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1 Apologies  
 

At the close of the agenda no apologies had been received.  
 

2 Leave of absence  
 

At the close of the agenda no requests for leave of absence had been received. 
 

3 Conflict of Interest 
 
Councillors are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision-
making when a conflict arises between their role as a councillor and any private or 
other external interest they might have.  
 

4 Public Forum 
 
Notification to speak is required by 5pm at least two days before the meeting. Further 
information is available on www.southlanddc.govt.nz or phoning 0800 732 732.  
 

5 Extraordinary/Urgent Items 

To consider, and if thought fit, to pass a resolution to permit the Council to consider 
any further items which do not appear on the Agenda of this meeting and/or the 
meeting to be held with the public excluded. 

Such resolution is required to be made pursuant to Section 46A(7) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987, and the Chairperson must 
advise:  

(i) The reason why the item was not on the Agenda, and 

(ii) The reason why the discussion of this item cannot be delayed until a 
subsequent meeting.  

Section 46A(7A) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 
(as amended) states:  

ñWhere an item is not on the agenda for a meeting,- 

(a)  that item may be discussed at that meeting if- 

(i) that item is a minor matter relating to the general business of the local 
authority; and 

(ii) the presiding member explains at the beginning of the meeting, at a time 
when it is open to the public, that the item will be discussed at the 
meeting; but 

(b)  no resolution, decision or recommendation may be made in respect of that item 
except to refer that item to a subsequent meeting of the local authority for 
further discussion.ò 

 
6 Confirmation of Council Minutes 

6.1 Meeting minutes of Council, 14 December 2016 

6.2 Meeting minutes of Extraordinary Council, 21 December 2016  

http://www.southlanddc.govt.nz/
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Southland Regional Development Strategy Action 
Plan 
Record No: R/16/12/20900 
Author: Steve Ruru, Chief Executive  
Approved by: Steve Ruru, Chief Executive  
 

 χ Decision  δ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 To seek Council endorsement of the Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan.   

Executive Summary 

2 During 2014 the Mayoral Forum commissioned development of a Southland Regional 
Development Strategy (SoRDS).  Development of the Strategy was led by a Steering Group 
made up of representatives from local government, business and the non-profit sector from 
across the Region.   

3 The final Strategy was endorsed by the Mayoral Forum in September and then publicly 
released on 16 October 2015.  This Council formally endorsed the phase 1 Strategy 
document in December 2015.  

4 Following publication of the Strategy Document work was progressed to develop an Action 
Plan that detailed the work needed to give effect to the overall goals set through the Strategy 
document. 

5 The final SoRDS Action Plan was publicly released on 30 November 2016. At that time 
central Government also confirmed the allocation of some $2.4 million of funding to assist 
with the implementation phase.   

6  A copy of the final SoRDS Action Plan has previously been circulated to Councillors. This 
report seeks formal endorsement of the final Action Plan document so that work can continue 
to look at the structures needed to support its implementation. 
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Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñSouthland Regional Development Strategy Action 
Planò dated 25 January 2017. 

b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 
terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 
Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the Act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

d) Endorses the Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan. 

e) Agrees that the Actions which are of direct relevance to this Council should be 
put forward for consideration as part of the appropriate business planning 
process including the 2017/18 Annual Plan and 2018 Long Term Plan. 

f) Asks the Chief Executive to report back on options for progressing the 
implementation of the Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan 
and regional development in Southland.   

 

Content 

Background 

7 During 2014 the Mayoral Forum commissioned development of a Southland Regional 
Development Strategy.   

8 The first part Southland Regional Development Strategy (SoRDS) document was publicly 
released on 16 October 2015 and subsequently endorsed by Council in December 2015.  At 
that time Council also agreed to be involved with the next phase of work to develop a 
Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan.   

9 The Action Plan was developed to work out the initiatives that would be needed to give effect 
to the strategic intent and overall goals expressed through the first part Strategy document.   

10 Development of the Action Plan has been led by a SoRDS Governance Group, chaired by 
Tom Campbell.  Much of the work needed to develop the Plan was driven through 
nine Action Teams which consisted of representatives from across Southland.   

Issues 

11 There is a need for the Council to determine whether it should formally endorse the final 
Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan so that work can be progressed with 
looking at how the overall Plan might best be implemented. 

