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RECEIVED ON 

19/04/2021 
From: Customer Services - Public 

Tuesday, 20 April 2021 10:16 AM 

Records Processing 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: FW: LTP Horowhenua District Council, Submission 

For your action. 

Kind regards 

From: Geoff Lewis <geoff@lewisfarms.co.nz> 

Sent: Monday, 19 April 2021 3:35 PM 

To: Customer Services - Public <CustomerServices@horowhenua.govt.nz> 

Subject: LTP Horowhenua District Council, Submission 

Could you please add these submission to the Council considerations for the LTP 

Maori Land 

We lease a number of titles owned by extended Maori whanau 

In some cases these titles are isolated from other blocks and in some cases the titles are alongside 

each other and are run by the tenant as one farm 

Unfortunately the rates on these blocks cannot be amalgamated and seen as one larger operation 

because they have different owners 

These Maori owned smaller holdings either on their own or farmed as part of a larger operation 

have fallen into the small holder category which is planned to fall into the much higher rate 

category 

I believe this is an unintended consequence of this policy as this land is not seen by its owners as 

tradable but is important as part of the Maori relationship with the land 

We would submit that all Maori land be removed from this rating classification 

Three Waters - Drinking, Waste and Stormwater (Position statement) 

As a farmer we are singly responsible to manage our business's use of and discharge of drinking, 

waste and stormwater 

We have to apply to the relevant authority for the 

• Use of and the

• Discharge of water in all its forms

These consents cost our farming businesses large amounts of money to attain and manage.

Within the Horowhenua there is going to be significant funds spent on upgrading urban water

systems in all of their forms.

I wish to remind the Council that it is not farmer's responsibility to fund urban shortfalls for

managing the above urban resources

I do not wish to heard in relation to these submissions

Sincerely

1 
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2

Geoff Lewis 

Geoff Lewis 
Director – Stakeholder Engagement & Special Projects 
The TenderTips Co Ltd 
747 SH1, RD 12, Levin 
New Zealand 
+64-6368-3756,
Mob +64-274-464-424

Geoff Lewis  

Stakeholder Engagement and Special Projects 

P: 06 368 3957 | M:0274 464 424 or 06 210 2452 | E: 
geoff@lewisfarms.co.nz  

CAUTION - this message is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient you must not peruse, copy, use, disseminate, 
distribute or reproduce this message or attachments. If you have received this message in error, please notify Lewis Farms immediately by return 
email or phone and delete this email. Any views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender and not necessarily the views of 
Lewis Farms. 
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 
RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau

Submission No. 463
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 
RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau

Submission No. 465
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau

Submission No. 466 
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau

Submission No. 467
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 
RECEIVED ON 

20/04/2021 

The focus of this submission is reading in the Manakau area and the Otaki to North of Levin 
expressway project. 

We are seeking actions and advocacy from Horowhenua District Council (HDC) as part of its 
Long Term Plan work programmes. 

Our submission seeks the following actions and budget provisions (where applicable): 

1 We would like to ensure that there is funding for a clearly defined HDC plan for O2NL 
and the revocation of SHl (and SH57) and that this forms part of Council's work 
programme for 2021/2022. 

We believe it is essential that the plan include details of what HDC will advocate for 
on behalf of affected communities (such as Manakau), as well as specific aspects that 
HDC needs to ensure NZTA addresses as part of the project, and revocation phase. 

2 We request that in 2021 HDC advocate to NZTA on behalf of the Manakau community 
for the following reading improvements/measures on State Highway 1 at Manakau: 

A. Reduction of the speed limit through Manakau to 60km
B. Installation of a roundabout or traffic lights at Waikawa Beach Road
C. Installation of a safety measure to aid the passage of pedestrians and cyclists

between Manakau village and Waikawa Beach Rd, such as via an overbridge,
underpass or time-limited traffic lights

D. Construction of a new section of road alongside the railway line between the
Northern railway overbridge at Manakau, and the overbridge at Ohau to avoid
short term safety issues until O2NL is built and future replacement of the
overbridges (a cost that we understand is likely to fall to ratepayers once the
existing SHl is revoked

E. Investigation of a new entrance to Manakau village immediately opposite
Waikawa Beach Rd (with closure of the existing entrance) and introduction of
a roundabout for safety and access purposes

