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Wastewater –

 

Subject: 

To: 

Meeting Date: 

Written by: 

File Reference: A

At its meeting on 23 December 2015, the Council 

project .   

1.   

2.  the Council reaffirms in principle the proposed WO5 scheme as the preferred solution 

for  

3. the Mayor formally updates the Associate Minister of Health and the Chairperson of 

 

4.  a rating impact and financial funding model be developed and presented to Council in 

tation through the Annual Plan 

 

5. the model and impact assessment include the Council’s contribution for the 

 

6.

 

7.  the project t

 

This report provides an update on the r the last 2 months. 

2

officials on 29 January 2016.  The Associate Minister advised that the Ministry of Health 

able 
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It is clear from the above discussions that sourcing additional funding from central Government 

. 

th an 

update and acceptance of the BOPRC its 

subsequent presentation to Government Ministers and officials. 

2.2

f this 

philosophy is 

the district by all  .  

acts upon other district 

 . 

funding support.  If that support is not realised, the scheme is un  be affordable for 

 

Both figure 3.1M spend on this project to date. 

 

At the present point in time the  

Bay of Plenty Regional Council     

Ministry of Heal   

     

A financial modelling and rating impact assessment 

ratin from 2019.  

 

Figure 3   
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Figure 4   

 

 

Figure 5  Projected Average Rate Increase 

 

 

Figure 4   
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The Council  to approve 1.8M as its contribution to the project  

cluded in the LTP. 

Plenty Regional Council investi

Council’s On-S

 plus 

Regional Council costs in effecting a Plan Change and subsequent enforcement.  These costs 

be borne because no central government subsidy is available for 

individual on- . 

2.3

A delegation of elected representatives and Council officers, supported by Jim Bradley of MWH, 

n ponds servicing rural 

communities and   

 

Key points noted during the visit include: 

1. , 

, 

outfalls being the preferred discharge solution (  discharge or 

land disposal .  In all case, 

ve  

2. Socio- -

both districts. 

3. Both councils had strong polit  

4. -

lfish, recreation and marine 

ecology. 

5. Resource consent conditions include robust monitoring and effluent trigger values that 

conformance limits. 

6. Monitoring confirms that end of 

quality. 

7. -

over 15 years,  

8. The stra -

 

29

WHAKATĀNE DISTRICT COUNCIL - TUESDAY, 23 FEBRUARY 2016 - POLICY COMMITTEE - AGENDA



A1071784 Page 5 of 10 

9. all resource consent 

 subse  

10. The strategy provided for the 

treatment plant, both 

heme.  

 

11.

or shellfish gathering. 

12. ch 

discharged to rivers.  

diagram. 

Figure 1   

 

13.

  

14.  

15.

nsible for the controls and grinder 

 

16.  

solutions from lump sum to quarterly payments over 1, 5 or 10 years. 

17.

 

18.

 

19.  
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20. The Council had 12 years of data on individual industry/trade discharge volumes and 

loadings to help inform decision-  

21.

industry is required to pre-

ection 

system.  The Council milli- stream before it is 

he communities 

 through an ocean outfall. 

22.

streams and an ability to reduce on-site treatment costs for industry through dilution 

 

23.

 

 to the north near river mouths. 

24. -off of the 

domestic 

scheme. 

25.

 

26.

therefore 

residential areas and associated infrastructure to cater for the in

over 2 years. 

27.

long also discharging into Pegasus Bay of South Brighton beach. 

28. The onshore coast has a high recreational use and shellfish are gathered for food. 

29. rge in order to 

reduce bacteria and viruses to meet consent requirements.  No flocculent is added. 

30. fed. 

31. all 

  A 

 

Figure 2   
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32. One community utilises individual 

again. 

33.

rates for individual communi

 

34. ora 

 

35. rinder 

 

36.

pump schemes. 

37.  

Overall, the visit affirmed that the integrated strategy 

to 

deliver as a consequence of environmentally constraining central government policies around 
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The trip reinforced the importance of adopting a long-term collaborative approach to 

  I 

p successful. 

of Fonterra and its has advised a 

systems for the 

meant it into account issues such as community 

ischarge, 

and the time delay required to fully evaluate such a proposal. 

2.5

 case has been completed 

and found to be meritorious, subsequent steps include: 

1. Development of an engagement strategy for the purpose 

funding 

2. Development of a multi- ment of an independent 

facilitator 

3. Development of 

 

4. Development of dustries 

5. Development of  

6. ment the Bay of Plenty Regional Council and develop current and 2026 

hypothetical conceptual consent conditions 

7. Development of a monitoring programme that includes data capture of critical bottom 

in 2026 

8. ing a septicity modelling study for the long conveyance lines as recommended 

by MWH  

3

The decisions of this report are not significant but are part of a process to arrive at a decision 

icy: 

- The financial implications of the decision on the Council’s overall resources are 

substantial. 
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- 

community.  

Section 2.2 of the Council’s Significance a

 

- 

being 

.  

- 

$ . 

and annual from  

Once the 

confirmed, a revised  for 

consideration. 

through to implementation.  The project team believe there are strong and distinctly separate 

reasons to support an increase in the subsidy from the Ministry of Health, and an increase in the 

grant from the Bay of Plenty Regional Council. 

substantive arguments can be raised around public health benefit, environmental benefit, and 

socioeconomic conditions.   

the  

ponds to the Omeheu Canal

marine receiving environment, are significant. 

The aim of the project team is to deliver the preferred integrated option at a similar level of 

 a significant contribution from . 

5

ing ructure and resource 

consents is a solution that  those implemented by 

communities.  

delivery of the project.  Development of a business case using the Treasury better business case 

model is essential to any representation to Government for funding.   
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:

1.  the report   

2.  

the Bay of Plenty Regional Council 

 

R : Jeff Farrell Manager Strategic Projects 

First Approval:  General Manager Infrastructure 

Final Approval: Marty Grenfell  
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