12 If it does decide to endorse the overall Action Plan then it would also be appropriate for the 
Council to consider including any specific initiatives which require support from this Council 
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in the appropriate business planning documents such as the Annual Plan and 2018 Long 
Term Plan. 

Factors to Consider 

Legal and Statutory Requirements 

13 The Regional Development Strategy is a non-statutory document outlining an overall vision 
and work programme for development of the Southland Region.   

14 The priorities and initiatives signalled through the strategy and Action Plan should be 
reflected in the Council work programme and hence be reflected in the statutory planning 
documents such as the Long Term Plan and Annual Plan.  There will be the opportunity for 
public input to the specific initiatives of direct relevance to this Council through these 
processes.  

Community Views 

15 There are a number of significant strategic issues (eg demographic change and increased 
efficiency of the rural sector) facing the Southland district and broader region.  It is 
reasonable to assume that a number of stakeholders would expect the regions local 
authorities to be providing leadership in developing an understanding of and then addressing 
these issues. Community leadership is seen by many stakeholders as being a ócoreô function 
of local government.   

16 To date there has generally been a strong expression of public and stakeholder support for 
the overall intent and direction of the SoRDS work. The Action Team process that was used 
to develop the overall Action Plan also enabled significant input from stakeholders who are 
directly affected by the different proposals. As work proceeds with the implementation of the 
individual actions identified it will be important that there continues to be an opportunity for 
public and stakeholder input to the final actions which are implemented.   

Costs and Funding 

17 Government have committed $2.4 million to a range of initiatives associated with the 
implementation of individual initiatives in the Action Plan.   

18 There will be a need for a local contribution for a number of the initiatives.  This contribution 
will need to come from a range of agencies across Southland including the local authorities, 
other public funders such as the Community Trust and private business.   

19 The extent of any contribution required from this Council will be considered as part of the 
next phase of work and subsequent business planning processes. It is important to recognise 
that the actions identified will be implemented over the next five ï ten years. Hence, there is 
not necessarily a need to resolve all of the issues relating to how specific initiatives are to be 
financed at this time. A number of these issues can be addressed through subsequent 
business planning processes including the Long Term Plan. As part of this work there will 
also be an opportunity to review the way in which the resources currently allocated to 
regional development are utilised and indeed the way in which we deliver regional 
development services.   

20 It is also important that the implementation of SoRDS (and regional development in general) 
is not seen as being purely a local government issue or initiative. There is a need for a 
number of other regional stakeholders to also be involved if the strategy implementation is to 
retain its ówhole of Southlandô approach which has been an important part of the work to 
date.   
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Analysis 

Options Considered 

21 The options available are for the Council to endorse the SoRDS Action Plan or Do Nothing.   

22 Under the first option Council would support the overall Action Plan document and the 
directions signalled in it. The Council would not be agreeing to fully implement and/or fund all 
of the individual actions identified. Consideration of what funding, if any, Council should 
allocate to individual initiatives will need to be made as part of future LTP and Annual Plan 
processes. It is considered appropriate at this stage, however, that Council indicate its 
support for the overall Action Plan and the directions proposed.  

23 If Council is supportive of the overall Action Plan there will also be a need for the Council to 
look at how its implementation might best be managed and in particular the structures that 
would be appropriate for leading this work and regional development in general particularly 
given the need to adopt a ówhole of Southlandô approach to this work. Work has been 
progressed via the Mayoral Forum to look at how the implementation phase might be 
managed. A separate report will be bought to Council on this issue in the near future.  

24 If the Council were to adopt the Do Nothing option then the status of the Action Plan and the 
level of support that it might receive from this Council would be unclear. Council would need 
to be clear about its specific concerns if it was to consider adopting this option.  

Analysis of Options 

Option 1 ï Endorse Action Plan 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Indicates Council support for the strategy 
and action plan that has been developed.   

¶ Enable the Council to take a leadership 
role in encouraging a collaborative 
approach to addressing the strategic 
issues confronting the Southland Region.   

¶ Will ensure that issues of strategic 
significance to the district and region 
continue to be addressed in an inclusive 
ówhole of Southlandô way. 

¶ Council would need to allocate resource 
to support the implementation of actions 
identified in the Action Plan. The level of 
resource allocated and the timeframes 
within which this might occur would need 
to be considered via the Annual Plan and 
LTP processes.  
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Option 2 ï Do Nothing 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Council would not have to commit 
resources to the implementation phase of 
the Regional Development Strategy. 