F. Upgrading of South Manakau Rd, including replacement of one-lane bridges in
anticipation of inevitable north bound traffic flows avoiding congestion at the
termination point of the expressway (two lanes to one dynamic)

3 In respect to 02NL we request that HOC advocate for: 
A. No expressway off ramp at Manakau
B. No severance of Manakau Heights Drive
C. Ensuring that walkways are appropriately positioned and easily accessible to

Manakau residents in relation to access to the Village from North and South of
Manakau

Submission No. 468
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Submission No. 470
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Unfortunately health problems have prevented putting in a proper submission.

So here are some brief thoughts.

Pollution reduction

The Council says it wants a better place for people but does little towards it.  What are its  pollution 
reduction plans, plastic waste, paper waste, building waste, mud on roads, exhaust fumes, noise?  
The recycling service in Sheffield street was closed down and property owners left with a mess.  I 
suspect they did very well selling off the stuff.

According to TVNZ News evening of Wednesday 7th I should have included light pollution.  I did 
think of it but was trying to keep brief. 

 Storm water

Council should require all new builds/major renovations to put in adequate rain water storage so 
that toilets are flushed with rain water.  Could also be used for car washing/garden watering as 
well.  Puts cost where it is used and saves expansion of storm and potable water works. There are 
tanks available that go  under wooden floor.  Concrete floors would requite different storage, 
(under ground?) and both would need small pump (solar powered?) to header tank for use. When 
Kapiti Council put water along beach area between Paraparaumu and Raumati 35? years ago they 
forced home owners to remove storage tanks.  Bet twenty years ago they realised their mistake.

How about minimising hard surfaces on developments so that rain can percolate down into soil 
rather than run off.  Green roofs on buildings reduce the peaks from rainfall thus the storm water 
system doesn’t have to cope with such big surges. Applies particularly to large industrial buildings.

Bigger developments (25 or 50 homes?) should require developer to provide the storage for rain 
run off  and reticulate as a non potable water for toilets, washing outside items, i.e. cars and 
watering gardens. Let them build a water tower to provide some storage/pressure and pond for 
storing the rest. Solar power would be ideal to power the system as when weather hot and demand 
increases the sun provides more energy. 

Rates

The rates here nearly tripled a few years ago with no improvement in any services.  In fact road has 
deteriorated over many years.  Recently had to get steering fixed after catching one of the holes at 
edge. Other roads that were in better condition  have had huge amounts spent on them. 

One major problem is central Government putting more requirements/costs onto local Councils but 
not providing the funds, i.e. from GST.

Capital valuation has many problems. Take people in town with quarter acre section and old house. 
Section value puts the rates up and if retired couple living there they will have to pay far more than 
the costs of services. Probably much more than if they moved to one of four flats built on what was 
quarter acre section next door. But block of flats puts bigger load on Council resources, water, 
storm water, sewage and roading traffic. However each occupants rates are lower.

William Kimber

Submission No. 471
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Creating a space where people can go 
to reflect and remember their beloved little one.

Butterfly Pathway HorowhenuaButterfly Pathway Horowhenua
in Levinin Levin

1/10

Submission No. 472

Page 161



A walkway where parents can 
place a tile in memory of 
a child, infant or younger 

that has passed on.

A beautiful example is at 
Aotea Lagoon, Porirua.
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The pathway shows 
the life cycle of a Butterfly. 
Where it begins as an egg, 
hatches into a Caterpillar 
and then spreads its wings 

as a beautiful Butterfly.

 The Egg section is for babies 
 who passed away during pregnancy
 or were stillborn.
 The Caterpillar section is for 
 infants who passed away
 before they turned one. 
 The Butterfly section is for 
 children who passed away 
 aged 1 to 12 years.
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Testimonial from Nelson,Testimonial from Nelson,
the first pathway in NZthe first pathway in NZ

Just three days before Christmas in 2012, we lost our beautiful 14 month old baby to 
an unbelievable freak accident. When we were supposed to be unwrapping presents 
and eating turkey we were actually dealing with coroners, autopsies and police.

A group of Nelson crafts people and parents came together to make a tribute to baby 
Mac. We decided to make it for everybody who has lost a child in Nelson.

