
MOIR Jacqui
Wakatipu Youth Trust
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 8A: Comment here.
Wakatipu Youth Trust appreciates all the funding support that QLDC has provided for 
the cost of the rent of its youth centre. As with many other community groups we are 
a charitable trust that does rely on funding support from a number of funding 
agencies to be able to provide a wide range of youth programmes including 
mentoring and youth support programmes, and we work closely with many other 
agencies including all the schools in the basin and NZ Police.
This year we have moved the youth centre to Frankton to align with the move of the 
high school to its new site as this provides us with the ability to work both with and 
alongside the school providing programmes and space for activities during the 
school day and after school.
 We plan to develop further programmes and we currently run the centre five days a 
week.
We have attached a copy of our Annual Report which show the range of our 
programmes along with profiles of our amazing youth workers.
We are asking Council to support the youth of the Wakatipu and the programmes 
we are running by further supporting the trust as the rent on the new premises is 
$15,000 more than we previously paid. We request through the Ten Year Plan an 
annual increase of our grant from $30,000 to $40,000 and we will continue to 
fundraise the $5,000 difference.
The Wakatipu community supports many of the programmes we run through 
sponsorship and reduced costs and we currently receive funding from a large 
number of other funders such as Central Lakes Trust, Lotteries and Community Trust of 
Southland therefore it is difficult for us to find rent costs from any other funders.
The young people using our new facility love the new site, as it is fresh and inviting, 
easy to access being on the bus route and closer to our growing Frankton, Shotover 
and Lake Hayes Estate residential areas. With future residential developments 
planned for Hanley downs and more families moving into Jacks Point we feel our 
new site is central to supporting all families and youth in the Wakatipu.

Q.
Annual Report 2016-2017 final.pdf - 5730 KB























































MOLLOY Paul
Southern Forests NZ Ltd
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Neutral

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Support

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Neutral

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Disagree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Oppose

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Support

Q. 8A: Comment here.
My main opposition is to the early harvest of Coronet Forest and consequential 
excessive $12m budget for reforestation.
I consider the early harvest decision to be ill-advised and a serious mistake. I doubt 
that it would survive scrutiny by an independent review. The whole process lacks 
independence and the process appears to have been hijacked by vested interests. 
That is not to discredit the efforts of the Wakatipu Wilding Conifer Control Group, 
QLDC, Wakatipu Reforestation Trust, DOC  and other groups efforts to preserve the 
integrity of the vegetation in the Wakatipu basin. I assume CODC as joint shareholder 
supports the QLDC decision but perhaps they should not. I wish to be heard on this 
issue.



MOORE-CARTER Graham
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Oppose

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Disagree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Neutral

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Oppose

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Disagree

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Oppose

Q. 8A: Comment here.
The cost of the inner area of Queenstown CBD comes at too higher cost for the rate 
payers in the residential area of the CBD. I object to paying extra rates for the money 
spent on the CBD with no benefit for me whatsoever. 

I've included this brief note.
I live in the CBD zone which has strong boundaries. But all up I object to paying extra 
rates up to 65% for a Downtown improvement.
I will be on a fixed income shortly and this increase will not make life easier.
I don't see any benefit whatsoever in putting up my rates for the business' in town.
Thank You.



MORGAN Libby
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Agree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Oppose

Q. 8A: Comment here.
The Wanaka master plan will be fundamental to the continued enjoyment of 
Wanaka as a place to live and for visitors.

The existing planning situation is already dire - to continue to ignore the need for a 
clear strategy would be absurd. The council would end up spending much more to 
retrospectively fix planning issues.

Wanaka has the opportunity to grow in a meaningful and successful way and this 
opportunity needs to be taken!



MORTON Chris
Mt Cardrona Station
Arrowtown

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Agree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Support

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Support

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Agree

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Support

Q. 8A: Comment here.
The funding allocation for the Cardrona waste water and water scheme in 2024/2025 
is too far out given that Mt Cardona station has a consented solution that the QLDC 
infrastructure team support and that if QLDC do not commit to partner in an earlier 
development program of 2019/20 then the option is lost and the Cardrona 
community misses out on a solution to resolve the existing Baxter QLDC village 
scheme which is overloaded and runs risk of leaking into the Cardrona River, plus 
polluting the community village water take with serious risk to public health. Further 
more the Cardrona skifield could also connect into this proposed system and result in 
a cost efficient solution for all parties including a lower cost solution for QLDC.



MULCAHY James
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Agree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Neutral



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Neutral

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral



Q. 8A: Comment here.
$7.4m for a cycle lane from Park St to Hotops Rise and $23.5m on the whole for 
active transport in Queenstown vs $1.5m in Wanaka?! Please... With a population 
50% the size of Queenstown, don't give us 6% of the funding. The safety of children 
accessing the new rec facilities in Wanaka is clearly of no concern to whoever's 
tasked with these plans. 

Don't make the same mistakes that have been made in the past in thinking that 
growth in Wanaka doesn't yet need addressing because it hasn't reached the crisis 
point that Queenstown has. I've lived in both locations and truly see the opportunity 
for growth to be managed here in a sustainable way, before it's to late. 

I realise these plans and decisions are likely being made by someone who'll be sitting 
back on their pension in a few short years but I challenge you to be the progressive 
ones who actually thought long term and planned for growth before it gets too late. 
Or maybe you can be like the rest and just leave the next generation to deal with 
poor planning and unmanaged development... Your call. ???????



MULLER Tristan
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Disagree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Neutral



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral

Q. 8A: Comment here.
We have owned our home in Wanaka now for 18 months and fully support Active 
Transport here in Wanaka.  A much strong er plan with clear goals and starting dates 
in 2018 need to happen. It seems that Queenstown is the only priority with the rest of 
the district considered as a much lower status.  Wanaka needs the investment now 
to promote a safer environment for full time locals such as ourselves.  Thank you for 
your consideration on these points.