¶ The status of the overall Action Plan and 
the goals signalled through it would need 
to be reviewed. 

¶ Risk that support from central 
government and other Southland 
stakeholders would be removed.  

¶ Council would not be seen to be actively 
supporting the Strategy and Action Plan 
that has received wide support from 
across the region. 

¶ Council would need to review the role that 
it was playing in supporting development 
of the district and region as a whole. 

Assessment of Significance 

25 A decision in accordance with the recommendation is not considered to be significant.  
The Southland Regional Development Strategy Action Plan is a non-statutory document that 
applies to all stakeholders across the region and not just the four local authorities. There will 
also be the opportunity for Council to consider the resource implications for individual 
initiatives as part of subsequent Long Term Plan and Annual Plan processes. 

Recommended Option 

26 That the Council agree to endorse the Southland Regional Development Strategy Action 
Plan.  

Next Steps 

27 Officers will report further on the structures proposed for managing the implementation 
phase.   

 

Attachments 

There are no attachments for this report.   
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2017/18 Annual Plan Consultation Document 
Record No: R/17/1/1583 
Author: Steve Ruru, Chief Executive  
Approved by: Steve Ruru, Chief Executive  
 

 χ Decision  δ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 To enable Council to adopt the Consultation Document and associated Supporting 
Information for the 2017/18 Annual Plan. 

 

Executive Summary 

2 All councils are required by legislation to prepare and adopt an Annual Plan for each financial 
year. 

3 Year Three of the Councilôs Long Term Plan 2015-2025 (LTP or 10 Year Plan) serves as the 
base for the Annual Plan 2017/2018 and activity managers have proposed changes that are 
considered necessary. 

4 In developing the Annual Plan it has become apparent that it is broadly consistent with the 
LTP. There are no significant changes to the levels of service proposed to be provided by 
Council and the overall budgeted expenditure is projected to be slightly more than proposed 
in the LTP.  There have been some changes to the timing of some scheduled LTP capital 
works projects.  

5 Local authorities which have significant and material changes to their Annual Plan from what 
was forecasted in the LTP for that year are required to develop a Consultation Document as 
well as making publicly available the information that provides the basis for the preparation of 
the Consultation Document (the Supporting Information).  There is no longer a requirement 
to use the special consultation procedure to consult with the public.  

6 At the time of writing this report the Consultation Document and Supporting Material was still 
being finalised. It will be circulated, along with a full officer report, under separate cover to 
the full order paper. 

 
 

Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñ2017/18 Annual Plan Consultation Documentò dated 
25 January 2017. 

 

Attachments 

There are no attachments for this report.   
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Use of proceeds from any potential sale of the 
current Rakiura Museum property after the opening 
of the proposed new Rakiura Heritage Centre 
building 
Record No: R/16/12/21217 
Author: Kevin McNaught, Strategic Manager Property  
Approved by: Ian Marshall, Group Manager Services and Assets  
 

 χ Decision  δ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 The Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust have sought confirmation from Council that the sale 
proceeds of any land portion from any subsequent sale of the current Rakiura Museum 
property be allocated to the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust as Councilôs contribution to the 
project. 

2 This is requested so that it may be included in applications to potential funders. 

Executive Summary 

3 The current Rakiura Museum property consists of two parcels of land owned by Council, and 
upon one of these parcels is situated the existing museum building owned by the Rakiura 
Heritage Trust.  This Trust which runs the museum is separate from the Rakiura Heritage 
Centre Trust which is developing the new facility on the Island. 

4 Since the new facility was proposed, it had always been an informal position that when the 
new facility was opened the existing museum property was surplus to requirements and 
would be sold.  As the building is owned by the Heritage Trust and the land by Council each 
party would obtain a relative portion of any sale and make their own decisions regarding the 
use of the funds. 

5 The feasibility study for the project anticipated that the proceeds from both would be put 
towards the development of the new facility, however as the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust is 
now applying to funders for the project the confirmation of Councilôs previous informal 
position has been sought. 
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Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñUse of proceeds from any potential sale of the 
current Rakiura Museum property after the opening of the proposed new 
Rakiura Heritage Centre buildingò dated 22 January 2017. 

b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 
terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 
Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the Act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

d) Resolves that should after the opening of the new Rakiura Heritage Centre the 
current Rakiura Museum property being Lot 1, DP 15282 and Section 1,  
SO 12313 be sold then the net sale proceeds from the land component of the 
sale be made available to the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust as Councilôs 
contribution to the development. 