The pathway was established at Fairfield Park in 2014 and the long term aim is to 
offer practical and emotional support to bereaved families who find themselves lost 
in immense grief. Families often stop going to counselling sessions as they can’t 
afford it and there is no memorial in town to all the children who have been lost. 

It’s a tribute and a different and new way to remember.

Founder, Rebekah Malthus
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The Butterfly Pathway inThe Butterfly Pathway in
Porirua opened 2018Porirua opened 2018
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Companion plantings
were selected to attract 
monarch butterflies and
provide extra elements of 

comfort and serenity.
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This project offers many opportunities 
to involve the wider community 
in support of those who have 

suffered difficult loss.  

From local business sponsorship 
of tile clusters or labour, 

to workshops with art societies 
and linking community services 

such as counselling or support groups.
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Adjacent to the Cenotaph which is an existing 
place of rememberance for loved ones, 

Thompson House Park is an ideal location. 
It also has dual access via Kent and Bath streets,

a beautiful garden to attract butterflies, 
space for growth and landscaping, and is in

close proximity to the Pottery Club where 
tiles can be made.
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Parent & Community CommentsParent & Community Comments
It’s such a nice thing to have after such a horrible 

event in your life.

To be part of something and know the community cares 
enough to do something for you, makes it stronger.

It’s a bit of a taboo subject but something like this 
opens up conversations.

It’s a wonderful way to remember our children.

It’s painful to lose a child but a walkway is one way 
to help heal that loss.

I lost a grandchild and would love us to have a pathway here.
It’ll be a beautiful place to go to remember him.
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Make possible with
•Council Park
•External Grants
•Individual Fees 
•Local Business 
  Sponsorships
•Community 
  Partnerships

Example
www.butterflywalkwayporirua.co.nz

HDC LTP Submission 2021
Leanne MacDonald

Liverpool Street, Levin
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Submission No. 475
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1. Action: prioritise Return on Investment over public good spending. 
This submission supports prioritising return on investment ($) over public good spending which 

requires prioritising where our (ratepayers) money is spent. Buy the best, leave the rest. The 

Activities Statement for the Long-Term Plan shows targets and budgets with no indication of priority. 

Invest in underground infrastructure before above ground “public good” such as el fresco dining, 

swimming pools or splash pads. 

 

2. Action: prioritise Water Audits and Water Loss Control Systems. 
Ageing infrastructure, increasing regulatory requirement, water quantity and quality term and in 

adequate resources challenges safe by the ratepayers, magnified by changes in population and local 

climate. 

Instigate a water loss control program to identify real or physical losses of water estimated to be 

30%. Water metering at both the source and the service connection are important aspect of making 

accurate water measurements possible.  

Instigate water metering. 

Instigate leak detection protocols through examination of billing records, flow monitoring, leak 

detection equipment. Flow monitoring and be conducted by examining individual customer metre 

record, meet the district, or through the placement of temporary metres suspect locations. 

Condition assessment technologies are available such as closed-circuit television camera inspections. 

Hydraulic modelling can be used to predict locations of leakage through pressure monitoring 

between the hours of midnight and 6 am. 

 

3. Action: understand and mitigate potential earthquake risk on 

proposed water reservoir at Gladstone Road 
An earthquake event in the Southern Alps will cause large scale landslide event throughout the 

South Island in southern North Island. The road around the Gladstone Road landslip as an 

impediment to the water reservoir development. 

 

4. Action: Remove the Land Transport Differential (Targeted rate)  

All residents and ratepayers, irrespective of location and position are permitted to use all roads. 

Rural township people use rural roads to come to town, as do rural businesspeople. 

The central government roading subsidy is presumably not earmarked for rural and urban road 

individually, meaning the Council’s separation of funding based on location and business 

interests is unjustified. 