MURPHY Ashley
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Neutral

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Disagree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Disagree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral



Q. 8A: Comment here.
As a concerned member of the Arthurs Point community I wish to make the following 
points that should be adopted and prioritised for Arthurs Point’s water supply 
contained within the 10-year plan.

- Prioritise the programme for Arthur’s Point water supply to comply with drinking 
water standards (2008) relative to option 2 as indicated on page 25 of the plan. By a 
significant margin the relative cost of $1.2 million is considerably less than all but one 
of the other locations, so should be prioritised, to be completed by 2022/23 or sooner 
to meet these drinking water standards.

- Priority to be given to the amount of money indicated in the BECA report for the 
coming year for Arthurs Point remedial bores work, plus an allocation of $25,000 
towards research & examination (consultation) of alternative water treatment 
methods. As indicated the following commitments were made recently below by 
Mayor Jim Boult.

As quoted at the end of the QLDC meeting on 23rd March in Wanaka “It is a work in 
progress and that we still need to look at alternatives and that might involve cost”

Also as noted in the Mirror from the Mayor (4th April 2018) “Your councillors all 
understand that many in the community would prefer an alternative to chlorination 
and we are resolved to keep this matter under review”

- I also wish to draw the attention that the 340+ Arthurs Point residents signed a letter 
presented to councillors on the 23rd of March relating to the plan to permanently 
chlorinate the Arthur’s Point water supply and seeking opportunity to explore proven 
alternatives - https://www.change.org/p/ashley-murphy-defer-decision-to-
permanently-chlorinate-arthurs-point-s-water-supply/ (online additional to signatures 
received in person). This was also well documented in the three main local papers 
the same week of this meeting.

- I support the application of a tier two charge to the Arthurs Point Scheme (Water) to 
enable a fairer apportionment of costs to the user - Item 5B on page 27. Currently the 
hotels (Accommodation) are paying the same flat rate of $600 as every other house 
in Arthurs Point, even though they have a lot more rooms/toilets. This change makes it 
fair to all the users and will be more on a user pays scheme instead of smaller 
properties funding the larger properties. If this new 2 tier system is approved, I would 
hope that this allows more resources of capital to be allocated to the above points 
in a shorter time frame than indicated on the plan.

The Arthurs Point system is unique in that it is a recently upgraded system, has a great 
source, great bore and excellent test monitoring results with no history of problems. In 
view of this I ask these points to be given thorough consideration in the protection of 
our most precious resource so that our infrastructure system can be brought fully up 
to par quicker and we can more readily be considered for an alternative system to 
chlorine.

I appreciate you taking the time to read this submission.



Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral



MURPHY Judy
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Oppose

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Disagree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Neutral

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Disagree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Oppose

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Oppose

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 8A: Comment here.
As a concerned member of the Arthurs Point community I wish to make the following 
points that should be adopted and prioritised for Arthurs Point’s water supply 
contained within the 10-year plan.

- Prioritise the programme for Arthur’s Point water supply to comply with drinking 
water standards (2008) relative to option 2 as indicated on page 25 of the plan. By a 
significant margin the relative cost of $1.2 million is considerably less than all but one 
of the other locations, so should be prioritised, to be completed by 2022/23 or sooner 
to meet these drinking water standards.

- Priority to be given to the amount of money indicated in the BECA report for the 
coming year for Arthurs Point remedial bores work, plus an allocation of $25,000 
towards research & examination (consultation) of alternative water treatment 
methods. As indicated the following commitments were made recently below by 
Mayor Jim Boult.

As quoted at the end of the QLDC meeting on 23rd March in Wanaka “It is a work in 
progress and that we still need to look at alternatives and that might involve cost”



Also as noted in the Mirror from the Mayor (4th April 2018) “Your councillors all 
understand that many in the community would prefer an alternative to chlorination 
and we are resolved to keep this matter under review”

- I also wish to draw the attention that the 340+ Arthurs Point residents signed a letter 
presented to councillors on the 23rd of March relating to the plan to permanently 
chlorinate the Arthur’s Point water supply and seeking opportunity to explore proven 
alternatives - https://www.change.org/p/ashley-murphy-defer-decision-to-
permanently-chlorinate-arthurs-point-s-water-supply/ (online additional to signatures 
received in person). This was also well documented in the three main local papers 
the same week of this meeting.

- I support the application of a tier two charge to the Arthurs Point Scheme (Water) to 
enable a fairer apportionment of costs to the user - Item 5B on page 27. Currently the 
hotels (Accommodation) are paying the same flat rate of $600 as every other house 
in Arthurs Point, even though they have a lot more rooms/toilets. This change makes it 
fair to all the users and will be more on a user pays scheme instead of smaller 
properties funding the larger properties. If this new 2 tier system is approved, I would 
hope that this allows more resources of capital to be allocated to the above points 
in a shorter time frame than indicated on the plan.

The Arthurs Point system is unique in that it is a recently upgraded system, has a great 
source, great bore and excellent test monitoring results with no history of problems. In 
view of this I ask these points to be given thorough consideration in the protection of 
our most precious resource so that our infrastructure system can be brought fully up 
to par quicker and we can more readily be considered for an alternative system to 
chlorine.

In last week's copy of The Press, 10 April 2018 there was a front page article quoting 
the Mayor, Lianne Dalziel, coming out very strongly against long term chlorination of 
Christchurch's water in the near term future years.The Christchurch Council would 
constantly revise and re-prioritise their expenditure to ensure the integrity of their 
water reaches the standard required to eliminate it's use and need for chlorine in 
their water as early as 12 month's time. 

