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For office use only

Have your say

Submission form
Waitomo District Council

Submission No. 131

Draft Long Term Plan 2024-2034

Consultation

Send us your feedback
by 17 May 2024

You can share your views by:

Completing this submission form
and returning it to us by

« Visting our main office
at 15 Queen Street, Te Kiti

« Visiting our Customer Service Centre
at 160 Rora Street, Te Kuiti

« Emailing to
haveyoursay@waitomo.govt.nz
(scan and pdf or take a photo)

« Postingto
FREEPOST 112498
Waitomo District Council
PO Box 404, Te Kaiti 3941

« Visiting our website
waitomo.govt.nz/council/LTP 2024-2034
and completing the online form

The Local Government Act 2002 requires submissions to be
made available to the public. Your name and/or organisation
will be published with your submission and made available in
areport to elected members and to the public. Other personal
information supplied (such as address/email addresses) will be
removed from the public copy.
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Your details

Full name
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Organisation (if responding on behalf of)
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Phone (home/mobile)

Email

Address

| wish to speak to Council about my submission

O @

Hearings will be held on 28 May
2024. If you tick Yes, Council will
contact you to arrange a time
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Mokau Residential

Rates increase LTP YR1 2024/25 11.2%
Valuation $485,000
Actual Rates 2023/24 $3,530
Proposed Rates 2024/25 $3,924
An extra $7.58 per week
Te Waitere Residential
Rates increase LTP YR1 2024/25 9.9%
Valuation $420,000
Actual Rates 2023/24 $3,143
Proposed Rates 2024/25 $3,454
An extra $5.98 per week
Piopio Residential
Rates increase LTP YR1 2024/25 11.4%
Valuation $340,000
Actual Rates 2023/24 $4,066
Proposed Rates 2024/25 $4,530

An extra $8.92 per week

Drystock Rural
Rates increase LTP YR1 2024/25 7.5%
Valuation $4,130,000
Actual Rates 2023/24 $14,758
Proposed Rates 2024/25 $15,871
An extra $21.40 per week
Forestry
Rates increase LTP YR1 2024/25 305.6%
Valuation $600,000
Actual Rates 2023/24 $2,792
Proposed Rates 2024/25 $11,325

An extra $164.10 per week

You can find the impact of this plan
@ on your rates at:

waitomo.govt.nz/council/rating-
information/rates-calculator/




We have had to consider how we will deliver our
3 Waters services. Council’s preferred approaches
are keeping the status quo with investing “as and
when needed”, and installing water meters.

Do you agree with Approach one - Status quo?

@/ Yes O No

Do you agree with Approach two -
Installing water meters?

O Yes m

My comment on the 3 Waters services approach

LDIEITTTL TNETER LS Coaval o Lo

A KR AN\ OF e W OATE

. . i
CASE NG \ T b PoMses, LRS-

J(Q'W\\\,\tzsl\/b\—mra—u 2 \quq
oF f\léu:eo EXTELY A\ NATER S E .

TX ol e \wro A A TN
C\ROLTIU e e fox iy BATES |
Proposal: Te Kiiti flooding remedies

We need to decide what level of spending we
should put into improving Te Kuiti stormwater
network to reduce the impact of severe weather
events.

Option 1: Status quo - low level
investment, small scale improvements

ption 2: Build retention ponds, storm-
water modelling and capacity improve-
ment planning long term (preferred)

My comment on this proposal
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Proposal: Introduce a targeted or

differential rate on the District Roading Rate

Our limited roading budget does not provide

for the extra roading damage caused by logging
trucks during harvesting operations. A targeted or
differential rate will help mitigate this.

Option 1: Status quo - no change to rating
structure for forestry

ption 2: Differentiated District Roading
Rate (preferred)

Option 3: Funding the additional operating
rate deficit

My comment on this proposal

LeC Canse ConnOATWES,

NCED T Coromaaan &

TO AEPones ll M wrTanas T e
‘DF\\A’\C’A\& ST ’
AND Séhno TEmMAEE ©F

RSO W™ ¢,y

Mot oS .

Ll\,o&as g««(’puq A/LD&:{OSWQQ&\\O

& == f:\‘ g’({/uAciv\ Ho
%ﬂfo&&m &m SJ(NQ
T’Q\g@z vS (’gﬁu"\\—(c\\"l r\(JV.

45




Proposal: Funding and future of our
Rural Halls

Currently there is no funding in place for any
repairs or upgrades to the Council-owned Rural
Halls. Considerable investment is needed to keep
them open.

@@on 1: Status quo - minimal rate fund-
ing with no provision for required repairs

®/ Option 2: Transfer ownership of Council
halls to community groups (preferred)

®/ Option 3: Consider closing halls

My comment on this proposal
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Proposal: Update the Te Kuiti Stormwater
Rating Area

Some property owners in Te Kaiti who benefit from
the Stormwater Network are not contributing to its
operation and maintenance.

Option 1: Status quo - Keep the current
rating area

@/Option 2: Extend the Te Kuiti Urban Rating
Area (preferred)

My comment on this proposal
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We want to balance keeping our elder pérsons
housing affordable for residents, but without over-
subsidising it at a cost to other ratepayers.

How should we fund elder persons housing?
Option 1: Status quo - ratepayers subsidise
elder persons housing

Option 2: Council increases rental levels
(preferred)

Is Council the best provider for elder persons
housing?

Option 1: Status quo - Council continues
to own and operate elder persons housing

Option 2: Explore options to transition
elder persons housing to a provider
(preferred)

comment on this proposal
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Proposal: Simplify the rates structure

Council has general activities which generate
districtwide benefit, but are not split uniformly
between the General Rate and Uniform Annual
General Charge (UAGC). We propose to simplify the
rates calculation process.

Option 1: Status quo - continue with
current rates structure

®/ Option 2: Simplifying the split of rating
costs between General Rate and UAGC.
(preferred)

My comment on this proposal

— Vo cleSem @lﬂm
9 oL oo Hu&\rmo\
-)z\\& CDQJ(\C/\\ <, \,@((\ X\I\Q\/
NS (P @Q\’m %@m
Sees ot m:'@‘n&\u\ \on ek

xorRn) (R 0:/\&&4
Q) @)

What do you think about our plans for projects
and activities? (p29-33)
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What do you think about our plans for finances
and rates? (p35-43)

G S Tilouc i\ o€
Too EFL o HE FIrdAmNIC AL
FxPERTS, oo Accser !
Coumdctia KaPW LEDCE
aE Yuoo et « Qos'rg— O
e, Shea L Re R¥EC
—OY SoLE teust i\’Ol/o 1\ JCOMNE
e Sore AN ATIoN Rouec Y
%P&j)iov\) W\u\ AV (Q‘VQQ
ch@qge,ééu 22°)e 0ANS
\ergase o $%’+‘;0 ot
= @c\\&%{ e T peed \©

< \\)\(\O\ =

S \
Any other comments? (for example our landfill

and sludge disposal)
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