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BRIEFING PAPER ON GE INITIATIVE

Background

The investigations on genetic engineering/ genetic modification {GE/GM) undertaken by
iocal authorities in North Auckiand/Northiand were prompted, in the first instance, by
wigesnread community concerns in Northiand over the release of geneticaily modified
oroanisms {GMOs) o the environment. These concerns have not abated and genelic
engineering remalins an issue that engenders much comment from the community, on-
qoing lobbying by communily groups, and large numbers of submissions on counch
sirategies and poiicy documents,

cor example, submissions on GE were the highest for any single issue during
consultation on the Whangarel District Council's (WDC) 2004 Long Term Counch
Community Plan {LTCCP). This has ied o the WDC adopting the following stance
towards GE in its LTCCP: Council will adopt & precautionary approach to the
management of bictechnology in general and to GMO land uses in particular. It wilf
continue to investigate ways to maintain the distric’s environment free of GMOs witil
outstanding issues such as liability, economic costs and benefits, environmental risks,
and cultural effects are resolved.

This is in tine with the position adopted by the Northland Regional Council (NRC) in its
LTCCP, which stated: The Regjonal Councii is a member of a Northland inter-councif
working group to discuss & common approach fo the management of GMOs n
Northland, Until this group has completed its work, the Council has decided to support
a precautionary approach. This means that there should be no further development and
feld-testing of transgenic organisms envisaged for agricufture, horticulture, and
forastry in Northland untii the risk potential nas been adequately identified and
evaluated and a strict liability regime put in place.

Similarly, the Kaipara District Council {KDC) adopted in June 2003 the following policy :
That Councii adopt the direction of a precautionary approach and limit the release of
genetically engincered organisms by District Plan Change, bylaw, requiring notification

r & combination of these, 1ts LTCCP reaffirmed support for a precautionary approach
as ane of the '‘Community Outcomes’ identified in the schedules of the Plan. A
precautionary approach tc GM was also icdentified In the LTCCP as a method for
delivering the vision of the future for the district.

Rodney District Council {RDC) to date has not adopted poiicies specific o GMO
activities although it noted in He summary of submissions on the LTCCP that: During
the next two years the Councif wiil formulate policy and plans on..... Environmental
health, such as genetic engineering, biosecurity and contaminated sftes. RDC has,
however, a GM related provision in its draft Trade Waste Bylaw 2004 which prohibits
discharges invelving GM material from facilites engaging in genetic modification. RDC
alsc promotes s district as “organic friendiy’.

The Far North District Council {FNDC) received 2 large number of submissions on the
District Plan concerning GE, most of them requesting that the district become & GM
Free zone. Genetic medification also featured strengly in submissions received on the
 TCOP. Most requested that no GMOs be released to the environment, that the district
hecome a GE Free zone, and/or that the FNDC be part of a wider regional exclusion
zone. The 2003/2006 FNDC Annual Plan includes the foliowing statement: ANDC
remains committed o exploring the options for controliing GE/GMOs at & local fevel in
collaboration with the iocal authorities north of Auckland.

In 2001, Waitakere City Councll {WCC) passed a resolution declaring the district 'GE
Free jn food and field” The Councit further resclved fo identify the most efiective ways




of advancing Councils aspirations for Waitakere City to be 'GE Free, without
compromising medical research or currently permiltted activities but discouraging in
avery way possible any form of fieid trials. The resolutions foilowed a range of petitions
and preseniations o the Coundll requesting that the district remaln GE Free.

Early Initiatives

Following on-going community concern over the issue of GE, as evidenced by numerous
submissions to the annual plan process over the period 2000 — 2005, the LICCP in
2004, and a 7,008 plus signaiure petition presented to Council in 200172802, the WDC
groanised @ Workshop on Genetic Enginearing at counci! premises on 31 Gctober 2003.
The workshop was attended by elected representatives and staff from all local
autherities in Northiend along with RDC, 2 Member of Parliament, representatives from
tangata whenueg, the Northland Conservation Beard, farming groups, business groups,
together with members of the public. A reporl by the Sustainability Coundil of New
Zealand {Local Government and GMOs: Issues for WDC; was presented and discussed
at the workshop, The findings of the report inciuded the following:

1. Under the existing iegislation, the release of GMCs to the environment may
create financial exposure for local government, including the WDC, and the
costs invoived could be substantial.

2. The economic benefits to the district and region from the commercial release of
GMOs appear {o be smail, whiist the risks could be extremely iarge.

3. There is considerabie uncertainty over the role of local authorities under the
Hazardous Subsitances and New Organisms {HSNO)} Act 1996, the Resource
Management Act 1991 {RMA)} and the Local Government Act 2002 {LGA).

Following the workshop, discussions took place at the WDC Environmental Services
Committee meseting on 20 November 2003 and z decision was reached to commission &
report from Simon Terry Associates and Dr Royden Somerville QC to explore two bread
policy initiatives to address those issues that were continuing to cause anxiety to both
the Northland community and their alected representatives, These were:

i. Did iocal authorities have jurisdiction under the RMA andfor LGA to regulate
iocal GMO land uses over ang above regulation imposed at a naticnal level by
the Environmental Risk Management Authority {ERMA) under the HSNC Act. If
s, what form could this reguiation take.

Could changes be made to the HSND Act to allow iocal authorities to protect
their interests, and the interesis of thelr communities, regarding the release of
GMOs inio the environment.

[

This report was 1o be commissioned and financed if possible on a colisborative basis
involving all Northiand lecal authorities along with RDC and Locel Government New
Zealand {LGNZ). Approaches were made to a2l organisations concerned and &l agread
t¢ jointly commission and fund the report and legal opinicn. The report and legal
opinion cost $25,00C with the WDC, FNDL, KDL, and RDC paying $5,000 each and the
NRC and LGNZ pavying 2,508 each.

First GE Report and Legal Opinlon

Tre report, based upon the Dr Somervilie QC iegal opinion, found that the HSNG Act
does not preciude management of activities involving GMCs in the envirgnment by local
authorities under the RMA or the LGA. In other words, lpcal authorities do have
jurisdiction to manage land uses involving GMOs in the environment under the RMA and
LGA over and above the regulation prescribed nationally under the HSNO Act.