I believe that the ChCh Mayor is showing true and strong leadership on this very 
important issue and that our own Mayor and Council should be adopting a similar 
stance. They should liase closely with the ChCh Council and make joint submissions 
where applicable. If Queenstown can resolve their issues it would be great for tourism 
to this area to be able to say that we have water that is safe and free of Chlorine.

I appreciate you taking the time to read this submission.

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral



MURPHY Maurice
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Agree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Neutral

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Disagree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Disagree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Oppose

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Oppose

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral

Q. 8A: Comment here.
As a concerned member of the Arthurs Point community I wish to make the following 
points that should be adopted and prioritised for Arthurs Point’s water supply 
contained within the 10-year plan.

- Prioritise the programme for Arthur’s Point water supply to comply with drinking 
water standards (2008) relative to option 2 as indicated on page 25 of the plan. By a 
significant margin the relative cost of $1.2 million is considerably less than all but one 
of the other locations, so should be prioritised, to be completed by 2022/23 or sooner 
to meet these drinking water standards.

- Priority to be given to the amount of money indicated in the BECA report for the 
coming year for Arthurs Point remedial bores work, plus an allocation of $25,000 



towards research & examination (consultation) of alternative water treatment 
methods. As indicated the following commitments were made recently below by 
Mayor Jim Boult.

As quoted at the end of the QLDC meeting on 23rd March in Wanaka “It is a work in 
progress and that we still need to look at alternatives and that might involve cost”

Also as noted in the Mirror from the Mayor (4th April 2018) “Your councillors all 
understand that many in the community would prefer an alternative to chlorination 
and we are resolved to keep this matter under review”

- I also wish to draw the attention that the 340+ Arthurs Point residents signed a letter 
presented to councillors on the 23rd of March relating to the plan to permanently 
chlorinate the Arthur’s Point water supply and seeking opportunity to explore proven 
alternatives - https://www.change.org/p/ashley-murphy-defer-decision-to-
permanently-chlorinate-arthurs-point-s-water-supply/ (online additional to signatures 
received in person). This was also well documented in the three main local papers 
the same week of this meeting.

- I support the application of a tier two charge to the Arthurs Point Scheme (Water) to 
enable a fairer apportionment of costs to the user - Item 5B on page 27. Currently the 
hotels (Accommodation) are paying the same flat rate of $600 as every other house 
in Arthurs Point, even though they have a lot more rooms/toilets. This change makes it 
fair to all the users and will be more on a user pays scheme instead of smaller 
properties funding the larger properties. If this new 2 tier system is approved, I would 
hope that this allows more resources of capital to be allocated to the above points 
in a shorter time frame than indicated on the plan.

The Arthurs Point system is unique in that it is a recently upgraded system, has a great 
source, great bore and excellent test monitoring results with no history of problems. In 
view of this I ask these points to be given thorough consideration in the protection of 
our most precious resource so that our infrastructure system can be brought fully up 
to par quicker and we can more readily be considered for an alternative system to 
chlorine.

In last week's copy of The Press,10 April 2018 there was a front page article quoting 
the Mayor - Lianne Dalziel - coming out very strongly against long term chlorination in 
the near term future years. The Christchurch Council would reprioritise their 
expenditure to ensure the integrity of their water reaches the standard required to 
eliminate the use and need for chlorine in their water.

I believe that the Christchurch Mayor is showing true and strong leadership on this 
very important issue and that our  Mayor and Council should be adopting a similar 
stance. We should liase closely with the Christchurch Council, and make joint 
submissions where applicable. 

I appreciate your time in reading this submission.



MURPHY Rebecca
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Oppose

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Disagree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Disagree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Disagree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Oppose

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Disagree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Oppose

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Disagree

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Oppose



Q. 8A: Comment here.
As a concerned member of the Arthurs Point community I wish to make the following 
points that should be adopted and prioritised for Arthurs Point’s water supply 
contained within the 10-year plan.

- Prioritise the programme for Arthur’s Point water supply to comply with drinking 
water standards (2008) relative to option 2 as indicated on page 25 of the plan. By a 
significant margin the relative cost of $1.2 million is considerably less than all but one 
of the other locations, so should be prioritised, to be completed by 2022/23 or sooner 
to meet these drinking water standards.

- Priority to be given to the amount of money indicated in the BECA report for the 
coming year for Arthurs Point remedial bores work, plus an allocation of $25,000 
towards research & examination (consultation) of alternative water treatment 
methods. As indicated the following commitments were made recently below by 
Mayor Jim Boult.

As quoted at the end of the QLDC meeting on 23rd March in Wanaka “It is a work in 
progress and that we still need to look at alternatives and that might involve cost”

Also as noted in the Mirror from the Mayor (4th April 2018) “Your councillors all 
understand that many in the community would prefer an alternative to chlorination 
and we are resolved to keep this matter under review”

- I also wish to draw the attention that the 340+ Arthurs Point residents signed a letter 
presented to councillors on the 23rd of March relating to the plan to permanently 
chlorinate the Arthur’s Point water supply and seeking opportunity to explore proven 
alternatives - https://www.change.org/p/ashley-murphy-defer-decision-to-
permanently-chlorinate-arthurs-point-s-water-supply/ (online additional to signatures 
received in person). This was also well documented in the three main local papers 
the same week of this meeting.

- I support the application of a tier two charge to the Arthurs Point Scheme (Water) to 
enable a fairer apportionment of costs to the user - Item 5B on page 27. Currently the 
hotels (Accommodation) are paying the same flat rate of $600 as every other house 
in Arthurs Point, even though they have a lot more rooms/toilets. This change makes it 
fair to all the users and will be more on a user pays scheme instead of smaller 
properties funding the larger properties. If this new 2 tier system is approved, I would 
hope that this allows more resources of capital to be allocated to the above points 
in a shorter time frame than indicated on the plan.

