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1. SUMMARY 
 
1.1 Federated Farmers welcomes the opportunity to submit to Our Place, Clutha District, Council’s 

10 Year Plan Consultation Document (2021-31) (the “LTP”)  
 
1.2 Federated Farmers congratulates the Council for a generally clear and well put together 

consultation document informing feedback on the LTP.  We appreciate Council’s efforts in both 
keeping spending and rates increases in check and maintaining a rating system that results in 
rates allocation that reflects the use of and benefit derived from council activities. 

 
1.3 Federated Farmers acknowledges that the Council faces ongoing challenges with its extensive 

roading network and many bridges.  Much of this core infrastructure is aging and needs 
considerable ongoing work, for example, the ‘fast tracked’ bridge replacement programme, 
and road maintenance.  This infrastructure spending is crucial to the rural economy and the 
wellbeing of our rural communities.  As the LTP points out, Council is responsible for the third 
largest local roading network in the country. 
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1.4 Council has relatively low debt compared to other councils, including many other rural district 
councils of a similar size.  We acknowledge that debt will rise significantly over the decade, but 
this is also the case for many similar small rural councils.  Using debt to renew and replace 
long-lived infrastructure is appropriate from the perspective of inter-generational equity.  In 
addition, historically low interest rates make the cost of borrowing very low, making it a more 
affordable option than in the past. 

 
2. GENERAL COMMENTS 

2.1 The Consultation Document provides clear information for informing feedback on the LTP.  
However, there is some extra information required in terms of providing clarity for rating 
impacts on particular investment activities.  For example, in the Investing in Infrastructure 
section it would be helpful to have a ratings breakdown for each particular spend in terms of 
who would be affected. 
 

2.2 Infrastructure remains a key focus for the rural sector and the Council.  Federated Farmers 
appreciates the effort the Council has gone to in explaining the importance of infrastructure 
and the challenges facing Council’s management of this infrastructure.  Infrastructure is a 
significant spend for Council but also represents the foundation of the local economy and is an 
area no one else will deliver upon if Council does not.  Explaining the challenges facing Council 
in delivering fit for purpose infrastructure helps to focus community feedback on the importance 
of these services. 
 

2.3 Federated Farmers appreciates the Councils efforts in ‘working ahead’ to secure contracts in 
advance of the work where possible to keep costs down.  Federated Farmers recommends 
that Council should in all these large expenditure projects review all aspects of its operating 
spending to ensure it is appropriately phased, controlled, and directed to maximise its benefits 
and also review all its proposed projects to ensure they are appropriately prioritised and timed 
to maximise their benefits. 
 

2.4 We are not sure regarding the table on page 6 (Key Infrastructure at a Glance) what is meant 
by the descriptor of ‘wetlands’ being included under the heading of ‘sewerage’. 
 

2.5 Federated Farmers encourages the Council to keep to its rates cap as proposed, as ratepayers 
will be potentially under increasing rates pressure, especially if Otago Regional Council 
imposes even larger rates increases to meet costs imposed through the Government’s 
Essential Freshwater reforms(1).  If Council allows ratepayers to keep more of their own money 
to spend in the local economy this will help with overall rates affordability and will boost the 
local economy. 
 

2.6 Federated Farmers is representing rural concerns on the Three Waters reforms.  We have 
submitted on Taumata Arowai.  We have made a strong case for development of a logical 
protocol for small community water schemes, that applies drinking water standards to the point 
of supply to a dwelling rather than at source.  We would appreciate what support Council can 

1 Otago Regional Council is proposing a 73% general rate increase and 47% overall rates increase. 
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provide throughout the process of establishment of the new water regulator that protects the 
affordability of water to farms and rural communities. 

2.7 Federated Farmers appreciate consideration and thought towards future planning for climate 
change in the region – and the efforts towards investigative research and specific modelling.  
What would also be helpful for the rural regions is future mitigation planning for the potential 
of future flood events.  Councils research had indicated that the region will become warmer 
and wetter – so as a consequence future flood preventative measures, including roading 
access for rural communities would be beneficial. 

2.8 The previous council LTP (2018-2028) had forecast rate increases for the next 10 years to sit 
at or below 3% consistently.  While what is proposed in this new LTP is an increase to 4% we 
believe as long as Council continue to take a precautionary approach with regards to debt and 
spending this increase should be within manageable limits.  With Council accurately identifying 
and front footing many of the material issues facing the District (and clearly identifying those 
within the LTP), indicate this draft LTP strikes a measured balance between addressing 
emerging issues while recognising concerns around rates affordability over the life of the plan. 

 Summary of submissions: 

• Council is to be congratulated for its clear and informative approach to 
consultation on the LTP; 

• That Council continues to ensure appropriate investment and expenditure on 
maintenance and upgrading of rural roading and bridges. 

• That Council retains its cautious approach to debt and spending. 
• That Council continues to work ahead to secure necessary contracts to keep the 

costs of work programmes down. 
• That Council ensures it keeps within its rates cap as proposed. 
• That Council supports Federated Farmers position to central government on 

Taumata Arowai – including the development of a logical protocol for small 
community water schemes, that applies drinking water standards to the point of 
supply to a dwelling rather than at source. 