 

Content 

Background 

6 For some many years now a new Rakiura Heritage Centre has been proposed to be built on 
NZ Fire Service land beside the existing DOC office on Stewart Island.  This new 
development is to incorporate the existing Rakiura Museum. 

7 It was initially proposed to include a SDC office however this position has now been 
superseded by the new combined library and office operating in the Community Centre. 

8 The current Rakiura Museum property consists of two parcels of land owned by Council, and 
upon one of these parcels is situated the existing museum building owned by the Rakiura 
Heritage Trust.  This Trust which runs the museum is separate from the Rakiura Heritage 
Centre Trust which is developing the new facility on the Island. 

9 Since the new facility was proposed, it had always been an informal position that when the 
new facility was opened the existing museum property would be surplus to requirements and 
sold.  As the building is owned by the Heritage Trust and the land by Council each party 
would obtain a relative portion of any sale and make their own decisions regarding the use of 
the funds. 

10 The feasibility study for the Heritage Centre Project anticipated that the proceeds from both 
would be put towards the development of the new facility and this was included in their initial 
feasibility study.  However as the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust is now applying to funders 
for the project, the confirmation of Councilôs previous informal position has been sought. 

11 Attached is the letter from the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust and the staff reply. 
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Issues 

12 There are no significant issues, however the following needs to be considered. 

13 Firstly what is being sought is formal confirmation of Councilôs position which up until now 
has been informal. 

14 Secondly, Councilôs initial position of being located in this new building has been superseded 
by the new combined office and library in the Community Centre. 

15 Thirdly, even though Councilôs position has changed it is considered appropriate to agree to 
the Heritage Centre Trustôs request as Councilôs contribution to the project. 

16 Fourthly the funds to be made available are the residual sale proceeds from the land portion 
of the existing museum property sale when and if that happens. 

Factors to Consider 

Legal and Statutory Requirements 

17 None identified at this stage as the commitment is subject to the current Rakiura Museum 
property be disposed of.  For this to happen the Heritage Centre would need to be operating 
and the Museum to have either be planning to or actually relocated. 

18 Any disposal of the Museum property would be a joint project between Council and the 
Heritage Trust and be based on an agreement between the parties.  The agreement and sale 
would be subject to a separate report and decision by Council at the time, as this current 
report is about use of the sale proceeds should any eventuate. 

Community Views 

19 No specific views of the community have been sought on this issue given that it has been 
included in the Heritage Centre feasibility study some years ago and no issues were raised 
then or subsequently. 

Costs and Funding 

20 No costs identified as what is being recommended is net sale proceeds of the properties land 
value as these are calculated after any costs. 

21 In the 2009 feasibility study the amount included from the land sale was $95,000. This 
amount however would be subject to market values at the time of any sale as well as the 
apportionment between the land value and improvements of the sale price. 

Policy Implications 

22 None identified at this stage. 

Analysis 

Options Considered 

23 The options are to either confirm the use of the funds for the Heritage Centre or not. 



Council  

1 February 2017 
 

 

 

8.1 Use of proceeds from any potential sale of the current Rakiura Museum property after 
the opening of the proposed new Rakiura Heritage Centre building 

Page 18 

 

It
e
m

 8
.1

 

Analysis of Options 

Option 1 - Confirm the use of the funds for the Rakiura Heritage Centre 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Provides additional funding for the project 
as Councilôs contribution. 

¶ Only happens should museum property 
be sold and any costs deducted. 

¶ Council cannot use these funds for any 
other activity. 

Option 2 - Decline the use of the funds for the Rakiura Heritage Centre 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Allows Council to use the funds for any 
other activity or project 

¶ Could be seen as Council not supporting 
the project thus putting any potential 
funding at risk. 

¶ Likely to create a negative relationship 
with the supports of the Heritage Centre. 

Assessment of Significance 

24 A decision in accordance with the recommendation is not considered to be significant given 
the value of the property concerned.  