The Arthurs Point system is unique in that it is a recently upgraded system, has a great 
source, great bore and excellent test monitoring results with no history of problems. In 
view of this I ask these points to be given thorough consideration in the protection of 
our most precious resource so that our infrastructure system can be brought fully up 
to par quicker and we can more readily be considered for an alternative system to 
chlorine.

I appreciate you taking the time to read this submission.



MURRAY Kate
Alpine Community Development Trust
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area



 

 

QLDC Ten Year Plan 

SUBMISSION FROM COMMUNITY NETWORKS WANAKA 

an operating unit of the Alpine Community Development Trust 

Community Networks Wanaka (CNW), governed by the Alpine Community Development 
Trust (ACDT), supports the QLDC's vision in the ten-year (TYP) plan that our communities 
have a good standard of living and wellbeing and are inclusive of all members. Robust social 
services are essential to the success and well-being of this district, and Community 
Networks believes Council has an important role to play in supporting, advocating and 
building these alongside the community agencies operating in the region. 

Community Networks’ mission is to "Provide a resource hub for social well-being services".  
We inform and connect people to support services and are the only such provider of these 
resources based in the Upper Clutha. We coordinate community services such as the 
Foodbank, Wheels to Dunstan bus service and the Companionship for Older People Project 
and take a lead role in community action initiatives such as the Wanaka Alcohol Group and a 
welfare response in the event of a civil emergency.   

Community Networks Wanaka seeks funding from the QLDC to enable us to continue 
supporting the social wellbeing of all members of the Upper Clutha community. Following 
are the details of this request: 

• Funding for the specific operational expense of our annual rent, being $32,000 per 
annum for the next two years.  Our current lease expires in October 2018 and 
therefore our rent will be reviewed at this stage. 

• Community Networks intends to move into the Wanaka Community House on its 
completion and once our Brownston Street lease expires.  We therefore seek 
funding of $30,900 per annum for our rent in the Community House for years three 
to ten in the TYP. 

• As is well detailed throughout the TYP, the district is undergoing a period of 
significant growth. We encourage the QLDC to continue to consider the impact this 
has on the social wellbeing of our residents. To this effect we seek financial support 
of up to $10,000 per annum towards the coordination of social well-being services as 
described above. Investment in Community Networks directly supports the recent 
introduction of the Local Government (Community Well-being) Amendment Bill, 
restoring the four community well-beings to local government.  

The support sought above, particularly in the area of operational costs, would enable 
Community Networks to continue the provision of social wellbeing services with the 
ultimate goal of empowering the Upper Clutha community to thrive not just survive.  

 



MYLES Nichola
Kingston

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Support

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Agree

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Support



NEILSON Roger
Kingston

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Neutral

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Neutral

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Neutral



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Neutral

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral



NELSON Emily
Public Health South
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Agree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Support

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral

Q. 
QLDC LTP 2018-2028 Draft submission.docx - 93 KB
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Public Health South 
 
Dunedin: Private Bag 1921, Dunedin 9054 
Ph: 03 476 9800  Fax: 03 476 9858 
 
Invercargill: PO Box 1601, Invercargill 9840 
Ph: 03 211 8500 Fax: 03 214 9070 
 
Queenstown: PO Box 2180, Wakatipu, Queenstown 9349 
Ph: 03 450 9156 Fax: 03 450 9169 

 
 
SUBMISSION ON QUEENSTOWN-LAKES DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT TEN YEAR PLAN 2018-
2028 
 
To: Queenstown Lakes District Council  
 Private Bag 50072 
 Queenstown 9348 
 
Details of Submitter: The Southern District Health Board 
 
Address for Service: Public Health South 
 Southern District Health Board 
 PO Box 2180 
 QUEENSTOWN 9349 
 
Contact Person:  Emily Nelson and Vanessa Thwaites 
  
    
   
 
Our Reference: 18Mar05 
 
Date: 12/04/2018 
 
 
Introduction 
 
Southern District Health Board (Southern DHB) presents this submission through its public health 
service, Public Health South. This Service is the principal source of expert advice within Southern DHB 
regarding matters concerning Public Health. With 4,250 staff, we are located in the lower South Island 
(South of the Waitaki River) and deliver health services to a population of 319,200.  
 
Public health services aim to enable, mediate and advocate for healthy social, physical and cultural 
environments through health protection and health promotion. Southern DHB has responsibility under 
the New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000 to improve, promote and protect the health of 
people and communities. Reducing inequalities is core to the delivery of services by Public Health South 
(PHS). By working with communities that may experience inequalities, we can work to ensure equitable 
health outcomes for our population. This is evident by our commitment to the principles of the Treaty of 
Waitangi.  

Public Health South’s Health in All Policies work is underpinned by the fact that health is influenced by 
a wide range of factors beyond the health sector, including housing, education and employment. 
Therefore PHS wishes to work with Queenstown Lakes District Council (QLDC) to support the 
development of policy which positively impacts on the social determinants of health.  
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This submission is intended to provide general commentary to the QLDC relating to the Ten Year Plan 
2018-2028/He Mahere Kahurutaka 2018-2028.  
 