This view on jurisdiction has not been chaillenged by the Crown Law Office opinions
sought by the Ministry for the Environment (MfE}, nor by statements by the Minister for
the Environment on behalf of Ceniral Government. All recognise that as the law stands
iocal authorities do have jurisdiction under the RMA and LGA o address community
concerns about GMO land uses. There are differing views, however, cn whether any
locat end/or regional reguiation under the RMA could be successfully supported by
section 32 analysis.

jaH)

The Report aiso argued that provisions in the District Plan wouid be the most
appropriate mechanism to regulate activities involving GMOs in the environment at
jocal or regional level, There are 2 range of approaches ¢ regulating such fand uses,
inclucing total prohibition, seiective prohibition, spatial management areas, or Case
specific regulation through scrutiny of discretionary or nop-complying activities. 7o
successfully impose such regulation & local authority wouid need to show through a
RMA section 32 {cost/benefit) analysis why this reguiation was necessary over and
above that prescribed nationaily under the HSNO Act. The report outlined a number of
reasons local authorities couid use to legitimise fccal or regional regulaticn. These
fnclude:

« The desire to set in place a liability regime that would reguire those releasing
GMOs to the environment to pay compensation or provide a bond in case of
future harm caused by an ERMA approved release together with proof of
financia! fitness o pay such compensation;

s Local economic effects, particularly effects on existing land users and marketing
advantages in the district or region;

» Ethical-culturai effects on local Maori and other groups or individuals in the
district or regiona! community.

In regard to the LGA, the report found that the LTCCP formulated under the LGA couic
be legitimately used to set a policy direction and a precautionary approach to managing
activities involving GMOs in the envircnment. However, the use of bylaws under the
£ GA requlating such land uses would have difficulty surviving legal challenge.

The report also found that amendment of the HSNO Act to allow territorial and ragional
autharities to set local and/or regional contrels over and above those set nationally by
ZRMA wouid provide a more direct means to achieving the desived outcomes sought by
& community in regard to GMO fand uses in is district or region. Such amendments
couid provide for:

» The ability of local authorities to issue poiicy statements on GMO land uses
under an amended HSNO Act such that ERMA wouid be required to
accommodate these pelicy statements in its decisions.

» The option to examine individual appiications in tandem with ERMA assessments
and, if required, to set stricter controls to apply within the local authority
boundaries.

However, it is unlikely that the present government wili initiate such amendments to
the HSNO Act. During submissions on the New Organisms and Other Matters (NOOM)
i, LGNZ and a large number of local authorities jobbied for such amendments or, at
the least, an amendment of the HSNO Act to clarify local government’s role In the
management of GMO activities in the environment. Centrat government chose to ignore
those requesis.

In addition, the FNDC askad the MIE in conjunction with the Crown Law Office o ciarify the
legal position on lizbility to both councils and constituents from an ERMA approved release,
including damage to individual trading activities, damage to the environment and damage ©
human heaith, MfE chose only to ask the Crown Lew Office about damage to the environment




{noct economic loss nor demage to human heaith} and they chese not to address harm t©
constituents - enly councils. They aisc locked only at legal Hability and not financial liabiiity.
All these other aspects remain unrescived,

he Report concluded with 2 number of recommendations foremost of wi
e W@ £5 Hzise with other local authorities north of Aucdidand to discuss the possibility
r’zon approach o menaging activities involving GMCs in the envirenment at a
: r regional ievel under the RMA and LGA. Setlting up a regional working part
on gene*-i:zc engineering was suggesied as a useful way forward.
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The rationaie for the collaborative approach was two-fold, Firstly, to [ower costs, both
for further research and for fulure District Plan ‘.harges if that was the course of action
agreed fo. Secondly, to ensure regulation by local authorities under the RMA and LGA
was effective {and indeed even possibie} it would be best coordinated and impiemented
on & regional basis. individual disirict or city councils would face enormous difficulties
reguiating uniiaterally. In fact, the difficuities in implementing, administrating anc
enforcing such regulation would most iikely be insurmountable for individuai territorial
authorities,

Cn 2 regional basis, however, there is a possibility of setting in place some form of
management sysiem under the RMA and LGA if that system is agreed to by ali local
authorities in the region. For example, because of its unique geography, Northland is
especially well piaced to underiake such a regional approach. Should all territorial
authorities north of the Auckland urban centre agree upon a comman regulatory system
it is possible that this could be successfully implemented, administered and enforced.

The report (Community Management of GMOs. Issaes, Options and Partnership with
Government) was presented {o the WDC meeting on 5 May 2004 and, following robust
debate, Council passed a resolution "7hat the WDC Haise with other Northiand counclis
to discuss a common approach fo future action (if any) on the management of fand
uses involving GMOs in the environment and that this liaison be carried out either by
staff members or through a working group consisting of staff and councifior(s}”.

Qther counciis in the Northiand/North Auckiand region, including FNDC, KBC, RDC,
WCC and NRC passed similar resoiutions commitiing i¢ investigating a common regional
approach fo any fuiure management of GMO land uses.

Inter-Councit Working Party on GE

Subsecuently, on 25 June 2004, a meeting of staff represeniatives from WDC, KDC,
DC, FNDC, WCC, and NRC convened o discuss wavs of progressing this issue {at this
stage not alf councils had elecied representatives nominated for participation in the
WOTKIing group). AL the meeting 2 process was egreed upon to advance the project,
aiong with timeframes and costings.

The first stage was the production of a Risk Evaiuation and Options Report, which
would progress the project to the point where individual councils could select &
particular option for addressing communiiy concerns over release of GMQOs into the
environment. A rough costing for this stage was estimated to be $5C,000 to be shared
by a2l participating counciis {Le. approximately $10,000 each).

The focus of the study was {0 examine i grealer depih the risks io iocel government
and thelr communities in Northiand posed by GMO releases o the environment. in
brief, the report was to identify specific sources of risk for lecal government, including
environmantal risks from releasing GMOs into the environment such as horizontal gene
rransfer, soil contamination, contamination of indigenous ficra and fauna, interference
with ecclogical procassas and [ife supporiing functions of ecosystems; economic risks to




existing businesses through contamination by GMOs and loss of markets due to such
contamination {or perception of) and loss of clean green image generally; ethicai-
cuitural risks to Maori and other groups/individuals who have ethical-cultural objections
0 genetic engineering; and financial risks in the form of Hability ancd compensation for
damage caused by GMOs in the environment such as GM contamination of non-GM
sroduce, GM seoll contamination, environmental damage generally including nossible

unforaseen ‘catastrophic’ damage.

Following the analysis of risks, opticns to address those risks would be examined.
These wotld include all the various mechanisms available under the RMA, ranging from
doing nothing to total prohibition and those in between such as scrutiny of individual
GMO land uses through the consenting process. The intent was to advance research to
the point where decision makers in council could select, in principle, a favoured
response option to the risks arising from the cutdcor use of GMOs.