Recommended Option 

25 Option 1 ï to confirm the use of the funds. 

Next Steps 

26 Advise the Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust of Councilôs decision. 

 

Attachments 

A  Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust - Margaret Hopkins requesting confirmation on use of 
sales funds from Rakiura museum property ᶓ  

B  Letter to Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust - Proceeds from Sale of Rakiura Museum and 
Land ᶓ     
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When replying please quote:  s3905/0009/0, 910/190/2/1     
 
 
 
21 December 2016  
 
 
Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust 
PO Box 184 
Oban  
Stewart Island  9846 
 
 

Attention:  Margaret Hopkins 
 
 

  

Dear Margaret 
 
Proceeds from Sale of Rakiura Museum and Land 
 
Thank you for your letter of 7 October. 
 
You ask about the sale proceeds of the museum and land however the museum building is 
owned by the Rakiura Heritage Trust and the land owned by Council.  What that means is 
that any decisions relating to the sale proceeds of the building will be made by the  
Heritage Trust not Council. 
 
Naturally any sale of the property will be undertaken jointly by both Council and the  
Heritage Trust but use of the sale proceeds will be determined separately. 
 
Obviously therefore Council can only comment or commit to the land portion of the sale.  
In this regard it is the position of staff, but subject to approval of Council, that should any 
sale proceeds eventuate from the land portion of any sale these will be made available to the 
Rakiura Heritage Centre Trust as Councilôs contribution to the development. 
 
It is my intention to seek Councilôs approval to this in early 2017. 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
 
 
Kevin McNaught 
MANAGER STRATEGIC PROPERTY 
 

Direct Dial (03) 211 2502 extn 3346 
Cellphone 027 229 3234 
Email  kevin.mcnaught@southlanddc.govt.nz 
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Disposal of Edendale Hall Property 
Record No: R/16/12/21248 
Author: Kevin McNaught, Strategic Manager Property  
Approved by: Ian Marshall, Group Manager Services and Assets  
 

 χ Decision  δ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 To declare the Edendale Hall property surplus to requirements and to be disposed of. 

Executive Summary 

2 In August 2014 the Edendale Wyndham Community Board closed the Edendale Public Hall 
for public use pending an outcome for a proposed new facility in the town. 

3 In August 2016 the Edendale Wyndham Community Board recommended to the Southland 
District Council the property is surplus to requirements and should be disposed of. 

4 This report is for Council to declare the property surplus so that it can be disposed of. 

 

Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñDisposal of Edendale Hall Propertyò dated 22 
January 2017. 

b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 
terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 
Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the Act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

d) Declares the Edendale Hall property being Lot 53, DP 106 and Lot 2, DP 5626 
contained in CFRôs SL80/38 and SL216/59 surplus to requirements and to be 
disposed of. 

e) Delegates to the Chief Executive the authority to determine the sale method 
and to accept any reasonable offer for the property.  
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Content 

Background 

5 The Edendale Public Hall was constructed in 1909 and has been used as such until it was 
closed for public use by the Edendale-Wyndham Community Board in August 2014. 

6 Given the ongoing investigations within the community regarding a new facility and location, 
no action was commenced in regard to this property until these investigations were 
completed.  The Board at its meeting in March 2016 did not want to further explore the 
Rugby Club or other options within the community. 

7 The Community Board at its meeting in August 2016 declared the property surplus to 
requirements and recommended to Council that the property be disposed of. 

8 The hall was built in 1909 however the land the hall was situated on was not transferred to 
the Edendale Town Board until 1937.  The title prior to that was in the name of local 
individuals which is not an uncommon situation as they held the title as Trustees for the hall. 
The land at the rear of the hall was acquired by the Edendale Town Board in 1945 and was 
subdivided into two lots in 1959. 

9 DP 5626 was the subdivision plan of the site with Lot 1 being the old fire station which has 
subsequently transferred to private ownership and Lot 2 was retained as the hall site. 

10 The land to the west of the hall building which is primarily the gravel carpark was transferred 
to the Edendale Town Board in 1950. 

11 All the lands that make up the hall property due to reorganisations have quite rightly had the 
titles now issued in the name of the Southland District Council.  

Issues 

12 There are numerous issues with this property and building. 

13 Firstly, the property is held in two titles which is not unusual.  However, investigations reveal 
that the toilets that were added to the west side of the hall, sometime after 1966 (the date 
consent was obtained to do internal alterations which did not include or show the toilets) are 
built across the title boundaries.  See the attached aerial photograph. 