General Comments 
 
The draft plan clearly outlines the major proposals intended over this period and why they are of 
importance for Queenstown-Lakes. The report acknowledges the challenges the district faces with 
resident and tourist population growth. Please find enclosed our detailed feedback on your plan in the 
table below. Items 1 to 8 are aligned to the issues outlined by QLDC in the submission form in the draft 
Plan.  Our feedback is guided by the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals1 which is being 
increasingly embraced by New Zealanders as an internationally important tool for sustainable growth.2 
 
 

                                                           
1 http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/ (accessed 26 March 2018) 
2 http://www.colmarbrunton.co.nz/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Colmar-Brunton-Better-Futures-Report-
FINAL.pdf?platform=hootsuite&utm_source=Policy+Signals&utm_campaign=285fb658a3-
EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_02_15&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_4adbea08a2-285fb658a3-205767437 

http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
http://www.colmarbrunton.co.nz/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Colmar-Brunton-Better-Futures-Report-FINAL.pdf?platform=hootsuite&utm_source=Policy+Signals&utm_campaign=285fb658a3-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_02_15&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_4adbea08a2-285fb658a3-205767437
http://www.colmarbrunton.co.nz/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Colmar-Brunton-Better-Futures-Report-FINAL.pdf?platform=hootsuite&utm_source=Policy+Signals&utm_campaign=285fb658a3-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_02_15&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_4adbea08a2-285fb658a3-205767437
http://www.colmarbrunton.co.nz/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/Colmar-Brunton-Better-Futures-Report-FINAL.pdf?platform=hootsuite&utm_source=Policy+Signals&utm_campaign=285fb658a3-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_02_15&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_4adbea08a2-285fb658a3-205767437
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The issues SDHB position Comment 
1. Queenstown Town Centre Masterplan (Funding options and delivery) 
 

1A. Do you support the preferred option to complete the 
programme outlined in the draft plan? 

 

Support PHS supports Option 1 with investment in alternative transport modes that are more 
sustainable and promote a healthy lifestyle. Cycleways on and off-road, and cycle parking 
should be supported. The bus service is improved, however more frequent and reliable 
services would encourage more use. An expanded service including Arrowtown to 
Queenstown direct at peak times, and after school services to Frankton would increase 
usability. A ferry service should be prioritised for improvement before 2025. Public transport, 
support for alternative transport and ferry services should be the priority irrespective of 
funding from NZTA.   
 
Investment in more parking should not take funds away from alternative transport. Within the 
WHO sustainable development goals we need to recognise the limits to Queenstown’s 
growth, acknowledge the impact of fossil fuels on climate change, and reduce car use to 
decrease carbon emissions. 
 
We recommend that Queenstown street upgrades incorporate policy on smokefree public 
outdoor areas. PHS encourages pedestrianised streets, outdoor cafés or dining 
establishments, and all parks and green spaces to be smokefree. A survey conducted by 
PHS and the Cancer Society in 2016 indicated that tourists expected New Zealand to be 
smokefree, given our green positioning; and therefore are expected to be supportive of a 
smokefree policy. PHS would like to support QLDC to deliver this policy change to improve 
the health and wellbeing of our community and meet the national target of Smokefree 2025.  

1B Do you agree with the preferred funding model? 
 

Support  Rates recovery focused on wider CBD ratepayers. We would like to see a reduction in the 
spending on parking facilities and more spending on supporting alternative transport as 
outlined above. 

1C If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA) 
do you agree that the Council re-prioritise some 
projects? 

Agree Should NZTA funding not eventuate, we recommend that the focus be on alternative 
transport to strengthen the bus network and develop a ferry service commencing in the 
2019/20 financial year.  

2. Project Connect and libraries 
 

2A Do you support the funding for a Council Office? 
 

Oppose Public Health South supports the rationale that a consolidated Council office will increase 
operational efficiencies, however it is not clear in the LTP consultation documents why the 
office needs to be located in the Queenstown town centre, other than access to other 
professional services in town. More information is needed such as, what consideration has 
been given to the residents who need physical access to your office?   
 
We would like to know what other sites have been considered, included other Council owned 
land. The Council should consider: who are the customers that need physical access to your 
offices and what consideration has been given to Council’s Emergency Response capability? 

2B Do you agree that this should include an interim 
dedicated Queenstown library space? 
 

Agree PHS supports the idea of an interim library space, but we recommend that a needs 
assessment is undertaken to determine where the new library should be situated to meet the 
needs of the residents who most need it.  
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The issues SDHB position Comment 
3. Wanaka Masterplan 
 

3A Do you support the development of a Wanaka 
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well 
connect approach to Wanaka planning? 

 

Support We support Option 1 to implement a considered town plan to address growth and congestion 
issues with aligned and complementary projects. We support public transport, a shuttle loop 
bus park and ride, and the establishment of more cycleways. This is an opportunity to reduce 
traffic congestion by focussing on alternative transport methods. Buses must be low cost and 
frequent, and work for both residents and visitors. A coherent long-term plan is essential.  

4. Water (Supply and Quality) 
 

4A Do you agree with the water supply project 
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water 
Standard (2008) by 2027/28? 

 

Agree – Option 2 Public Health South agree that Option 2, to reprioritise the programme and comply with the 
Drinking Water Standards 2005/08 by 2022/23, should be adopted. Sufficient supply of high 
quality safe drinking water is imperative for sustainable development and given the strong 
population growth projections for the district, this critical infrastructure should be implemented 
as soon as possible. 
 
Protecting the source water for long-term safe and sustainable supply is also essential. 
Public Health South would like to see that QLDC have mechanisms in place to protect the 
source water supplies and manage risks associated with future development, tourism 
activities and climate change. 
 
SDHB will be working closely with the Otago Regional Council and other southern TLAs as 
part of the Joint Working Group for Drinking Water with a key priority being the multi-barrier 
approach as recommended following the Havelock North inquiry.  

5. Funding small communities’ water needs (funding options) 
 

5A Do you agree that Council should introduce a 
general subsidy in order to protect the environment 
by supplementing the cost of smaller community 
schemes? 
 