3.0 ABOUT FEDERATED FARMERS 

3.1 Otago Federated Farmers is a voluntary, member-based organisation that represents 
farming and other rural businesses. It is one of 24 provinces that comprise Federated 
Farmers of New Zealand, which has a long and proud history of representing the needs and 
interests of New Zealand farmers. 

3.2 The Federation aims to add value to its members’ farming businesses. Our key strategic 
outcomes include the need for New Zealand to provide an economic and social environment 
within which: 

− Our members may operate their business in a fair and flexible commercial 
environment. 
 

− Our members' families and their staff have access to services essential to the 
needs of the rural community; and 

 
− Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices. 
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Fluoride Free New Zealand 
P O Box 40 
Featherston 5710 
 
25th March 2021 
 
 

 
 

Feedback to Long Term Annual Plan 2021 
 

Dear Mayor and councillors, 
 
We understand that the Government is set to move decision making solely to the Director General 
of Health. However, councillors are elected and paid to represent and protect the community. 
Considering the growing research being carried out in fluoridated countries showing harm to 
health, and the increased pressures on council finances, we propose that Council take a serious 
interest in the health of the community and stop fluoridation. 

Here are short summaries of just a few of the studies on neurotoxicity: 

2006: The National Research Council published Fluoride in Drinking Water,1 the most 
authoritative review of fluoride’s toxicity. It stated unequivocally that “fluorides have the 
ability to interfere with the functions of the brain and the body.” 

2012: A Harvard-funded meta-analysis2 found that children ingesting higher levels of fluoride 
tested an average 7 IQ points lower in 26 out of 27 studies. Most had higher fluoride 
concentrations than in U.S. water, but many had total exposures to fluoride no more than what 
millions of Americans receive. The same is true of New Zealand exposures. In fact the US level is 
now a maximum of 0.7ppm, whereas Hutt City levels are 0.85ppm. 

2017: A National Institutes of Health (NIH) – funded study3 in Mexico covering 13 years found 
that every one half milligram per liter (mg/L) increase in fluoride in pregnant women’s urine – 
approximately the difference caused by ingestion of fluoridated water4 – was associated with a 
reduction of their children’s IQ by about 3 points. Leonardo Trasande, a leading physician 
unaffiliated with the study, said it “raises serious concerns about fluoride supplementation in 
water.”5 

2018: A Canadian study6 found iodine-deficient adults (nearly 18% of the population) with higher 
fluoride levels had a greater risk of hypothyroidism (known to be linked to lower IQs). Author 
Ashley Malin said “I have grave concerns about the health effects of fluoride exposure.”7 

2019: Another NIH-funded study8 published in Journal of the American Medical Association 

Pediatricfound every 1 mg/L increase in fluoride in Canadian pregnant women’s urine was linked 
to a 4.5 decrease in IQ in their male children. The physician editor of JAMA Pediatrics said “I 
would not have my wife drink fluoridated water”9 if she was pregnant. 

2019: A Canadian study10 found a nearly 300% higher risk of ADHD for children living in 
fluoridated areas. This reinforced earlier study linking fluoride to ADHD in Mexico (2018)11 and 
the U.S. (2015).12 
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2019: A systematic review of 149 human studies and 339 animal studies by the U.S. National 
Toxicology Program13 concluded that “fluoride is presumed to be a cognitive neurodevelopmental 
hazard to humans.” The report is still in draft form, but NTP has also said there is little chance they 
will change their finding. 

2020: Another NIH-funded study14 in Canada found that for babies fed formula mixed with 
fluoridated water, every additional 0.5 mg/litre fluoride reduced their IQ by 4.4 points. In NZ, 
where we typically fluoridate at 0.85 ppm and natural levels are very low, this represents a 7 IQ 
point loss (Half a Standard Deviation, which is significant).,. Losses of non-verbal IQ were even 
more serious, an average of 9 points. 

We would like to speak to our submission if possible. 

 

Regards 

Mary Byrne 

National Coordinator Fluoride Free New Zealand 

www.fluoridefree.org.nz 

0273615951 
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27 April 2021 
Submission on Clutha District Council Long Term Plan 2021-2031  
 
Submitted via email to help.desk@cluthadc.govt.nz  
 
From:  
Forest & Bird  
 
Contact: 
Rick Zwaan  
Regional Conservation Manager Otago Southland 

 
  

 
Introduction 
 

1. Forest & Bird wish to be heard in support of this submission. 
 

2. This submission is made to Clutha District Council on behalf of the national office and South 
Otago Branch of the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society New Zealand Incorporated.  

 
3. Forest & Bird is New Zealand’s leading independent conservation organisation, which has 

played an important role in preserving New Zealand’s environment and native species since 
1923. We are independently funded by private subscription, donations, and bequests. Our 
mission is to protect New Zealand’s unique ecological values, flora and fauna, and natural 
habitat through the sustainable management of indigenous biodiversity, natural landscapes, 
rivers, lakes, and coastal environments. 

