease Lot 27 McLeans Island 

Reserves 
Tanks for Everything Limited 
 

• Guarantee Agreement Innovation in Traffic Systems AG (INIT Pty Limited) 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Chief Executive’s items be received. 



SEC/CA/C/2805/Cr reports  17 June 2009 

AGENDA ITEM NO: 20 SUBJECT MATTER:  COUNCILLOR REPORTS EXTERNAL 
APPOINTMENTS/ CONFERENCES/SEMINARS 
 

REPORT:  Council DATE OF MEETING:     25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES:  PORTFOLIO: Democratic Process 
PROJECT: 020400 
OUTPUT: Ratepayer Services 

  

REPORT BY: Jude Pani 
Manager Secretariat 

 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
20.1 CONFERENCE ATTENDANCE APPROVED BY THE CHAIRMAN/COUNCIL SINCE LAST COUNCIL 

MEETING  

8-9 June 2009 EDS Conference, Auckland Cr Tindall $1399.00 

25-29 July 2009 LGNZ Conference, Christchurch 
plus pre-Conference tour 

Cr Burke and 
2 Councillors 

Approx $4500.00 

 
The 2008/2009 monitoring report is attached. 
 
 

20.2 COUNCILLOR REPORTS  

Councillors are invited to provide reports to Council on attendance at recent 
Conferences/Seminars and external appointments.   
 

 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Council receives the Councillor reports. 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 

2008/2009 – Monitoring Reports 
 
 
CONFERENCE BUDGET – 020401 – RATEPAYER SERVICES ($28,000) 
 

Date Conference/ 
Training 

Attendees Cost Budget 
Available 

5-6 August 2008 Launch of Regional 
Transport Strategy, 
Wellington 

Cr Kane 
 

$146.00 $27,854 

10-11 September 
2008 

Zone 5 Nelson Cr Kane $537.00 $27,317 

14-15 October 2008 Irrigation NZ, Christchurch Cr Oldfield $400.00 $26,917 

14 October Irrigation NZ, Christchurch Cr Sage $200.00 $26,717 

14 October Irrigation NZ, Christchurch Cr Demeter $200.00 $26,517 

28 October Air meeting with EECA, 
Wellington 

Cr Kane $403.00 $26,114 

3-4 November Financial Governance 
training 

Cr Burke, Cr 
Murray, Cr Demeter, 
Cr Tindall, Cr 
Harrow 

$585.00 $25,529 

14 November SOLGM Representation 
Review Forum 

Cr Burke $663.00 $24,866 

6 April 2009 RMA Re-certification Cr Kirk $1160.00 $23,706 

6 April 2009 RMA Re-certification Cr Little $1160.00 $22,546 

6 April RMA Re-certification Cr Oldfield $1160.00 $21,386 

6 April 2009 RMA Re-certification – Did 
not attend. Course fee 
refunded by Cr Oldfield 

Cr Oldfield $1160.00CR $22,546 

19-21 March 2009 Community Boards 
Conference 

Cr Evans, Cr Burke $1496.00 $21,050 

19 March Sustainable Business 
Network 

Cr Sage $35.00 $21,015 

28 April Governance for Auckland Cr Burke $777.00 $20,238 

8-9 June 2009 EDS Conference Cr Sage, Cr Tindall $1474.00 $18,764 

23 June Writing Good Decisions Crs Neill, Sage, 
Demeter, Murray, 
Sutherland, Kirk, 
Tindall 

$3137.40 $15,626.60 
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2009 LGNZ CONFERENCE BUDGET – 020400 – RATEPAYER SERVICES ($8,415) 
 

Date Conference Attendees Cost Budget 
Available 

25-29 July 
2009 

LGNZ Conference, 
Christchurch 

Cr Burke 
and 2 Councillors 

$4,500 
approximately 

$3,915.00 
approximately  
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 21 SUBJECT MATTER:  PUBLIC EXCLUDED 
 

REPORT:  Council DATE OF MEETING:     25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES:  PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Jude Pani 
Manager Secretariat 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
MEETING WITH PUBLIC EXCLUDED 

That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 
 
21.1 Minutes of 28 May 2009 Meeting  
21.2 Appointment of Commissioners for Upper Waitaki 
 

The general subject of the matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for 
passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 
 
General subject of each matter to 
be considered 

Reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to each 
matter 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) 
for the passing of this 
resolution 

21.1 Minutes of 28 May 2009 
Meeting 

21.2 Appointment of 
Commissioners for Upper 
Waitaki 

 

That good reason exists for not 
discussing the matter with the 
public present and is not 
outweighed by the public 
interest. 
 

 
Section 48(1)(a) 

 

This resolution is made in reliance on Section 48(1) of the Local Government Official Information 
and Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interests protected by Section 7 of that Act which would 
be prejudiced by the holding of the relevant part of the proceedings of the meeting in public are 
as follows: 

 
21.1 Maintain legal professional privilege – Section 7(g). 

Enable any local authority holding the information to carry on, without prejudice or 
disadvantage, negotiations (including commercial and industrial negotiations) – 
Section 7(i). 
 

21.2 Protect the privacy of natural persons - Section 7(2)(a). 
 
 

 



AGENDA ITEM NO: 22 SUBJECT MATTER:  NOTICE OF MOTION 
 

REPORT:  Council DATE OF MEETING:     25 June 2009 
 

FILE REFERENCES:  PORTFOLIO:  
PROJECT:  
OUTPUT:  

  

REPORT BY: Cr Tindall 
 

ENDORSED BY:  

 
 

That Environment Canterbury now becomes a financial supporter of the Communities for 
Climate Protection-New Zealand 2009/10 Programme. 

 