Agree Public Health South supports Option 1. Small communities will always struggle to fund their 
own infrastructure, therefore a collective equitable district wide funding model is needed.  
 
We recommend that funding for Glenorchy wastewater is budgeted for as part of this LTP 
rather than a “potential” change in the future. Glenorchy is located at the headwaters of Lake 
Wakatipu and is a tourism gateway to multiple adventure activities north of the township. 
Adequate waste water facilities are required to cope with the increasing demand and to 
prevent pollution of the immediate environment and lake.  

5B Do you support the application of a tier two charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer 
appointment of cost to the user? 
 

Agree Public Health South supports Option 1. Small communities will always struggle to fund their 
own infrastructure, therefore an equitable district wide funding model is needed. 
 
It is noted that in the Residential Property Type the houses that would save money are only 
the ones below 0.8M. This seems very low as the average house price in the district is over 
1M.  We recommend that the CV values accurately reflect the actual values of the area.  

6. Community Investment 
 

6A Do you agree with the investment in community 
projects? 
 

Support Supporting communities to engage collectively in sport and recreation encourages a sense of 
belonging, has a positive impact on well-being and mental health, and will help to reduce the 
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The issues SDHB position Comment 
growing burden of obesity. Facilities provided by QLDC will help make participation 
accessible to those on lower incomes and reduce inequalities in the district. 
 
We recommend that libraries are supported as they are vital for community engagement. 

6B Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest? 

 

Support Environmental regeneration including pest eradication and planting of natives is supported. 
Provision of tracks in this area for community use is supported to further encourage physical 
activity in the district. 

6C   
7. Rates (revaluation, affordability) 
 

7A Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations? 

 

Neutral  

8. Other Issues 
 

  

8A. Housing Support We support the use of the Housing Infrastructure Fund to aid investment in the community. 
More housing suitable for worker accommodation is required in Queenstown. PHS would like 
to support QLDC to work with developers and employers to determine how to meet this need 
in order to make housing more affordable and available for staff.  
 
Sufficient attention in new developments must be made for community facilities and 
recreational spaces, with proximity to public transport, and safe communities with street 
lighting, walkways and cycle paths.  

8B. Freedom camping management Support We recommend that freedom camping is managed in order to protect our natural 
environment. Good attention to public toilets and waste water schemes will direct freedom 
campers to locations whereby waste is managed effectively. 
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Summary 
 
SDHB appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Ten Year Plan 2018-2028 consultation document. 
We wish to be heard in regards to this submission.  
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
 
Emily Nelson and Vanessa Thwaites 
Public Health South 
 



NICHOLSON Bev
Kingston

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Support

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Disagree

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Agree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Neutral

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Support

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Agree

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Support



NICKOLLS Mark
Queenstown/Wakatipu area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Support

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Agree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Neutral

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree

Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Disagree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of
cost to the user?
Neutral



Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 8A: Comment here.
Please support the QTMBC with trail funding, the clubs on going maintenance & 
constant building of trails needs financial support from rate payers. The trails the club 
has built are some of the best in the world & this brings huge numbers to Queenstown 
Also if you are to relocate Gorge rd dirt jumps please fund this,relocation & offer a 
better in town location 
Regards Mark



NICOL Bart
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 1A: Do you support the preferred option to complete the
programme outlined in the draft plan?
Neutral

Q. 1B: Do you agree with the preferred funding model
including targeted rates recovery focused on CBD
ratepayers?
Neutral

Q. 1C: If the funding assumptions are not supported (NZTA)
do you agree that Council re-prioritise some projects?
Disagree

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Neutral

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Disagree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q. 4A: Do you agree with the water supply project
programme and timing to meet the Drinking Water Standard
(2008) by 2027/28?
Agree



Q. 5A: Do you agree that Council should introduce a general 
subsidy in order to protect the environment by supplementing 
the cost of smaller community schemes?
Agree

Q. 5B: Do you support the application of a two-tier charge to 
the Arthurs Point Scheme to enable a fairer apportionment of 
cost to the user?
Support

Q. 6A: Do you agree with the proposed investment in 
community projects?
Agree

Q. 6B: Do you support inclusion of funding to support the 
early harvest of Coronet Forest?
Neutral

Q. 6C: Do you agree that Council should enter into a lease 
for an interim Frankton Library?
Neutral

Q. 7A: Do you support the proposal to revise the rating 
differentials based on the new rating valuations?
Neutral

Q. 8A: Comment here.
Underpass on sh8a at three parks. Lead the way and make crossing safe.



NISBET Colleen
Wanaka/Upper Clutha area

Q. 2A: Do you support the funding for a Council Office?
Oppose

Q. 2B: Do you agree that this should include an interim
dedicated Queenstown library space?
Disagree

Q. 3A: Do you support the development of a Wanaka
Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well connected
approach to Wanaka planning?
Support

Q.
NISBET_Feedback_QLDC10yrplan_20180412.pdf - 685 KB



Feedback on QLDC 10 Year Plan 2018 - 2028  

Overall 

QLDC’s 10-year plan shows a lack of planning and embarrassing lack of budget allocated for not only 
Wanaka’s Active Transport needs but also for our population growth and infrastructure 
improvement needs.     

Wanaka is now more than ever, given this budget split, at risk of becoming another Queenstown. 
With the band-aid fixing the broken bones, with an embarrassing lack of planning as the proof. 

QLDC’s budget should be proportionally allocated to the rate payer base and not based on the 
political sway that Queenstown politics and (developer) money appears to have over this Council.   

This plan firmly speaks to Council’s priorities of building a shiny new city in Queenstown and putting 
off the needs of Wanaka’s immediate infrastructure planning and most importantly our children’s 
SAFE transportation needs. 