 
4. Forest & Bird has numerous branches around Aotearoa including the South Otago Branch and 

a long history of conservation in the Clutha district. We have contributed significantly—and 
continue to contribute significantly—to conservation in the area as an advocate for the 
environment through national, regional, and local planning processes; as an educator through 
our Kiwi Conservation Club; and in action through on-the-ground conservation work within 
our communities 
 

5. The Clutha District Council plays an important role in sustainably managing the natural and 
physical resources in the district to meet the reasonably foreseeable needs of future 
generations; safeguard the life-supporting capacity of air, water, soil, and ecosystems; and 
avoid, remedy, or mitigate any adverse effects of activities on the environment. We implore 
the council to re-examine this responsibility and reflect on what this means to them as 
protectors of the natural environment as they move through this plan process. Increasingly 
the needs of future generations are being made known as we are called upon by our youth 
to act with their interests at heart and their livelihoods at stake; we understand what needs 
to be done to maintain the life-supporting capacity of our ecosystems; and we have the 
ability and authority to limit the damage of our practices on the environment. We hope CDC 
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will act in a way that is consistent with these values and understandings when considering 
this plan and our submission. 
 

6. Before people arrived in Aotearoa New Zealand, 80% of the land was covered in dense 
forest. Now only 24% remains. It’s the same for wetlands, with over 90% degraded or lost; 
vertebrate species, with 79% threatened with or at risk of extinction; and freshwater fish, 
with 76% threatened with or at risk of extinction. We are losing the things we value so 
much, the ecosystem that protect and sustain us, and that we are inherently connected to. 

  

 
7. When nature thrives, our communities thrive. Healthy native forests, wetlands, and rivers 

sequester carbon, provide habitat for native species, filter freshwater, and protect us from 
floods and droughts. We’re also inherently connected to nature, and numerous studies show 
that when we connect with nature, we’re happier and healthier. 
 

8. Nature has been pushed to breaking point by human activity, climate change, introduced 
pests, pollution, and deforestation. 
 

9. But it doesn’t have to be like this. It’s not long ago that nature thrived in Aotearoa New 
Zealand. We need to bring back nature. And we don’t have to look back far to know what 
that could be like. 
 

10. CDC has made it a priority to reduce its environmental footprint and address climate change. 
It has a strong mandate to do follow through with those commitments in this long term 
planning round. 

 
11. Forest & Bird has for many years had a strong interest and involvement in the Central Otago 

area. Our strategic vision for the district is as follows, which ties into our national Forest & 
Bird strategic objectives: 

 
• Climate Centred: Clutha District is resilient to the impacts of climate change. Any 

activities or developments in the region must actively mitigate their contribution to 
climate change. People understand the threat and urgency of climate change and 
are supported in climate change practices. 

• Economy that Supports Nature: the district's local economy and nature are 
interconnected. Unhealthy nature, equals an unhealthy economy. 

• Vibrant Landscapes: the district’s terrestrial native flora and fauna are protected 
and enhanced in urban and rural areas. Clutha District’s landscapes are free from 
pests. Development can occur without clearing and destroying landscapes and their 
respective ecosystems. 

• Energised Water, Rivers and Wetlands:  Clutha District’s rivers, streams, and lakes 
are clean, healthy and teeming with life. Wetlands are protected and enhanced. 

Key submission points  

Alignment with Council’s goals 
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12.  It is good to see the Council identify ‘Reducing our Environmental Footprint’ and 
‘Addressing Climate Change’ as key priorities. As currently drafted, the Long Term Plan will 
take steps towards the goals but is rather lacking in terms of achieving them especially when 
it comes to protecting and enhancing biodiversity.  

Protecting and improving biodiversity  

13. Given the incredible importance of rivers, lakes, landscapes, and unique ecosystems to the 
district’s ongoing success, it is very concerning to see no mention or clear intention in the 
LTP consultation document to focus on mapping Significant Natural Areas (SNAs). There are 
increasing requirements to do this under current and forthcoming regional policies and 
plans along with the upcoming National Policy Statement on Indigenous Biodiversity. To 
ensure this is done well surveys and expert advice needs to be adequately resourced. The 
consultation document did not address this issue and it's unclear how much funding has 
been allocated for this.  
 

14. In addition to mapping SNAs, plan changes to recognise and protect SNAs on public and 
private land need to adequately resourced.  
 

15. There is no mention of funding pest and weed control in the consultation document. This is 
an important area to fund to ensure successful efforts on public and private land alongside 
community groups, regional council and central government initiatives. Increased central 
government focus such as funding through the Jobs for Nature programme isn’t a reason to 
not contribute towards boosting the success of pest and weed control, much of which 
currently relies on tireless efforts of volunteers.  
 

16. For example, members of the South Otago Forest & Bird Branch put significant volunteer 
resources into growing and planting native seedlings on and off Council reserves and 
maintain significant trapping networks to reduce pests. This provides a significant benefit to 
nature in the region, improves freshwater quality, and boosts community wellbeing. 
However, no financial support from Council has been provided for such activities. Increasing 
the budget for grants is crucial and cost-effective way of supporting the Council’s priorities 
in this area.    
 

17. To support such efforts above, far more funding needs to be dedicated to biodiversity funds 
to support proactive protection and restoration projects and a capital investment in a land 
acquisition fund should be created and resourced to enable the council to purchase and set 
aside important areas in reserves.  
 

18. In addition to financial support, the Council can also assist in promoting planting and pest 
control activities to help encourage other landholders to join in.  
 

19. We would encourage further investment in proactive engagement with landholders to help 
identify and protect biodiversity values. In addition, improved investment in monitoring 
compliance and enforcement as this is critical to ensure biodiversity is protected and 
prosecutions send the right signal to those considering unlawful vegetation clearance or 
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pollution.  
 