The next stage (if & ware to proceed) would tend to require agreement by ali or most
counciis on a common approach. (There may be options that would be attractive for
individua! councils to pursue in the absence of a common approach, but the Working
Group is strongly targeting 2 common approach in the first instance.) If an agreed
option was decided upon that involved regulation under the RMA, further work would
be required to draw up the necessary District Pian change anc complete the supporting
section 32 analysis. This stage would aiso most iikely cost in the vicinity of $50,300 {a
further $10,000 each council or an amount determined under a United Nations funding
approach).

At the end of this second stage, each territorial authority would have a complete pian
change and a section 32 report supporting such a plan change. On the other hand, if
agreement was not reached by the participating councils at the end of stage 1, or the
councils agreed not proceed on the issue, the second stage of the project would not be
necessary and no costs would be incurred. In effect, the joint initiative would come to
an end.

Specialist expertise was expected ic be required with respect to research inte: legal
issues, planning issues, Hability issues, econcmic issues and regulatory arrangements
governing GMOs. There was 2 consensus that in the absence of objections to the work
of Simon Terry Associates (STA} as evidenced in the previcus report and any of its
content, i.e. evidence of inaccuracies, bias, etc. it was prudent at this stage, given Its
eariier invoivement, to obtain input from STA as o developing the brief for future work.

A proposal was formulated and, along with & process for advancing the project, was
included in participating council’s agenda items during August and September 2004, An
agenda item was presenied to the 4 August 2004 WDC meeting. The foilowing
resolution was passed:

1. That the WDC agrees io the appreach for advancing investigations inlo the
management of GMOs in the environment as outlined in attachment I of s
agends ftem.

That the WDC agress tu contribute $10,000 fo jointly fund (along with FNDC

KDC, RDC, WCC, and NRC) & Risk Evaluation and Options Report as ouilined in

aftachment 2 of the agenda.

3. That the WDC acis as the coordinating agency in commissioning the above
report. That is, the WOC wiii coordinate the commissioning of the report, collect
coniributions from particioating councils and ensure payment to the authors of
the repoit.

4, That the WD nominates one councifior (Cr Lieffering) to sit on the Joint
Steering Group and take part in discussions of the Joint Working Party on GMC
Management.

N




Al participating councils, except for the NRC, passed similar resoiutions {o jointly fund
the Risk Evaivaetion and Coilons Report, Whilst the NRC supported the commissioning of
the Report, it did not contribute financially because at that time the councit was
attempting to arrange e similar initiative amongst regional authorities. This intiative
has since come to 2 hat,

Second GE Report and Legal Opinion

A consortium, consisting of Mitcheil Parinershins and Simon Terry Associates, tegether
with Dr Rovden Somerville QC, were provided with a brief and were commissioned to
produce the Risks Evaiuation and Cptions Report and accompanying legal anaiysis. On
8 Aprii 2005 a draft of the Risks and Options Report was presented and discussed at @
meeling of the staff representatives on the Joint Working Party on GE. The content of
the Repor: was reviewed and comments and recommended changes noted. Discussiens
alsc took piace on the need for an independent review of the Report. It wes agreed
that an independent review wouid be sought.

Subsequently, changes were made o the Risks and Options Report and the
independent review was commissioned and compieted. The finalised Report, legai
opinion and independent review were then distributed to the members of the Working
Party along with a briefing paper. A date was then arranged for a meeting of the fuil
Inter-Council Working Party on GE, including elected representatives. Because of the
complexity of the issues covered in the Risks and Options Report, Simon Terry of STA
{one of the authors of the Report) was invited to the meeting of the Working Party to
give 3 presentation on the findings of the Report and to answer any questions and
ciarify any uncertainties that may arise.

The meeting of the full Inter-Council Working Party cn GE took place at Forum North,
Whangare! District Council on 9 September 2005. Attendees inciuded: Cr Richard
Alspach (XDC), Cr Sheryl Mai (WDC), Cr Grahame Powell (RDC), Cr Sue Sheppard
{FNDC), Cr Tan Waiker {(NRC), Kerry Grundy {Team Leader Monitoring, WDC), Glen
Mortimer {Policy and Planning Manager, NRC), Brendon Nea! {Policy and Planning
Manager, KDC), Alison Newell {Environmental Policy Manager, FNDC), Max Smitheram
{Senior Policy Advisor, RDC}, and Simon Terry (Simon Terry Assoclates). Kerry Grundy
chaired the Meeling.

The {oliowing resociutions were acopted ati the meeting:

1. That the Working Party on GE receives the report Community Management of GMOs
IIr Risks and Response Options; the legal opinion of Dr Royden Somerville QT; and
the independent review of the Risks and Options Report by Karen Cronin.

That the Working Party on GE receives Simon Terry's presentation.

3. That the Working Party on GE thanks the WDC for its coordination and
administration of the Inter-Council Working Party on GE and the commissicning of
the Report, legal opinion and independent review.

4, That the outcomes of this meeting be jointly reported to the participaling counciis
at thelr November 2005 meeiings.

(L%

5. That & consisteni coverng brief be presented to each council {or commitiee
thereof) along with the Risks and Options Report, legal opinion and independent
review. That this brief forms the basis of agenda items that can be added to by
staff of individual counclis if deemed necessary.

&, That this covering brief {and accompanying agenda #ems) ask the respective

councils participating In the Working Party on GE io make a number of
determinations, these heing:




(i3 Whether the council wishes fo take 2 proactive stance and
continue with the ipitiative on GE. In effect, does counci
coneider the risks cutlined in the Risks and Options Report
sufficient to warrant further action on this issue.

iy ¥ so, whether the councih wishes to continue on a2

collzhorative basis, iLe. involving ail or most of the local
authorities on  the HNorthland peninsula, or unilaterally,
{Councils may wish tc continue only on a coliaborative basis
and any further action could be made sublect to this
aualification}.

(HD If 2 joint approach is agreed upon, whether the councit shouid
foliow the recommendations in the Risks and Options Report
and initiate a consultation programme with its community 1o
determine what fevel of support exists for the various options
in the Report. That this consultation programme, If initiated,

e coordinated by the Working Party on GE and be consistent
across the Northiand peninsuia.

{iv} Whether the council needs to make a budgetary commitment
to the consultation programme (subject tc an agreed upon
consultation process).