The following highlights our feedback on QLDC’s 10 Year Plan.   

1. Big Issue No. 4.  Why is this issue lower priority with limited capital allowances than Big Issue No. 
3 Project Connect (a New Council Chamber/Civic Centre?  Overall we SUPPORT the 
development of a Wanaka Masterplan in 2018 to enable a strategic and well-connected 
approach to planning for Wanaka’s infrastructure needs including parking, active transport, 
town centre and lake front upgrades.  However,  

 The Wanaka Master Plan (currently in the budget to start in 5 years time i.e. 2021/22 should 
be started immediately – and not as per the budget after the work has been started on the 
Lake Front development plan and Town Centre Upgrades = “Cart before Horse” 

 I’m astounded that the Wanaka Master Plan is starting in 2021/22 i.e. well after the 
implementation of the Wanaka Lake Side Development Plan and Wanaka Town Centre 
Upgrades – which leads us to think that these improvements are merely “like for like” and 
not the fully scoped out plan as presented to the community. 

 Also, I’m assuming that within the Wanaka Master Plan an Integrated Transport Strategy 
might be provided? It’s needed ASAP including immediate parking solutions and 
implementation of Schools to Pool path and underpass of SH84 as part of an agreed, 
planned and funded Urban Bicycle Network (whole of Wanaka).  

 Again, it’s embarrassing that a QLDC Transport Strategy and planning was promised for 
Wanaka in 2015. It’s now well into 2018 and nought has yet to materialise. 

 Town Centre Upgrades should include a fully funded Council car park and not public-private 
partnership).   

 Public Transport should be supported by QLDC and not as the plan says – that it’s the 
communities responsibility to seek funding and prove we need it via NZTA.  

 

 



1. We SUPPORT a sufficiently funded Active Transport Network for Wanaka – NOW. i.e. start with 
priority SAFETY routes in 2018 and not in 5 years (2020/21).  

 We agree with Active Transport Wanaka’s submission that Wanaka needs a Funded Urban 
Bicycle Network and fully agree with the points made within Active Transport Wanaka’s 
submission to QLDC on the 10 Year Plan especially with regards to QLDC’s budget being 
allocated proportionally and according to our rate payer base.   

 Why is Wanaka’s Active Transport needs subject to a business case? Clearly the amount of 
community-led consultation and action speaks to the need, that it’s an urgent safety 
requirement – not a subjective to or maybe we need it addressed. The numbers of 
attendees at the Active Transport events (up to 400 people) goes to prove what safe Active 
Transport means to the community of Wanaka.   

 Please explain what “Shared Mode Space” means, as we feel that $4.1m would be 
completely absorbed by any like for like landscaping and pathway works conducted on the 
Lake Front Development and Town Centre Plans.  It’s simply not enough funding for a 
bicycling network, which is clearly shown by Queenstowns fully funded $23.5m ($7m for one 
bike lane) needs.  The paths and current shared ways are now already extremely busy with 
Tourists and walkers – what we need a dedicated commuting bicycle network. 

 We feel that QLDC is ignoring our communities call for putting our children’s safety first and 
QLDC is potentially putting our children at risk of being hit by cars trying to cross the SH84 
on their way from school to the new swimming pool and recreation centre.  We do not wish 
to be encouraged to drive our children around a small relatively flat town because it’s unsafe 
to let them ride. Most parents, although wanting to let their kids cycle to school, feel that 
Wanaka’s roads are too dangerous already.  There is lack of signage for zebra crossing and 
no clearly marked bike lanes or right of ways for children.  The Primary School had to take 
it’s own action to make the King’s Road round about safer for our children to cross it.   

 The $4.1m in the 10 year plan for ‘shared spaces’ is conveniently vague. It could actually all 
be spent on car parking or paving Ardmore street. One key individual at QLDC told us the 
term hadn't been defined. One other admits that the Lakefront project is already massively 
underfunded and active transport is unlikely to get anything/much. 

 The $8.7m is for business as usual road improvements like intersections – it’s misleading to 
infer that a meaningful amount will be spent on walking and cycling. If it was, specifically 
allocate it to the active transport budget line - that is what it is there for. 

 We want to see committed funds allocated to a safe and efficient cycle network in our 
growing town. Not 'can be's' or 'may be's'. Not nebulous pots of money. 

 Wanaka residents get angry when they see budget figures like “$49.5m for Queenstown 
street upgrades which help with the "upgrading Camp Street to include a new cycle lane". 
And $7.4m on one single cycle lane on Park St in Queenstown”. Where’s the rate payer 
parity in these figures?  

 While not part of the urban cycling active transport network we crave, we are grateful for 
the $820k earmarked for off-road tracks across the Upper Clutha over the next decade. 

 Wanaka requires a funded immediate underpass under the SH84 built within 2018 
(regardless of any plans for an overarching master plan) 



 NZTA recognises that of all the towns within the Otago and Southland regions, Wanaka is 
currently facing the largest percentage population growth (96%) within the next 10-20 years.  
QLDC’s does not seem to be taking this trend into its planning or considerations. (From 
Proposed variations to the Otago Southland Regional Land Transport Plans 2015-202) 
 

 We feel QLDC and the Queenstown Lakes Traffic Committee may be putting off budgeting 
for and delaying Wanaka’s cycling and road infrastructure needs.  From “Proposed variations 
to the Otago Southland Regional Land Transport Plans 2015 -2021 (Section 2): 
 
 Table 11 shows Wanaka is projected to grow fastest, followed by Queenstown and 

Cromwell. This trend is already evident today. 
 At p.43 “Wanaka could be the next town to experience gridlock, unless we make our 

systems more responsive to the growth in tourist travel occurring.” 
 At p.35 “Table 8 (96% population growth) highlights the need for forward planning of 

Wanaka’s transport system, so that this area, as it grows, does not experience the 
congestion issues faced by Queenstown in recent years.” Source: Statistics NZ table 
builder, accessed 14 September 2017  

 Table 8 highlights the need for forward planning of Wanaka’s transport system, so that 
this area, as it grows, does not experience the congestion issues faced by Queenstown in 
recent years. 
At p42: “...inadequate future-proofing can hinder us […] providing for the different 
modes of travel sought by our communities (e.g. cycling)” 

 

Further the New Zealand Government announced their full backing for safer walking and biking in NZ 
with the release of a new draft Government policy .  

