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37 Glen Robertshaw 3 
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        Toimata Foundation 

 

 

Mark Mitchell  Submission #30 

3. 9.88% (1,719,821) rate increase 

 

Kerry Lianne  Submission #31 

3. 9.88% (1,719,821) rate increase 

I am happy to increase my rates provided that all of this increase IS going towards 

environmental projects, particularly bringing our waterways back to being 100% 

clean. 

 

Kerryann Gibbs, Scenic Hotel Te Pania Submission #32 

2. 4.88% ($849,332) rate increase 

I would like to thank the Council for their foresight in their continued investment in 

tourism in Hawkes Bay. 

We have enjoyed a record year at Te Pania and this is in no small way attributed to 

the continually high profile of the bay which is thanks to Annie and her fantastic 

team. 

We are fortunate to have such a visionary in the region, Annie has the innate ability 

to see opportunities and to go for them. We have benefited directly from the raised 

profile and also the professionalism with which they conduct their business.  
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Sven van Dulm  Submission #33 

3. 9.88% (1,719,821) rate increase 

Farmed land (and relevant business) that do not prescribe to organic and 

sustainable practises should be taxed significantly higher to pay for the continual 

damage caused / restoration required, and thereby encouraged to change to 

organic and sustainable practises. 

Napier city needs more trees within the city to soften and beautify the commercial 

areas. Treed lanes all over (not just boxes), happy to give up sections of our 

adequate pavements / walkways to add space for permanent large trees all over. 

Parks and recreation areas could do with more intensified native planting. 

No commercial fishing in Hawkes Bay, create a marine reserve, and put tighter 

limits/restrictions on recreational fishing in Hawkes Bay so we can be a leader in 

growing this resource. 

No heavy vehicles (trucks) on Marine Parade Road, make the 40km/h courteous 

zone compulsory, and extend it to the entire city. 

 

 

Louise Stobart  Submission #34 

3. 9.88% (1,719,821) rate increase 

 

 

Louise Stobart, Birdwoods Gallery Submission #35 

2. 4.88% ($849,332) rate increase 

Please could you forward our support for the continued allocation of HBRC funds 

for the Hawke’s Bay Tourism Association. 

As a popular tourism destination we certainly have seen and felt the impact that 

the work of the team at HBT do on our behalf.  We have just experienced the 

busiest summer season since we opened in 2005 and would like to acknowledge 

the work they do in promoting our region locally, nationally and 

internationally.  This last year we had over 42 000 visitors through our doors and 

the feedback from visitors regarding the state of tourism in Hawke’s Bay has been 

very positive, but more importantly to us,  is the time they put into marketing our 

shoulder seasons which make such a difference to the viability of our business.  We 

hope that this year we will continue to see improved business during these times 

thanks to the events, particularly F.A.W.C!, cycle, music and food related events 
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which bring so many people into the area.  We also look forward to the new 

website that is currently being built, this will go a long way in consolidating 

tourism in our area and putting us firmly on the New Zealand map as a premier 

tourism destination. 

We therefore fully acknowledge and admire what the team are doing  and we urge 

that the funding remains in place to enable them to continue with the great job 

they are doing on our behalf. 

With kind regards, 

Louise Stobart - Owner 

 

 

Jim WATT  Submission #36 

3. 9.88% (1,719,821) rate increase 

I would like to commend to HBRC the Land Ethic proposed by Aldo Leopold in 

1966. A problem with the way we look at land and water issues is that we default 

to monetary considerations and ignore our over riding obligation to keep matter 

sustainable with options open to the future. 

"Quit thinking about decent land use as solely an economic problem. Examine each 

question in terms of what is ethically and aesthetically right, as well as what is 

economically expedient. A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, 

stability, and beauty of the biotic community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise." 

The fast tracking of the environmental projects outlined in the plan documents, 

seems to me to be comprehensively justified by Leopold's yardstick. 