20. Biodiversity strategies need to be prepared for the all of the Council’s wards. 

Acting on the climate emergency 

21. It’s good to see the Council identify ‘Addressing Climate Change’ as a key priority area and 
has commissioned research on local impacts of climate change. However, there is little 
evidence in the plan of the Council acknowledging the climate emergency we’re living in.  
 

22. While the Council puts a significant proportion of its budget towards maintaining roads, 
there is little in the plan about how this funding will be used to provide for safe active 
transport options, promote public transport use, and increase the availability of EV charging 
stations. We support investment in active and public transport and would encourage further 
work to promote intra and intercity and town public transport to reduce emissions. 
 

23. It’s unclear what the Council is doing to reduce its own emissions. Low hanging fruit include 
replacing council cars with EVs in line with the Carbon Neutral Government Programme. 
 

24. To help reduce emissions we would support subsidies or low interest loans for solar hot 
water and PV panels, and clean heating solutions too.  
 

25. The Climate Commission has pointed out that while we can’t plant our way out of climate 
change, any afforestation should focus on natives and the council should look to encourage 
this too.  

Support Three Waters investment 

26.  Forest & Bird supports the proposed investment to improve three waters infrastructure as 
this will contribute towards maintaining and enhancing freshwater quality and supports the 
preferred option for drinking water. In addition to supporting the proposed upgrades, we 
would also encourage the council to focus on: 

a. Improving source water protection and regenerating catchments with native plants 
to improve resiliency and reduce treatment costs 

b. Improving stormwater treatment with a focus on swales and constructed wetlands 
to reduce runoff into waterways in addition to the projects identified in the plan 

c. Ongoing education to reduce water use and wastage  
d. Improved efficiency and fixing leaks to reduce abstraction rates to help meet 

requirements of Te Mana O Te Wai in the NPS-FM.  
e. Subsidies or low interest loans for rainwater tanks 

Increasing compliance monitoring and enforcement  

27. District plans and bylaws don’t have much effect unless they’re properly enforced. The 
Council needs to ensure there is adequate funding for compliance monitoring and 
enforcement functions. It’s hard to see in the plan and supporting documents how much 
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funding is being dedicated towards this critical function. 
 

28. Vegetation clearance, dumping on public land, and pollution will continue until the Council 
takes this role seriously as required by the RMA and other laws.  
 

29. In addition, we would implore the Council to follow Dunedin City Council’s lead and change 
the rules when it comes to vehicles on beaches. Wildlife such as the endangered NZ Sea Lion 
end up stressed or worse killed by cars on Caitlin coast beautiful beaches. Until adequate 
restrictions are in place, more signage monitoring and enforcement should be undertaken 
alongside DOC to ensure everyone is keeping an appropriate distance from wildlife.  

 

Thank you for considering our submission.  

Rick Zwaan 
 Regional Conservation Manager – Otago-Southland 
 M: 021 845 587 

DDI: 03 477 9677 

E: r.zwaan@forestandbird.org.nz 
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27 April 2021 
 
 
Clutha District Council 
PO Box 25 
BALCLUTHA 
help.desk@cluthadc.govt.nz 
 

  

 
9 May 2018 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
Re: Submission to the Clutha District Council Long Term Plan regarding Tourism 
and the Clutha Destination Strategy 
 
Great South was established as Southland’s regional development agency in March 2019. 
Committed to driving economic, social and cultural growth, Great South has a clear 
mandate to leverage opportunities for Southland in the areas of economic and business 
development, tourism and events. 
 
Focusing on encouraging the region's overall wellbeing and success, Great South 
incorporates the Southland and Fiordland Regional Tourism Organisations (Visit Southland 
and Visit Fiordland), central government’s Regional Business Partner (RBP) Network, 
delivers a range of events and regional initiatives, and runs a number of government-
funded contracts that pave the way for regional growth and development. 
 
Great South is writing in regards to the “Growing Tourism” section on page 13 in your Long 
Term Plan 2021-31 Consultation document “Our Place Clutha District”.   
 
In recent times, Great South has worked collaboratively with Clutha Development on a 
number on initiatives. This includes the development of the Clutha Destination Strategy 
which we understand was endorsed by Council in August 2020.  This important piece of 
work aligns directly with the New Zealand Aotearoa Government Tourism Strategy and is a 
quality destination management plan which sustainably grows tourism in the Clutha District 
including creating jobs and business opportunities. 
 
It also importantly aligns with our regional destination management plan - the Southland 
Murihiku Destination Strategy and this is particularly important for development of the 
Catlins which of course spans both the Clutha and Southland Districts.  
 
The MBIE-STAPP funding allocated to regional tourism organisations (RTOs) has allowed 
both of our regions to progress some of the initiatives from our destination management 
plan.  With a future focus on destination management, it is important that we respect and 
protect our natural and iconic environments for future generations, while at the same time 
managing the expectations of our visitors and local communities.  
 
Great South and Clutha Development, as well as working together on The Catlins projects,  
are also founding stakeholders in the 45South project together with RTOs across Otago 
and Southland.  This collaborative approach provides opportunities to share resourcing and 
potential funding sources. It looks to develop a world class touring route which spans 
Otago and Southland and leverages hero locations such as Queenstown and Milford 
Sound to benefit developing areas such as the Catlins. 
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To be able to connect and collaborate and participate in regional and national 
opportunities, Clutha Development has to be in a position to be able to provide adequate 
resourcing to continue to achieve their strategy goals and to represent and profile the 
destination to potential visitors via www.Cluthanz.com. 
 