QLDC - we need you to lead the charge in this area too, and ask the New Zealand Government if 
they can help fund our network needs 

Key points in the draft Govt policy include: 

Urban cycleway networks are significantly underdeveloped so the transport system is comparatively 
less safe for people on bikes. Further investment in cycleways and footpaths would support safe and 
healthy traveling options for cyclists and pedestrians. 

To make it easier for more people to access employment, education and other opportunities, it is 
important to shift travel in urban centres from single occupant vehicles travel to walking, cycling and 
public transport. 

Improving the safety of cycling and walking is a key part of improving accessibility and uptake of 
cycling and walking as preferred transport modes, and enabling transport choice. 

The creation of public places that integrate aspects of the transport network, particularly walking 
and cycling, can help to make safer and attractive, accessible urban environments 

The new policy supports investment in: 

 projects focused on increasing the uptake of children using safe and active travel, especially 
to and from school. 
provision of good quality, safe, fit-for-purpose walking and cycling infrastructure 
education, promotion, and where necessary regulation, to improve the safety of cyclists  

 funding for maintenance of walking and cycling infrastructure 
 extending dedicated cycle networks in urban areas 

 
 



2. We do not support PROJECT CONNECT in the short-term, but agree Council needs to grow and 
be more professional, in not only it’s approach to fairness a two-town remit but it will need 
facilities to allow for economies of scale and efficiency in delivering its programs for a larger 
population base. However,  

 We feel that spending $42 million on a new Council chambers whilst Queenstown is 
undergoing significant investment in the town centre 2018 along with traffic 
management changes will over-commit an already busy town and Council. Wanaka 
cannot even get a Transport Strategy completed from 2015, so I can’t imagine what 
limited resources will be like for Wanaka when all and sundry are focussed on moving 
Council offices. 

 This PROJECT CONNECT investment which is planned to start next year and finish even 
before Wanaka’s sorely needed SH84 underpass is even considered for budget is a slap 
in the face for the residents of Wanaka and clearly indicates that Council is acting in a 
self-serving manner.  This building looks like a Council wishing to create a monument to 
itself - before serving its rate payers and voters with needed safety infrastructure and 
master planning needs.  

 Further, it’s embarrassing that a Transport Strategy for Wanaka was promised by QLDC 
in 2015 and has yet to materialise in 2018.  Yet there is a funded and planned new ivory 
tower for Council in Queenstown? Even if 80% of the $42m is borrowed – there’s still 
circa $13m which could be diverted to say urgent safety concerns in Wanaka. 

 However, PROJECT CONNECT should happen in the medium term but not immediately, 
and especially at the apparent cost of Wanaka’s infrastructure needs.  I.e. Defer the 
build of the Ivory Tower until Wanaka’s infrastructure needs are scoped with a Master 
Plan and sufficient implementation funds are allocated, within 5 years, to implement 
infrastructure upgrades.   

3. We support the need for a Council Funded Community Development entity in Wanaka   

 Wanaka and QLDC is in need of a funded Community Development entity or dedicated 
resource within Council, similar to the role within Central Otago Council and other leading 
Councils in New Zealand and Australia. Council's role would be as an "enabler" to assist 
representative groups and organisations in achieving their collective goals and visions. For 
example, http://www.codc.govt.nz/services/community-planning/Pages/default.aspx    
http://www.waverley.nsw.gov.au/community/connected_waverley 
http://www.waverley.nsw.gov.au/community/connected_waverley/neighbourhood_improv
ement_projects  

 Community Development and effective Community engagement should be at the forefront 
of Council’s structural and staffing considerations (budgeting) in the immediate future.  
Especially, if QLDC would like to be considered a leading Council for meeting and exceeding 
the new Local Government “Community Wellness” and “Community Satisfaction” KPI’s.   

 Wanaka’s residents are unique and passionate and are already participating in Community-
led Developments and community groups i.e. QLDC are not meeting Wanaka’s infrastructure 
needs fast enough, so residents are taking infrastructure planning into their own hands e.g. 
Active Transport Wanaka  



 Supporting Community-led development in the Upper Clutha is even more important now 
considering the current insufficient budget allocated to Wanaka for the next 10 years. 
Should Council resolve not to amend Wanaka’s 10 year allocated budget, this will no doubt 
lead to much of Wanaka’s needs being met, yet again, by its own residents and funding 
sought outside of Council via the hard work and passion of its resident volunteers.   

 QLDC could at minimum help Wanaka meet its growth challenges by supporting and engage 
with Wanaka’s community by funding the entity which helps support Wanaka’s community-
led groups. 

 For Wanaka we support the existence of a Council funded but externally governed body such 
as LINK Upper Clutha (Alpine Community Development Fund) for the next 10 years.  This 
format allows Wanaka’s community to get things done faster and for themselves – this is key 
to a healthy, resilient community.  Ward Councillors are also seen to be affecting change at 
grass roots level – and that’s a good news story worth telling.    

 

Colleen and John Nisbet 
 

  
 

 



Q. 8A: Comment here.
Please find a submission attached from Colleen and John Nisbet. 
Thanks so much.