Offering a lower dollar rate as an incentive to remain in business in the district is an issue where 

fiduciary duty of care is not being exercised fairly.  
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5. Action: add Stormwater SUIPs for rural ratepayers in the Lake 

Horowhenua catchment area 
Farm runoff transfers to Lake Horowhenua to add sediments and minerals to the bed and waterways 

and eventually to the Hokio Stream. Polluter pays principle. Fiduciary Duty of Care issue: seek to 

balance fairly respective interests of different categories of ratepayers. 
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6. Action: ensure tikanga protocols that Muaūpoko Tribal Authority and 

other Tribal Authorities have held hui-a-hapu meetings before 

accepting tribal authority recommendations and signatures on any 

and all matters. 
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Submission to Long Term Plan 2021-2041 
Send completed submission form to ltp@horowhenua.govt.nz

The person making this submission is:

Name

Address

Email

Signature

Date

Organisation/ Club
(if applicable) 

Relationship to the
concept

(tick all that apply) 

Purpose of Submission 

rv'\D.'-A.?�� � '"'\-a 
b\ '<Y\��\e. Ch..v--S �,z..

�ember of the consortium behind the concept
0ikely future user of the concept facility 
0,ikely funder of, or contributor to, the concept facility
✓ Likely future visitor to the concept facility
✓ General supporter of the concept

The focus of this submission is on seeking Council assistance to progress a driver training,
motorsport, and related recreation facility for Horowhenua ('the Park concept'). The
submission seeks some short-term support actions from Council.

I request speaking rights.

The concept is outlined in the attached PowerPoint. Please note that the PowerPoint may
be amended prior to presentation at the LTP hearings.

Executive Summary 

By making this submission, I indicate my support for the concept outlined and seek the
following actions from Council:

1. Budget allocation in the long-term plan for an initial 'fail fast' concept feasibility
study in the 2021/2022 financial year

2. Engagement with the concept promoters to identify any Council-owned properties
or sites that may be suitable for or compatible with the concept (with the terms of
the lease, use or acquisition being subsequently agreed between the parties)

RECEIVED ON 

21/04/2021 

Submission No. 476
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Hi Jo & Chris, 

It was great catching up with you both at the recent Development Levy meeting. 

RECEIVED ON 

21/04/2021 

I have been on both sides of the fence with this levy as we have done a small amount of 
development over the years and have been in the situation where we were charged the levy on some 
developments but not on others. 

I understand that when the local economy and growth was flat the Council decided to eliminate the 
levy. I believe it should have been reduced, not completely wiped. 
I am disappointed it has taken Council so long to readdress the levy in what has been a booming 

economy for quite some time. 
I definitely think there should be some form of levy and that this should be charged out when the 
permit is submitted to Council by the person who is building the house. 

Levin has been growing at a rapid rate which is fantastic but it is not up to the general public to 
subsidise the extra infrastructure needed for these developments. 

I understand that in our rates there has to be amounts to maintain and replace our existing 
infrastructure but certainly not to develop infrastructure on behalf of developers. 

It would be a very interesting exercise for the Council staff to work out how much lost revenue the 
rate payers have missed out on due to no Development Levies. I would for one would like to know 

the answer to this question. 
I find lack of common sense extremely frustrating as this should have been brought to the table 
some time ago by perhaps the council staff/CEO. 

Grey Power were at the meeting saying they are on fixed incomes which I also understand. 
However I did the sum for a young couple with a mortgage and children and they are worse off. 
I am extremely concerned about our District's level of debt. 
In my opinion we certainly don't have the facilities that match our debt. 
I worked at the Borough Council many years ago and I fully understand that successive Councils 
neglected our infrastructure for a long time. 
Sonny Sciascia was the first Mayor to step up and attempt to make improvements and was promptly 
voted out!! 

As you know we also talked about the Levin Domain which is a fantastic facility but is totally under 

used! It is such a great location with a grand stand which provides protection from the sun or 
shelter from the rain. The grandstand clearly needs some attention in its current state. 

The recent Pacifica Day was a prime example of how the Domain can be used and what a 
wonderful set up it is. 

I believe the small stretch Salisbury Street between the Domain/Pool and Mall car park should be 
blocked off and put into grass/walk way from the car park to the pool/domain. 
Watching people getting their children in and out of cars on that busy stretch of road is so 
dangerous. 
It would be great if something was done with the Memorial Hall so on that area of central Levin 
you have the hall, car park, domain, swimming pool, tennis courts and squash courts etc etc. 

I understand you would lose those car parks but an extra row could be added along by the Domain 
which is now the road but it would be enclosed in the Mall carpark. 
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