We sincerely look forward to continuing to work alongside Clutha Development for the 
mutual benefit of our communities and thank you for the opportunity to provide these 
comments.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me for further information.   
 
Yours faithfully, 
 

 
 
Great South 
GM Tourism & Events 
 

150



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

27 April 2021   

Clutha District Council 
PO Box 25 
Balclutha 9240 
 
 
Via email: help.desk@cluthadc.govt.nz 
 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
SUBMISSION OF HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND POUHERE TAONGA ON THE CLUTHA DISTRICT COUNCIL 
LONG TERM PLAN 2021-2031 

To:    Clutha District Council 

Name of submitter: Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 

1. Thank you for the opportunity to lodge a submission on the Clutha District Council Long Term 

Plan 2021-2031. 

Roles and Responsibilities of Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 

2. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga is an autonomous Crown Entity with statutory 

responsibility under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 (HNZPTA) for the 

identification, protection, preservation and conservation of New Zealand’s historic heritage and 

cultural values. This includes cultural heritage, sites of significance to Maori and archaeological 

sites. 

The specific parts of the application that this Heritage New Zealand submission relates to are:   

3. Providing for the identification, protection, preservation and conservation of historic heritage 

within Clutha District which allows for the continued use and appreciation of that heritage. 

4. Projects that may affect places or areas entered on the New Zealand Heritage List and ongoing 

consultation with Heritage New Zealand regarding these projects.  

5. Clutha District Council’s obligations under the HNZPTA regarding archaeological authorities. 

6. Recognition of the adverse effects of climate change on historic heritage. 

7. Provision of Council incentives to facilitate the retention and seismic strengthening of heritage 

buildings in Clutha. 
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Supported Provisions 

8. Heritage New Zealand supports the priorities under the consultation document that relate to 

the identification, protection, preservation and conservation of historic heritage within Clutha. 

The Council priority of Supporting Culture & Heritage through “more actively showcase our 

culture and heritage to better share and celebrate who we are” and “using innovative ways to 

make our community stories, objects, and records more accessible; and incorporating our local 

history and culture into community facilities such as halls and public spaces” (page 3) is 

supported.  

Proposed Initiatives 

9. Heritage New Zealand recognises that the Long Term Plan is a high-level document to provide 

direction for development initiatives and funding within Clutha. A number of projects have 

been referenced in the consultation document and Heritage New Zealand welcomes further 

consultation on each of these initiatives, including Milton’s Makeover, facilitating growth in the 

Milton/Milburn/Waihola area, the Clutha Destination Strategy and Balclutha’s Our Place 

community plan as details develop.  

10. Within Clutha District there are numerous heritage places and areas entered on the New 

Zealand Heritage List, some of these entries are affected or potentially affected by the projects 

proposed in the Long Term Plan. The retention and appropriate maintenance of listed heritage 

places and areas is supported and consultation with Heritage New Zealand on further 

development affecting these places should be undertaken as they progress. Works which relate 

to historic places, structures or areas should also be assessed for potential impact on 

archaeology to ensure an archaeological authority is obtained if necessary. 

11. Heritage New Zealand is supportive of the Growing Tourism initiative including the destination 

marketing and developing visitor experiences in iconic key areas such as Gabriel’s Gully (page 

13). Gabriel’s Gully is entered on the New Zealand Heritage List as a Historic Place Category 1 in 

recognition of its archaeological and technological significance (list number 7789). Early and 

ongoing consultation with Heritage New Zealand on the proposed initiative is encouraged. 

12. Lighting up Balclutha Bridge is outlined as an initiative under the consultation document (page 

13). Balclutha Bridge is entered on the New Zealand Heritage List as a Historic Place Category 1 

in recognition of its architectural and townscape significance (list number 5180). Any 

development proposed to the Balclutha Bridge should not adversely affect the heritage values 

of the structure. Early and ongoing consultation with Heritage New Zealand on the proposed 

initiative is encouraged. 

Archaeological Authorities 

13. Heritage New Zealand notes that there are projects proposed in the Long Term Plan which may 

require archaeological authorities pursuant to the HNZPTA. Under the HNZPTA an 

archaeological site is defined as any place in New Zealand that was associated with human 
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activity that occurred before 1900 and provides or may provide, through investigation by 

archaeological methods, evidence relating to the history of New Zealand.  

14. Archaeological sites are legally protected under sections 42(1) and 42(2) of the HNZPTA. An 

archaeological authority is required for any works that may modify or destroy an archaeological 

site, including demolition of a building constructed prior to 1900. It is an offence to undertake 

activities that may modify or destroy an archaeological site unless authorised by an 

archaeological authority issued under the HNZPTA. 

15. The key priorities outlined in the consultation document and the Draft Infrastructure Strategy 

2021/51 include works involving ground disturbance that could affect archaeological sites, such 

as roading, bridge and three waters infrastructure maintenance, repairs and replacement. 

These projects may therefore require archaeological authorities to be obtained from Heritage 

New Zealand prior to works being undertaken. Legislative obligations regarding archaeology 

should be taken into consideration for all the projects proposed. 