Staff were directed to provide an outline of @ possible consultation programme aiong
with costings. The following outiine is only preliminary and the costings indicative.
Should there be agreement among councits on the Working Party on GE to proceed with
community consultation, @ more detailed programme would need to be formuiated
together with more robust costings. However, the outiine below should enable councils
to make a decision in principle on whether to proceed in this direction,

Consultation Programme

The aim of the consultation programme would be to gauge the level of community
support for the management of GMO land uses by local autherities through provisiens
in the District Plan at a local and/or regional level in conjunction with reguiation by
ERMA under the HSNO Act at 2 national level. Additionally, If community support was
shown o exist for focai andfor regional management of GMO land uses through
provisicns in the District Plan, then what form should that maragement take? In other
words, which of the options put forward in the Risks and Options Report is favoured to
be instigated through a District Plan change?

The community consuitation programme could consist of two approaches. Firstly, a
regional telephone survey couid be conducted, the results of which could be analysed
at both a regional ievel and alse disaggregated enabiing analysis at a district/city level.
In this way the Working Party on GE wouid be able to gauge the levei of support for
iocal government managemeni of GMC land uses over the whole of the Northland
peninsula and aise within each individual district or city ceuncil boundaries.

This would reguire a sample size of between 300-400 peopie for each district/city
council, and thus a tofal sample size for all the Northiand peninsuia of betwesen 1,500 ~
2,000, This would anazble statistically valid analyses of the resulting date ang
meaningful conciusions to be made on the leve! of community support that existed for
the various propesals. Such a2 poll carried out by a reputable market research company
{e.g. DigiPoli or Coimar Brunton) would cost in the vicinity of $25,000 in total. Thus,
the cost wouid be around $5,300 par council if alf five territorial authorities in the




Working Party on GE agreed to fund it This cost would lower slightiy If the NRC
coniributed funds to the initiative,

Secondly, 2 public netification/submission consuitative programme couid be underiaien
sy each district/city council. This could be structured to permit analyses at both
regional and disirict/city levels. The aim of this procedure would be fo aliow inferested
narties, both major stakeholders (such as farmer groups, GE Free Northiand, business
interests, DoC, and other environmental and communily grouns) and mempers of the
public, together with tangata whenua groups, to present thelr particular viewpoints on
the preposals.

This approach would reguire publicising the project in local papers and at coundil
offices, libraries, and other community locations and having available for cistribution to
interested parties documentation on the GE initiative as & whole, and the Risks and
Options Report in particular. Submissions would be called for and these submissicns
analysed to gain the views of different groups within the community. It is envisagec
that this consultative procedure could be conducted in-house, by the individual
narticipating councils in the Working Party. The cost of this process is estimated to be
in the region of $5,000 - $10,000 per council excluding staff costs.

The two approaches would thus cempliment each other. The telephone poil wouid
gauge the level of support in the general community for local/regional management of
GMO 'and uses. It would not favour, or be subject to capture by, any particuiar interest
group but rather would garner response from the overall community or general public
(i.e. the ‘silent majority”). Telephone poiling is structured to obtain a random sample of
respondents and thus a response representative of the general public or the community
at large.

The notification/submission process, on ife other hand, would specifically aliow for
interest groups (pro-GE, anti-GE and neutrai) fo express their particular views on the
oroposals. These groups, representing farmer iobby groups (both conventionai anc
srganic), the biotechnology industry, business groups, environmental anc community
grouns, GE Free Northland, DoC, and Maori groups, can be argued to have an interest
in the issue perhaps greater than the general public and thus warrant specific targeting
for comment. This, of course, wouid not exclude individuai members of the public
making submissions, nor having those submissions included In subseguent anaiyses.

This two-prenged approach, it is feit, would result in a robust and defensibie
orogramme of pubiic consultation that wouid be valuable for beth gauging community
support for local/regicnal management of GMO land uses and for supporting any
subsequent plan change should one occur as a resuit of the community consultation.
Also, st & total cost of between $10,000 - 815,000 per council it would be a cost
offective project and represent good value for money given that the consultation
srogramme would produce resuits for the whole of the Northiand peninsula whilst at
ihe same time be abie to be disaggregated at a district/city level. Aiso, should a District
Plan change eventuate, the results of the consultation programme wouid make a
substantiat contribution io the recuired section 32 analysis.

Conciusions

The collaborative approach underieken by local authorities In the Northiand seninsula
has been a cautious vet responsible way to proceed with this highly contentious issue.
if i an excellent sxampie of loca! government working together to address commoen
concerns raised by their respective communities. It has received much favouradle
romment from the iocal and regional community and is being viewed by the rest of
New Zealand with much interest and some anticipation. in other words, our efforts are
viewed 2s innovative and progressive by our communities and coundlis elsewhere,




I has aiso been & fiscally responsibie approach o adopt. By sharing the costs of
research and possible regulation amongst &l local authboriies in the North
Auckiand/Northiand region, the cost io individual councils and to ratepayers has been
mirimised. To date, the entire process has cost each individual council arcund §15,00C,

This has produced excelient vaiue for money, Including two major ground-breaking

reports together with associated legal opinions from one of New Zealand's top resource
management lawvers. Sheuid coundils on the Wo king Party on GE agree o undertake
a communily consultation programme 1o gauge support for local/regional management
of GMO land uses this is likely t¢ cost each council a further $10,800.

However, It should be kept in mind, that should these Investigations lead to & District
Pian change o allow the regulation of GMO land uses, the twe reports, the associated
‘egal opinions, and the results of the community consultation programme will constitute
a major portion of the section 32 anaiysis that is required to support a plan change. In
other words, there should be no further major expenses in formulating an adeguate
section 32 analysis. The remaining cost weuld be in drawing up the pian change itself.

At the end of the day, shouid there he nc agreement upon adopting a common
regulatory regime for GMO land uses this money is stiil meney well spent. The councils
involved can say to their respective communities that they have fully investigated the
issue of GMO land uses in their districts and region and that they have adopted a
position {(whatever that may be) based upon sound research, full information,
responsibie procedures, and a coilaborative approach with their neighbours.
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I have taken the ime io carefully consider the foliowing information provided by
Glenn Mortimer.

=  Simon Terry Associates
“Community Management of GMOs i Risk and Response Options™

» Karen Cronin :
“Review of GE Issues and Options for Whangarei District Councll”

1 wiit try to keep my comments brief.

1. ! do not beiieve that it has been demonsirated that there is “evidenced

' significant concern with respect to GMO activities™. As far as | am aware, &
lobby group have actively advocated that GMOs should be locally controlled
by the Councils. The Councils have been responding to their concemns. {am
not aware of any community survey that has defermined the actual level of
community congem.

2. The Simen Terry Analysis does not adequately address:

= The need for Councils fo implement confrols. Recentlv the Greans were
asked:

“This time GM is not the big issue but you would still cppose is relsase
into the environment. How far would vou take that opposition, to the
exient of withdrawing confidence and supply?”