 

Glen Robertshaw  Submission #37 

1. No rate increase 

While I applaud the new council's vision and determination to back to core 

business and get things done, and personally would be willing to pay for the six 

issues identified to be fixed, I do not support a rates increase to do it. This is for 

2 main reasons: 

1. This is basically going to mean 10% higher rates from now on, and so is not 

really a "one-off". There are a lot of people struggling financially in Hawke's Bay 

at the moment, despite our "rock star" economy, and I don't think it is fair for 

them to have to pay even more to clean up other people's messes. 
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2. There is an alternative means of funding these initiatives: stop the Ruataniwha 

"pollution dilution" scheme and use the money that would have been spent on 

that (which is considerably more than the $1million you are hoping to raise). 

This goes to the crux of how HBRC and this council views itself: are you an 

environmental regulator or a business promotion agency? In my view you have 

two clear options: go ahead with the irrigation scheme, which according to your 

own reports, will lead to more TOTAL pollution in the Tukituki catchment*(see 

comments below), and tinker around the margins of these other problems, as has 

been done in the past, and get nowhere - OR save yourselves $60 million on the 

irrigation scheme and really make a difference to these other issues (and more 

besides). 

*I hope that councillors will remember that it is not just concentrations of 

pollutants that are important, and that TOTAL LOADS should be considered too. 

While the proposed dam "may" lead to higher river flows in the Tukituki and other 

rivers, it is almost certain that the TOTAL amount of pollution will increase due to 

farming intensification on the light stony soils in CHB. HBRIC's own reports for the 

EPA prove this.  

If you look at your RWSS Trim2 report (http://www.hbrc.govt.nz/assets/Document-

Library/RWSS-Final-RMA-Reports/Modelling-Reports/RWSS-M4-Stream-Modelling-Trim-

2-Scenario-Modelling-NIWA-May-2013b.pdf) page 67 it estimates that increases in 

Nitrogen and Phosphorous total loads will be double or more for most areas. I 

strongly urge that all councillors take the time to read this particular section, 

because it makes it very clear that the scheme will INCREASE POLLUTION not 

reduce it.  

Even IF the river flows are greater, and therefore concentrations are less due to 

dilution, it will still happen that at certain points (e.g. river margins, places where 

the rivers slow and in receiving marine environments) those pollutants can "drop 

out", and obviously the more is flushed down the river the greater the 

concentrations at those points become. You will then be faced with cleaning up 

some extremely polluted "hotspots". 

Currently, an average of 4 tonnes(!) of nitrate per day flows under Red Bridge , 

with peaks of between 10 and 60 tonnes per day in winter (see attached graph 

which is made from data given to me by HBRC). 

So to summarise: If you really want to make a difference to Hawke's Bay's 

environment and act as an environmental regulator, save your money on the 

polluting RWSS, and use that to clean up the other issues. 

http://www.hbrc.govt.nz/assets/Document-Library/RWSS-Final-RMA-Reports/Modelling-Reports/RWSS-M4-Stream-Modelling-Trim-2-Scenario-Modelling-NIWA-May-2013b.pdf
http://www.hbrc.govt.nz/assets/Document-Library/RWSS-Final-RMA-Reports/Modelling-Reports/RWSS-M4-Stream-Modelling-Trim-2-Scenario-Modelling-NIWA-May-2013b.pdf
http://www.hbrc.govt.nz/assets/Document-Library/RWSS-Final-RMA-Reports/Modelling-Reports/RWSS-M4-Stream-Modelling-Trim-2-Scenario-Modelling-NIWA-May-2013b.pdf
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Brian Emery  Submission #38 

1. No rate increase 

 The regional council can afford to spend large sums on legal bills to sue the local 

councils, we the ratepayers pay these bills also for the local councils to legally 

defend themselves. Therefore the ratepayers are giving the regional council to 

much money already so why can they ask for more. 

Perhaps if the council puts up the rates, the rate payers we should sue the council 

for wasting our money ( crowd funding idea ) and instist they do what they were 

elected to do . 

 

Kristen Price, Toimata Foundation  Submission #39 

   following 

 