16. Heritage New Zealand recommends that Council undertake best efforts to avoid identified 

archaeological sites in close proximity to the proposed projects in the first instance. This would 

minimise costs and delays. If avoidance is not possible, the associated costs and timeframes 

need to be factored into project budgeting and planning.     

Climate Change 

17. Heritage New Zealand supports the recognition of the effects of climate change in Council’s 

long term planning and factoring the effects into infrastructure decision making. In addition to 

the effects already outlined in the consultation document, climate change is an increasing 

threat to historic heritage. The Long Term Plan should include measures to avoid or reduce 

climate change impacts on historic heritage wherever possible.  

Heritage Incentives   

18. Clutha has a range of heritage buildings, from churches to agricultural buildings and rural 

homesteads. Some heritage buildings are of unreinforced masonry construction and will be 

subject to legislative requirements for earthquake strengthening. As the Council is aware, 

financing maintenance and seismic strengthening of these buildings, particularly in smaller rural 

centres, can be challenging for owners.  

19. Heritage New Zealand supports the establishment of heritage incentives aimed at assisting 

private owners of heritage buildings. There are a range of incentives Council could utilise to 

promote the protection and conservation of historic heritage. Possible incentives include a 

district-wide contestable fund or targeted area fund, or the provision of specialist advice to 

heritage building owners. 
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Heritage New Zealand recommends: 

20. Further to the priorities and proposed initiatives outlined in the Clutha District Council Long 

Term Plan 2021-2031 consultation document, Heritage New Zealand recommends the following 

to protect and enhance the historic heritage of Clutha District: 

 Council retains the Council priority supported by Heritage New Zealand, as outlined 

in this submission. 

 Consultation is undertaken between Clutha District Council and Heritage New 

Zealand for infrastructure development and projects that may affect places or 

areas entered on the New Zealand Heritage List. 

 Council is aware that archaeological authorities may be required for certain 

projects outlined in the Long Term Plan so that any costs and time associated with 

this are anticipated and included in project budgets. Archaeological Authorities are 

sought from Heritage New Zealand for any works that may modify or destroy an 

archaeological site as is required under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 

Act 2014. 

 Council recognises the adverse effects of climate change on historic heritage and 

implements measures to prevent further degradation wherever possible. 

 Council considers establishing non-regulatory heritage incentives such as a district-

wide contestable fund or targeted area fund to facilitate the retention and seismic 

strengthening of heritage buildings in Clutha. 

Heritage New Zealand does not wish to be heard in support of our submission. 

21. We are happy to answer any questions regarding our submission, and are available to discuss 

these matters directly with Clutha District Council staff.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 
Sheila Watson 

Director Southern Region 
 
Address for Service: 
 
Fran Davies 
Planner 
Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga 
PO Box 5467  
Dunedin 9058 
 
Email: fdavies@heritage.org.nz 
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From: catlinsgateway
To: Help Desk
Subject: Long term plan 2021/31
Date: Tuesday, 27 April 2021 4:30:40 pm

I wish to make the following submission in relation to the constitution of the 2021/31long 
term plan. 
I support the expendature of $5 million to enhance the main street of Milton.
I question the decision to spend up to $40 million on a pipe line to Waihola, sewage
upgrade and water treatment upgrade. Milton's water losses are in the region of 35%,
where does it go? Restrictors for Waihola should be considered as a first step. Start
charging those on rural for one unit of water like urban counterparts if avaliable for
domestic use as treatment levels just the same, except council condones theft.
 In light of impending 3 waters changes should you wait and see the ownership structure
proposed by Central Govt before committing to long term debt.
I disagree with using roading reserves to offset rates. They are reserbes from what?
Prrojects completed under budget or projects not done? The Catlins has roads requiring
money to be spent not squirled. Long point road is just mud!! Tahakopa valley road
neglected and Owaka valley needs tar sealed. Need to maintain level of rating on rural as
HPV's do the most damage.
I question the amount in council budgets for elected representatives remuneration ,
meeting allowances, travel etc. 
As 3 water reforms are the bighest thing to impact local govt since 1989 I believe now is
the timee to consider consolidation in local govt. We should be looking toward
amalgamation again. 
I wish to speak in support of this submission. 
Regards  Trevor Hewson

Sent from my Galaxy
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About Hospitality New Zealand: 
 

1. Hospitality New Zealand (“Hospitality NZ”) is a member-led, not-for-profit organisation 
representing approximately 3,000 businesses, including cafés, restaurants, bars, 
nightclubs, commercial accommodation, country hotels and off-licences. 

 
2. Hospitality NZ has a 119-year history of advocating on behalf of the hospitality and tourism 

sector and is led by Chief Executive Julie White.  We have a team of seven Regional 
Managers located around the country, and a National Office in Wellington to service our 
members.  

 
3. Hospitality NZ has a Board of Management, made up of elected members from across 

the sectors of the industry, and an Accommodation Advisory Council, made up of elected 
members from the accommodation sector. 
 

4. We also have 20 local Branches covering the entire country, representing at a local level 
all those member businesses which are located within the region. Any current financial 
member of Hospitality NZ is automatically a member of the local Branch.  

 
5. This submission relates to the Long-Term Plan 2021-31 (“the Plan”).  
 
6. Enquiries relating to this submission should be referred to Darelle Jenkins, Regional 

Manager – Lower South Island, at darelle@hospitality.org.nz and 0226834249. 
 