Their response is inferesting:

“There iz no imminent risk of GM relesse becsuse there are no
appiicalions sven in the pipeline and no-one that's known fo be waniing fo
be putting anything in, so # seems unfikely that that is going fo coms up in
the next few years, If it does, the Greens will put everything info cpgosing
the release of GMO info our environment.”

There s no demonsirated need for Counclls to bring forward confrols 2t
this point in ¥me. To pul it simply, confrols at the loce! level are not

ragulired.
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3 The Terry report rightly notes that & Section 32 anzlyses would have {0 be
underiaken.

4, The Cronin pesr review clearly recommends that before any move is made,
there needs o ba more analysism {more mensy to be spent).

Given the poleniial costs that Councils face and the lack of & demonstrated need, |
do not betieve that it would be prudent to move forward at this point in time.

The Terry report does however identify some possible deficiencies in the National
Regulatory Regime. These shouid be taken up with ERMA.

Kindest regards

Mark C Famnsworth/
Chairman '

Copies t¢:  Cr Peter Jensen .
Chief Executive Cfficar
Marager Planning and Policy

EAADMINISTRATIOMNCHAIRMAN 2CORLETTERSWALKER G340 1508 00T




DRAFT STATEMENT OF INTENT
GENETICALLY MODIFIED ORGANISMS

Waitakere has been the Eco City for twelve years and now the vision is, that in the
near future, Waitakere will be known internaticnaily as a susiainabie city that

e {eiebrates and suslains iis peopie

s  Has a sirong sustainable economic base
e  Honours iis environmenti; and

+« Buiids on its culiures and heritage.

Within the vision for the City, as staled in the Long Term Councit Community Plan
2006-2016, are the concepis that;

“We are home to lots of innovative economic activities, providing local, qualily work
and development opportunities for our people.  Environmentally responsible
businesses are supported and successful.”

And further:

“Peopie are able and willing to be part of city issues, and feel that they can make a
difference. There are high levels of community involvement, people respect each
other’s views and are proud to suppoit the Treaty of Waitangi.”

One of the nine strategic piatforms of Council is for 2 Strong innovative Economy.
This platform is about promoting locai enterprise, jobs and economic growth in high
guality town centres designed for the task. [t includes promoting research and
deveiopment; identification of and development of business ciusters (organics, film
efc.); working with businesses to improve the environment; increasing the city's
profile as a good place o do business; working with other councils (o develop the
regional economy; maintaining our environmenta!l advantages; and providing the
basis for sustainable economic growth.

On initial prompting from representatives of the newly emerging organics business
clusier in both Waitakere City and Rodney District, Waitakere City Council deciared
the city GE-Free in field and food in November 2001 (2635/2001). Tne City has
confined its reservations regarding genetic engineering to the use of GM progucts in
food and the use of GM plents and animals in the envirenment (agriculture and
horticuliure).

With the lifting of the moraforium on the release of genetically modified crganisms
since 2002, the concern for the organics industry is not only maintaining ihseir organic
certification but also ic be able o ensure fhey can previde their customers with
orogucts that are alsc GM-free.

Waitakere City Council will exercise iis righis under Section 53 (4} of the Hazardous
Substances and New Organisms Act 1896, and require to be nolified of any
applications for the reiease {in the fieid) of genetically modified organisms thal may
affact Wallakere City. in pariicular, the Counc will be cencerned with growing of any
crops that mav have an adverse snvironmental or economic effect on the organics
industry, or on the environmental advantage that Waitakere City currently enjoys.
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Harry O'Rourks
CEC
Waiiakere City Councl

Private Bag 83 109 wm o, A PRI FLOET et

Henderson
WAITAKERE CiTY

Dear Harry

AUCKLAND REGIONAL PHYSICAL ACTIVITY AND SPORTS STRATEGY - STRATEGIC
PARTNERS GROUP —~ REQUEST FOR REPRESENTATIVE

Following the request from the Auckiancd Regional Physical Activity and Sports Trust
{ARPAST), | am pleased to advise that Manukau City Council has endorsed Ceiin Dale o the
role of sponsor. The next step associated with the strategy implementation process (see
atiachment) is the formation of a Stratagic Partners Group® {SPG). This Group will consist of

o Elected mamber represeniatives (Councillors) from the Territorial Local Authorities;
» The Chief Executive Officars {or nominee) of the Regional Sports Trusy

¢ The Chief Exacutive Officers {or nomines) of Sport and Recreation New Zealand and
the Ministry of Haaith {regional lavei}.

Therefore on behaif of Colin, | now call for nominations fo this SPG. | ask vou o consider the
nomination of vour represeniative fo this exciting proiect and that an alternate be named as
well, # would be ideal if your represaniative had some knowledgs of either the Sport o
Recrsation indusiry and be able o atlend a gquarisriy meeting of up 1o 3 hours duration.

As part of informing your repraseniative as to the activilies of this Group, please also bs
advisad that the firsi mesiing will bs hald:

Dats Wadnasday 23 November 2008

Time 12.30pm-2.00pm
Yenue Eden Park, Gale B
Raimers Avenue, Kingsland

Auckiang
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Plagse REVE io Carcline Henty at Sport Auckland on telephone (08) 818 4721 by
11 November 2005. If you require further information regarding the Strategic Partners Groun,
than please oconiast Sam Noon on felephone (08 262-8200 eoxtension 8684 o
Simon Patersen tslephons (08} 815 4710,

| iook forward o the atiendancs of your nominaied representative st the meeling on the
23 Novamber 2005.

Yours sinceraly

¢ e .

. (2N \,“ ,\\ N

Laigh Aulon
CED DESIGNATE

Encl.

cc  ian Murray, Rodney District Council
igvinia Jacobsen, Counties Manukau Sport
Louis Ratiray, Waitakere City Council
Sam Noon, Manukau City Council
Joy Hames, Papaiura Disirict Counci
Sus Dennehy, North Shore City Souncif
Debbie Curgenvgn, SFARC
Kerri Grawford, Frankiin District Councl
Richard Hulchenson, Auckliand City Counci
Jane Alckin, ARC
Sarah Dunning, Sport North Harbowr
Lynatte Adams, Sport Waltakere
Simon Peisrson, Sport Auskiand

Direct gl {08) 282 52358
Direct Facsimila: {38} 262 8854
Edait Addrass: lauton@manukau goving

Reforance! SAMIL-CFG sPifciRincGrp Dot
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vokiand Regional Physica: Activity anc Epurts Stratngy Sbructyrs

Siratagic dirgction

Siretegic Panners Group

2 Loort Authoridas 1 EPARC
4 Regional Spory Tresis 4 Hoaih

1 Education

Lo

Sovernance !

Mew Trust Boeard
4 RST chalrs

3 mombers invited with the aporoval of the Sirategic
Partners Sroun

AN
Implemantation

Strategy Director

Stratsgic Pariners Greoupg Function

Provide strategic guidancs for the implemeniation componert of the Stralegy
Provide the siralegy dirsctor with a link fo appropriats resources of the founding pariners

Provide advice o the Board members of the ARPAS Trusi relating o the implementation
nroiects of the strategy

Fnsure communication with their TLA / R8T / Minlstry of Health {MOH) on the 'sialus’ of
the stralegy

Ensure ongoing communication o thelr existing slekehoider groups for effective reporting
and slignmant

Sponsor the SPG mestings (through one of the TLA's} and will call guarterly mestings for
the Sirgisgic Pariners Group {via the Strategy Dirsclor}

Provids sirategic dirsclion, overall governance, & link back o founding slaksholdsers and
ansure colisboration gt the highest level

Decisicns will be mads on 2 consensus modsel  Should consensusg not be reached,
gecisions will be made on & maiorily vola.
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SUPPLEMENT TO A MEETING OF THE FINANCE AND OPERATIONAL PERFORMANCE

COMMITTEE TO BE HELD IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, 6 WAIPAREIRA AVENUE,
LINCOLN, WAITAKERE CITY, ON MONDAY, 7 NOVEMBER 2305,
COMMENCING AT 9.30 AM

57

USE OF ADDITIONAL SURPLUS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 30 JUNE 2005

PURPQGSE OF THE REPORY

The purpose of this report is to present oplions to the Finance and Operaticnal
Performance Committee for the use of the additional year end surplus of $1.73 miliion.

BACKGROUND

The Committee, at its meeting heid on 10 October 2005, received the draft Annual Report
2004/2005 and recommended 1o the Ccunct that it be approved. At that time i was
reported that there was an additional year end surpius of approximately $2 million. Tnat
amount was a preliminary estimate and now that the Annual Report has been completed,
the actual additional surplus is $1.73 million. The Committee requested that a report on
possible uses of the surplus be referred to the November meeting of the Committee.
Discussion by the Committee included additional funding for town centres maintenance,
youth events, and the allocation of funds to the forthcoming Long Term Council
Community Plan 2006/2016.

ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION FOR THE USE OF THE ADDITIONAL SURPLUS FOR
THE YEAR ENDED 30 JUNE 2005

A number of areas for additional expenditure in the 2005/2006 year are proposed in this
report. Staff will be in attendance o answer questions from the Committee. The
Committee may wish to recommend those items identified for Council censideration and
add further items. Any unailocated surpius can be used to either repay debt or be used io
offset the rate requirement in 2006/2007. The surplus amount avaiiable is $1.73 million.

The foliowing items are brought tc the Committee’s attention for funding in the 2005/2008
year, Commentary on each item is provided within this report:

Lecgal Conlingency 500,000
Pandemic Influsnza Planning and Contngency 100,000
Oid New Lynn Holel 50,000
{ opdel House Sociely additional grant 8G,0C0
New Lynn Undergroundg 300,000
Town Cendres Maintenance 206,086
Faciliies Manger {New Civic Cenlre; 50,006
Titirang! Music Festival 5,00C
Frash ic Fashion 30,000
Compmunity Assistance Fund 18,000
CGround Sisbilily Renewais {siips] 34,000
Utility Box Project 28,088
Urban Ex CG Youth Event 36,000

choot Travel Plans 77.000
Growih and Transport infegration Programme 100,000

Waitakere Ranges and Foothills Protection Proiect  50.000

Total $1,650,000
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Legal Contingency

As previously advised, the Councll has had three mgjor court proceedings issued against
it in the beginning of the 2005/2008 financial vear. There are two proceedings relating 1o
tha validity of the Waste Bylaw and a set of proceedings at this stage comprising two
(with more o come) cigims seeking the return of the Harbeurview land under the Pubiic
Works Acl.

¥While Counci! budgets for legal contingency and significant legal costs in respect of its
regulatory aciivities in each year, these budgets will not be sufficient tc withsiand one, let
aicne three, significant High Court proceedings. [t is therefore recommended that
$500,000 of the avallable surplus be ailocated in the 2005/2006 financial year {o cover
contingent cosis relaiing to these proceedings. It is further advised that an additional
budget provision may be required in the 2008/2007 year in respect of these proceedings.
However, any budget thai is not spent from that proposed fo be allocated in the
2005/2008 year would be abie o be carried forward.

Pandemic Influenza Planning and Contingency

Councillors wili be aware of the significant recent media and public attention given to
cases of Avian Infiuenza and the related potential for an Influenza Pandemic. Such a
pandemic would have the potential for high infection and mortality rates, and significant
societal disruption. This would iikely include impacts on the workforce and on some
services and acfivities peopie currently take for granted. A full report and workshop on
the threat from an influenza pandemic is being arranged for Counciiors and will iake
place in either late November or early December 2035.

Plarning and preparation work for an influenza pandemic has been taking place at
national, regional and iocal ievels. While this work is being led by the Health sector, the
Government has initiaied a multi-sector, muiti-agency approach across 11 different
workstreams. Loca! Government is involved in this approach both in the infrasiructure
workstream, as a provider of essential services, and in the Community\Welfare
workstream in its Civii Defence Emergency Management capacity.

In this context, Councii has iwo key areas of focus: firstly, keeping essential services such
as water supply, sewerage and transport networks operating, potentially in the face of
major work force disruption; and secondly, dealing with emergency management and
community and welfare impacis from any pandemic outbreak. This second area might
include operaiing or supporiing a Civil Defence Emergency Management headquarters
and response, disposing of large numbers of dead through the Cemetery and
Crematorium, and operating welfare faciliies and services, potentially inciuding
augmentation/support of heaith rescurces.

Planning work on these issuss is underway. Business continuity plans are being
raviewed, new contingency planning developed, and Civil Defence preparations
underiaken. However, this work is largely not budgeted in the Annual Pian, as the theat
emerged subseguent io the Annual Plan process. Expendiure that is likely fo be reguired
in this area inciudes:

¢ Purchase of safety sguipment and supplies for essential employees {(inciuding masks,
nrotective clothing and equipment, protective drugs (If available), emergency raticns);

» Planning and resource consent costs for mass grave sites and the expanded
operation of the Crematorium {preliminary work has commencsd),

s Actual consiruciion of @ mass grave site (if required};
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s Provision of additionai support for essential personnel and contractors i enable
operation of key services (e.g. securily at key instaliationsifaciities, gquarantined
accommodation),

e Other Hems of necessary expendiiure that may emerge as planning progresses.

in order to have funding available o mest these costs, it is proposed that $100,000 of the
additiona] surplus be aliccated tc z Pandemic Influenza Planning and Contingency
Budget, 1o be nheld in the Emergency Management area of the Council.