 
General Comments: 
 
7. Hospitality New Zealand welcomes the opportunity to comment on Clutha District Council’s 

Long-Term Plan 2021-31.   
 
 
Infrastructure Funding 
 
8. Local Councils in some parts of the country have recognised infrastructure funding is a 

significant issue and are working towards change, some Councils are looking at targeted 
rates while others have openly criticised the funding investment options put forward by the 
Government.  
 

9. In 2019, Productivity Commission undertook its report into Local Government Funding and 
Finance.  The report recommended that “Better use of existing tools and central 
government funds should be enough to close the tourism funding shortfall. Given the small 
scale of the funding gap, introducing new funding tools would incur significant 
implementation, administration and enforcement costs and is unlikely to result in a net 
benefit to councils.”   
 

10. We endorse those sentiments – rather than introducing new tools that target specific 
sectors, councils should make better use of existing tools to achieve their goals. 
 

11. Hospitality NZ believes a consistent and fair nationwide approach to the funding of core 
infrastructure needs to be introduced. 

 
12. Hospitality NZ recommends further consideration is given to implement the Productivity 

Commission’s report findings. 
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13. Prior to COVID, tourism was struggling to maintain social license in communities – in part 
given the infrastructure pressure tourism growth was placing on some regions.  We 
recognise that tourism and hospitality use and benefit from a wide variety of mixed-use 
infrastructure.  We now have a real opportunity to resolve some of these infrastructure 
issues and prepare for the rebuild of the sector. 

 
 

Rates 
 
14. Hospitality NZ urges caution around rates increases.  While we are supportive of 

maintenance projects, we do not think businesses are in a position to carry further 
increases to their overhead costs.  
 

15. We acknowledge and appreciate the Council’s approach to keeping rates down in the short 
term by using reserve funds. We support this option (Option 1). 

 
 
Conclusion: 

 
16. We thank Clutha District Council for the opportunity to provide input into the consultation. 

 
17. We would be happy to discuss any parts of this submission in more detail, and to provide 

any assistance that may be required.  
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From: stephen jack 
Sent: Tuesday, 27 April 2021 12:00 am
To: Help Desk
Subject: LTP submission.

To the Clutha District Council. 

I urge consideration and debate be conducted around the rapid conversion of farmland to forestry within the Clutha 
District. 
It is important the wider effects of this rapid land use change be considered in the LTP. 
I estimate there are 53 000 stock units going or gone from farms in the region which would ordinarily generate 
annual on farm incomes of approx $7.5m of which Farm working expenses of approx $3.75M trickle their way 
through the way through the farm servicing sector providing employment and opportunity. 
It is worth also considering any impacts lower stock numbers will have on the districts largest employer – Silver Fern 
Farms Finegand plant, 
Or, for that matter landscape, Cultural, Community and  Biodiversity values.  
The Carbon price is currently $37.50/T but some projections have it exceeding $100/T perhaps reaching $200/T. If 
this happens the steady loss of stock will become a flood. 
I understand that one of the largest properties sold subject to OIO approval to Dutch interests is proposed to be 
planted in trees for  permenant Carbon Sequestration‐ there will be no income coming into the wider District‐ only 
rates. Not even the logging Contractors or Transport operators will earn a crust... and to what end? So that someone 
on the other side of the world can earn Carbon Credits which allow them or someone else to emit greenhouse 
Gases. 
At the moment the major local players are the DCC (via City Forests) and Calder Stewart 
There is a gold rush happening around Carbon Sequestration, and this time I fear Clutha District will end up paying 
an awful price. If you need a precedent you only need go as far as the Tahakopa Valley, or on a larger scale the 
North Islands East Coast, where Pines and P dominate.    

Briefly on other matters, I am in favour of Lighting the Bridge, and feel some of the funding could come from the 
tourism budget, after all Instagram worthy photo opportunities drive tourism these days. 
I would also love to see the excellent predator work DOC has done in the Catlins leveraged to not only benefit 
Mohua but also reintroduced Kaka, Kiwi, Weka, Whio and perhaps other native birds‐ it would be something to see 
the huge flocks of Kaka the early settlers wrote about. 
I also think on the Tourism side of things we are missing an opportunity not having a Salmon Run on the Clutha. 
Contact Energy provide funding to Fish and Game to enhance a Salmon Fishery, yet nothing has been achieved.   

Thanks for your time, I would be happy to make my submission in person and can be contacted either on this email 
or on   

Regards 

Stephen Jack. 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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SUBMISSION TO: Clutha District Council Long Term Plan 2021/2031 
 
SUBMISSION BY: The Kaka Point Community Group (KPCG) 
 

The Kaka Point Community Group appreciate the opportunity to provide a 
submission to the Clutha District Council Long Term Plan 2021/2031 

 
Recommendations 

 
1 **Working and Living in the Clutha District - have we got our priorities right 

for the Clutha District? 
 

2 **Investing in Our Infrastructure - have we got our priorities right for 
infrastructure? 

 

3 **Keeping Rates Down - what do you think of our proposed approach by 
using reserves to keep rates down 

4 **Our Finances - What do you think of our proposed mix for spending, 
borrowing and rating and how could we improve the mix? 

5 **Milton’s Makeover - how far should we go and how much should be spent 
improving Milton’s Main Street? 