Oid New Lynn Hote!

For 2 number of vears the Council has been in negotiation fo purchase the Oid New Lynn
Hotel. Acquisition is stili subject to the final deliberation of the Environment Court,
however, the Councii has harded over an iitial component of the purchase price. The
croperty has been iong derelict, especially after fire damage in 199¢, and a programme of
restoration needs {o be organised.

An amount of $50,000 is sought to make the property presentabie, assist in some of the
health and safety aspects of ownership, and commence a structural survey, project
development pian and a conservation plan.

Until the structural and conservation reports are compieted, it is not knoewn how much this
building will cost to repair.

Lopdell House Society Additional Grant

The Commitiee, at its last meeting held on 10 October 2005, considered in the
confidential section of the agenda a matter reiating to rent arrears. Additional grant
funding to the Society was discussed and an amount of $80,000 was recommended 0
Council for approvai. The source of funds was to be considered as part of the use of the
additionai year end surpius.

New Lynn Underground

The requirement on Council to engage with the regional transport agencies as well as
Central Government, other Counciis and ai of their consultants, has indicated a much
larger scope of work over the 2005/2006 financial year than previously anticipatec.

i is now clear that unless Waitakere City can articuiate its vision for New Lynn and the
rail development in terms of each of the stakeholder parties’ respective objectives, and
orovide ongoing detailed fechnical, strategic and political input to the project, an
underground station has little chance of success. For example, Counci staff have led the
traffic modelling process for the New Lynn component of the project to date. This has
meant a high level of engagement with the detatied design assumptions in relation o that
maodel that otherwise wouid not have been achigved.

The Auckland Regional Transport Authority (ARTA) has indicated the next key milesione
will be in March/Aprii 2008, when the decision for g preferred station cplion is planned.
This means that the nexd five months will be crucial In participating in the process ©
influence that suicome, and that is likely to require additionat resource.

There will be some exiernal assistance required ‘o cover arsas of importance fo
Naitakere City that may not be viswed as a priority to Auckiand Regional Transpon
Authority or cothers. For example, 30 modeliing o demonstrate the effect of station
configuration on perceived safely and access, a social and sconomic impacts report, and
direct community consuitation and communication.
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Because the scaie and nature of the reguired work is not kKnown at this point, it is
recommended that funding of $300,00C be allocated as a “contingency fund”, where 8
business casa i3 provided {o the Chief Executive Officer for each project component as
requirec.

Town Centres Mainisnanse

The Committee requesied ihat Town Centres Maintenance be considered for further
funding n the 2005/2008 vear. Al the Tenders Subcommitiee meeting heid on 14
October 2005, the coniract for Town Centres and Toilels - Response and Reneswal was
awarded. The Tenders Subcommitiee has approved the scope of the contract to inciude
further works subject © additional funding. An amount of $200,000 is considered
adequate to provided enhanced response capabilily.

Facilities Manager (New Civic Centre}

An amount of $50,000 is sought to enable the early appointment of a Facilities Manager
at the new Civic Centre. This amount will cover recruitment cost and 6 months salary.
The appointment will ensure the smooth operation of the new Civic Centre when it opens
and avoid any issues arising from utilising the new technology.

Titirangi Music Festival

This festival was supported by Council in the 2004/2005 Annual Pian by a grant of
$5,000. A further sum of $135,000 has been included in the 2005/2006 Annual pian o
support the delivery of the festival for 2006.

The festival was held in Aprii this year in Titirangi and produced approximately 40
separate performances and workshops over a week-long period. The Living Works Trust
was formed specifically for this purpose. The event atfracted a wide audience from
Waitakere City and the reglon and was regarded as a critical success. The inaugural
event incurred a deficit of $4,275 as a result of the ambitious scale of the festival and the
number of programmed evenis. Despite good overall management of the project and
good ticket sales, the deficii occurred. A further grant to off-set the current deficit wouid
aliow the Trust to go forwarc unencumbered.

Trash to Fashion

The Trash o Fashion® Awards has become a fiagship event for Wailakere City. This is
the 10% year of delivery of this event, which has grown ¢ have regional and national
orofile.

The originators of the concept, Keep Waitakere Beautiful, are co-presenters and the
‘silent partners’ o the project.  They appiy annuailly to the Poriage and Waitakere
Licensing Trusts and meet budget requirements from this major grant. in 2004 the Trusls
increased their grant fo $80,000 and fook naming righis to the event.

This prciect combines art, performance and fashion aiong with an environmenial
message. it engages communities from across all demographics and has & very strong
involvement with schools and, iatterly, school curricula.

The Counci! allocates 880,000 from the Annusal Plan and cther revenus is sourced fom
sponserships and {icke! saies.
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In 2004 the event was relocated to the Trusts Stadium. This raised the profile and quality
of the project but increased the costs of the production substantially due to the scale of
the production elements required o mount the performances. This, along with lower than
predicted ticket! sales, resulted in 2 loss of approximately $30,00C. Given that the venue
was, at this siage, largely unknown fo the aveni-going audience and the timing of the
oreduction was confined by the Siadium to early December, 2004 can be regarded as a
‘loss leader’ o some degres.

This vear Keep Waitakere Beauiful applied to the Trusts for an increase of $30.00C to
$30,000 on the basis that furiher cost increases were expecied after the experience of
mounting the production in the new venue. This application was declined, but
continuation of the $60,000 grant was approved. A recent application o the Trusis
reconsider this decision has been declined.

Despite an increase in private secior sponsorship, it has now become apparent that there
is stilf a budget shortfall of $30,000 for the 2008 project. The budget has been rigorously
analysed to reduce spending, but no further cuts can be made without significantly
reducing the deiivery of the event. To do this will risk losing a regional and local audience
which regards Trash {o Fashion as a City flagship event.

This event is now committed to delivery in the Trusts Stadium. There is no other venue
which can safely hold the cast and audience numbers involved. The venue has also
contributed to lifting the profile of the event to a very professional standard.

Costs have increased across the board for this year’s production. This is fargely due tc a
more realistic basis for guotes from all production contractors after the 2004 experience.
The hire of the Stadium has iikewise increased from $18,000 to $24,000 (community
rates). Ticket prices have been increased slightly for this year {tc adulis $22 and children
$10). There is a deliberate policy of keeping ticket prices low to support access for all
members of the community. This current ticket cost is seen {0 be the upper limit o
protect that access. {By comparison, the World of Wearabie Art Awards has ficket prices
ranging from 365 to $100 plus.)