6      **A Better Water Source? would it be better to establish a new supply from 
the Clutha River rather than continuing to use the Waitahuna and Tuapeka  
rivers? 

**With regard to points 1,2,3,4,5,6, the Kaka Point Community group do not have 
specific comment on your key issues other than core infrastructure must be well 
maintained, upgraded and fully functional, whether it be water, roading or 
services provided, particularly where deficiencies have been identified in both 
water quality and roading standards.  

With regard to the Three Waters Reform Programme, the KPCG hope the 
Council and Community will still have significant input into the decisions made 
around water in the Clutha District, should ‘Water’ control be centralized. 

 
7 SUPPORTING LIVING & WORKING IN CLUTHA PROJECTS - there are a 

number of projects we have been asked to help support, do you agree? 
 

• KPCG believe more appropriate/clear road warning signage should be installed 
along the road when coming into Kaka Point and heading along the Nuggets Road, 
for both the safety and convenience of motorists, pedestrians and wildlife i.e., a sign 
notifying motorists of turning vehicles ahead, as there are many visitors (particularly 
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International) who turn and stop to take photos unexpectedly, while travelling along 
the road/s.  
The signage should also include speed signage along the Nuggets road and KPCG 
would like to see a review of the speed along this road, which is currently 100K. 
Given this road leads to one of the iconic attractions in The Catlins i.e., the Nuggets, 
it has a constant stream of traffic on the road with both domestic and international 
(prior to COVID-19) visitors, thus for the Health and Safety of motorists and wildlife, 
the speed limit should be reduced.   
The Catlins is deemed a ‘destination’, therefore KPCG request that Catlins 
directional signage from Balclutha be installed.  This would work towards eliminating 
any directional confusion for visitors when heading out of Balcultha to The Catlins 
i.e., reaffirming it is the correct route.  It is acknowledged installing Catlins 
directional signage will involve working with NZ Transit.  

  
• KPCG encourage CDC to work towards the completion of the CDC Our Place 

Catlins Plan, thus the CDC Long-Term Plan should reflect this. 
 

• The Kaka Point public toilets/changing rooms, are in need of replacement for Health 
and Safety purposes.  Although we believe there is some financial support identified 
in the CDC Activity Management Plan for the toilets/changing rooms, it is 
considered this would not cover the full cost of replacing them.  To be noted, a 
budget for the full cost of the replacement has yet to be determined. 
Kaka Point is a growing community with many domestic and International visitors 
travelling through it, with it being the first township in The Catlins (when heading 
from the north end).  There are many attractions on offer in and around Kaka Point, 
and KPCG believe the current state of the toilets/changing rooms are not of a good 
standard to accommodate the growing number of visitors. The toilets are also not 
currently aesthetically pleasing in what is trying to be achieved when promoting The 
Catlins. 
 
It is to be noted that some financial support from other various funding bodies will 
be required for the replacement of the toilets/changing rooms, however the KPCG 
would appreciate it if the CDC would consider contributing financially towards the 
replacement of new toilets/changing rooms at Kaka Point. 

 
• KPCG would like to see a board walk (walkway) along the foreshore from the Kaka 

Point surf club to the Willsher Bay domain.  The development of a walkway would 
offer a safe link from the KP township to the domain for Community and visitor use 
i.e., bikes, prams, wheelchairs etc and would also give an opportunity to fully utilize 
the Domain (as currently deemed as underutilized). 
The walkway would not only be a practical addition to the township it would also 
enhance the foreshore.  The current pathway to the Domain (if on foot), is via the 
road or beach, which is limiting i.e., tidal permitting or health and safety risk on the 
road. 
The bridge at Willsher bay would be part of the ‘walk way’, but it is not currently safe 
to cross on foot given the narrowness of the bridge and with passing vehicles both 
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ways, therefore believe it would need to be widened as part of the development of 
the walkway. 
To be noted, the development of the walkway would involve discussion and 
collaboration with Iwi, Department of Conservation as well as CDC, given the land 
that may be used in the development of the walkway.  
Funding for the walkway, will involve approaching other funding bodies to assist 
financially with its development, however KPCG would appreciate if CDC would 
consider financially supporting its development.  The full cost of the development of 
the walkway has yet to be determined 

 
• Currently, the community are exploring possible options for an upgrade/replacement 

of the Esplanade playground at Kaka Point.  Once the best option has been 
identified, a budget will be determined, from which the KPCG will then approach 
and seek financial support from some funding bodies for the upgrade/replacement 
of the playground.  
As part of this process, the KPCG would appreciate if the CDC would consider 
contributing financially towards some of the upgrade/replacement of the Esplanade 
playground.  The intention is to work towards making the playground a ‘destination 
playground’ for community and visitor use.  
 

• The KPCG would like CDC to look into a feasibility study to convert the Kaka Point 
(KP) town from a restricted to a ‘on demand’ water supply i.e., one large reservoir.  
This in turn will offer an option for those who wish to opt in to remove their tank and 
electric pump, resulting in efficiency and for Fire/Health and Safety when there are 
power outages. The feasibility report should also include the initial costs per 
property 

 
KPCG would like to see included in the Long-Term Plan, some contingency funding 
towards community projects such as those identified in this submission 
 
Thank you 
 

Regards 
 
Deborah Whyte (Ms) 
Chairperson Kaka Point Community Group 
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