The current budget is predicated on ticket sales of twe-thirds of the stadium capacity. [f
would be unwise {0 aliow more than this, despite the fact that the venue and the event are
betier known {o the public than last year.

The Trash o Fashion® Awards has grown to a point where the cost of delivery of the
avent in the Trusts Stadium exceeds the aligcated budget and achieved sponsorsnip. An
additional amount of $30,000 is sought to fund the event this year.

Community Assistance Fund

Inciuded within this agenda is a report on the aliocation of the Community Assistance
Fund. An amount of $32,000 was provided in the 2005/2006 Annual Plan. Atthe tms of
hudget allocation it was unceriain as to whether the amount provided would be adequate
to fund the reguests from eligible organisstions io receive assistance. The Fund is
oversubscribed by $18.000 and the Fund could be supplemenied fom the year end
surplus.

Ground Stability Renewals {slips)

The Ground Siabiiily Renswals budget provides for the clearance of siips and repair. #1s
likely that the Fund will not be sufficient to cover any major slips that could occur for the
rest of the year. A recent slip at 445 Scenic Drive has substantiaily used avsilable funds.
A sum of $34,000 is sought and if the funds are not required during the remainder of the
financial year, then they can be refurned through the Long Term Council Community Plan
0roCESS.
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Utility Box Project

This project propeses a series of arts ulility boxes’ in three of the smalier village centres
in Glen Eden, Ranui and Green Bay. [t is based on similar projects underiaken in other
cities; notably the project completed in Auckiand City's Ponsonby area. There is currently
no budget o implement this project,

There is an ongoing probiem of tagging and other forms of vandalism on the ulility boxes
ownad by Telecom, Vecior and Council. in other areas, such as Ponsonby, this has been
largely sliminated by turning these utility boxes into individual artwerks using the skilis of
local artists to paint images that are site specific 1o the loca: area.

Such projects require & well-designed community collaborative process which engages
local businesses and residents. Each area needs to have work that is recognisabie and
meaningfui in some way; whether it is by reference fc history, cultural affilistion, local
scenery [flora and fauna] or other identifying themes.

This proposal is viable only if good consultative processes are followed and quaiity work
is commissioned using robust materials. The budget proposed is based on the
successful work completed by Auckland City Council. The areas chosen for this work
have been selected on the basis that they are small village centres where there has not
been significant arts spending in recent years.

The ‘arts utility boxes’ project has proved to be a community arts initiative that has been
successful elsewhere and has the potential tc contribute to beautifying three of the City’s
smalier centres. An amount of $26,000 is sought.

Urban Ex 06 Youth Event

Waitakere City has the opportunily to host Urban Ex ‘06 (in early December 2006). The
axpo will be a feature of “what's hot and new” for today's youth. Totally interactive and
event focused, Urban X will consist of three days of music, fashion, arts, culture, sport,
future career and advancement seminars, technology, and heaith and well-being.

In March this vear, event management company Strategic Sporis New Zealand Limited,
in conjunction with Youth Research Company 18 Tracker Limiled, conducted &
comprehensive survey designed to ascertain the feasibility of creating for the first time an
axpo completely focused at young New Zealanders. From the research underiaken it
seems thal young Auckianders feel under catered for when considering entertainment
options and activities. To ensure the expo doesn't become “boring and unhip”, an events
acvisory committee has been formed and is responsible for providing advice and planning
assistance io ensure that Urban EX is ‘created by young Aucklanders for young
Auckianders’,

Waiiakere Cily is being asked {o provide 330,000 to secure the event which will be heid in
the Trusis Stadium. Even! organisers have g preference to host Urban EX in Wailakere
City due io the high vouth population and Waitakere City's go forward attitude and
commitment {0 young peopie.

This potential eveni gives Councll an opporiunily fo iniroduce new and exciting
opporiunities to Waitakere Youth, along with the opporiunity o integrate existing youth
arogrammes and inifiatives intc the Expo.

School Travel Pans

in 2003/2004 the Council received grant funding from the Road Safety Trust of $83,000
for School Travel plans. At 30 June 2005 there was a remaining balance of $77,000.
That balance shoul¢ have besen made avsiiedble for the completion of the project in
2005/2008 rather than being included in the preliminary surplus for 2004/2005 used to
reduce the rale requirement.
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Waitakere Ranges and Foothiils Protection Project

The budget for 2005/2008 did not anticipats the re-notification of the draft bil.  This
hecame a necassity in July 2005, An additional amount of $50,00C is required to ensure
that the bili is re-notified and infroduced o Parliament this vear.

Growth and Transport integration Programme

The Growth and Transpor: Integration Programme requires an additional $100,000 for
social infrastructure planning, urban design and project management as set out below!

Social infrastructure planning o underpin plan changes for Northern Strategic Growth
Ares and New Lynn

¢« To assure we are providing for the social wellbeing of residents by determining
appropriate leveis of provision for social/nealth services, childcare, schools, eic;

¢ To ensure physical infrasiructure such as road linkages supports socia! weilbeing.

Urban Design

Concept planning work has recently been initiated for both Hobsonville Marine Precinct
and the Housing New Zealand land. There is ongoing work required to ensure that the
future for Westgate is in a form that will satisfy the Auckiand Regionai Councii and the
Auckiand Regional Transport Authority, as well as Transit New Zealand. The New Lynn
District Plan changes also require additional work.

Proiect Management

The Growth and Transport integration Programme was originaily set up with strong
project management disciplines, but the current resources are spread over a number of
competing projects such as the ranges profection and the Long Term Council Community
Plan,

CONCLUSION

After completion of the annual audit for the year ended 30 June 2005, an additional
surplus of $1.73 million is available for allocation to specific projects, debt repayment or
as an offset to the rate requirement in 2006/2007. A number of items for consideration by
the Commiltee have been identified within this report for additicnal funding or new
funding. The Commitiee neads io determine the allocation of the additional vear end
surplus and recommend {o Counci the use of that surpius. Funds unaliocated could be
directed to debt repayment or used as an offset fo the rate requirement for 2006/20C7,

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the Use of Additional Surpius for the Year Ended 30 June 2005 report be
received.

z. That the Finance and Operations! Performance Commitise recommend to Council

now the additional surplus for the Year Ended 30 Jdune 2005 be utilised.

Report pragpared by Andrew Policck, Direcior: Finance.