14 DP 5626 undertaken in 1959 shows the outline of the building right on the title boundary to 
the west.  Any additional building to the west would naturally go over the boundary, therefore 
as this has happened the two titles will need to be amalgamated prior to disposal.  
Unfortunately, no record can be found of any building consent for the toilets, this is not to say 
one does not exist, it just cannot be located. 

15 Secondly, in 2005 Council had an initial seismic investigation undertaken for the building that 
showed that with the front parapet remaining insitu its rating was 21.83% and with the 
parapet issues dealt with, 29.11%.  As this is less than 33% rating then it is considered an 
earthquake-prone building.  This issue will need to be disclosed as part of any disposal. 

16 Thirdly, adjoining neighbours have constructed gates in the boundary fence and use the hall 
property for access to the rear of their properties.  There is no record of these arrangements 
and no easements have been created.  The neighbours have been advised in writing of this 
and that the property may be sold in the future. 
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17 The letters also advised them that as no legal rights of access exist they will need to 
negotiate continued access with any subsequent owners.  These letters were sent on  
11 April 2016 and no response or queries have been received. 

18 Fourthly, the two small sheds at the rear of the property are occupied by locals, which is not 
causing an issue, however they were also advised in writing of Councilôs plans and that any 
continued use by them would be with in agreement with any subsequent owners. 

Factors to Consider 

Legal and Statutory Requirements 

19 Nothing significant, but as set out above the titles will need to be amalgamated prior to 
disposal and declaration of the seismic ratings and communication with neighbours as part of 
the disposal process. 

Community Views 

20 The future of this property has been publically known for some time and the  
Community Board at its meeting in August 2016 recommended to Council to declare the 
property surplus to requirements and to be disposed of. 

Costs and Funding 

21 Any costs will be deducted from any sale proceeds with the balance being transferred to the 
funds of the Edendale Wyndham Community Board. If however the disposal costs exceed 
any sale proceeds, the Board will fund the shortfall. 

Policy Implications 

22 Nothing identified at this stage. 

Analysis 

Options Considered 

23 To declare the property surplus to requirements or not. 

Analysis of Options 

Option 1 - Declare Surplus 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Allow the property to be disposed of thus 
reducing any future costs and liabilities. 

¶ None identified. 

 

Option 2 - Not to Declare Surplus 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ None identified as no known use for the 
land or building have been identified. 

¶ Leaves Council and the Board with an 
unused building continuing to generate 
costs and liabilities. 
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Assessment of Significance 

24 Not considered significant. 

Recommended Option 

25 Option 1 declare surplus. 

Next Steps 

26 Amalgamate titles and place property on market.  

 

Attachments 

A  Aerial Photo - Edendale Town Hall Property ᶓ     
 



Council  01 February 2017 
 

 

8.2 Attachment A Page 25 

 

It
e
m

 8
.2

 A
tt

a
c

h
m

e
n

t 
A

 

 





Council  

1 February 2017 
 

 

 

8.3 Contribution of Clifden Recreation Reserve funds towards a new shed situated on the 
reserve for the operations of the Tuatapere Golf Club 

Page 27 

 

It
e
m

 8
.3

 

Contribution of Clifden Recreation Reserve funds 
towards a new shed situated on the reserve for the 
operations of the Tuatapere Golf Club 
Record No: R/16/12/21270 
Author: Kevin McNaught, Strategic Manager Property  
Approved by: Ian Marshall, Group Manager Services and Assets  
 

 χ Decision  δ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 To consider a request from the Clifden Recreation Reserve Committee to contribute funds 
towards a new shed situated on the reserve as part of the operations of the Tuatapere Golf 
Club. 

Executive Summary 

2 The Clifden Recreation Reserve has two parts.  One is the Tuatapere Golf Course held 
under lease from Council and the other is an area leased out for grazing to generate funds 
for use on the reserve and within the community. 

3 The Clifden Recreation Reserve Committee have requested approval to contribute $20,000 
towards a new shed on the Golf Course for topsoil and tractor storage associated with 
maintenance of the golf course. 

4 As this is unbudgeted expenditure the approval of Council is required.  
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Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñContribution of Clifden Recreation Reserve funds 
towards a new shed situated on the reserve for the operations of the Tuatapere 
Golf Clubò dated 17 January 2017. 

b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 
terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 
Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the Act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits or advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

d) Agrees to a contribution of 60% but limited to $20,000 from the funds of the 
Clifden Recreation Reserve towards the construction of a new shed for the 
storage of topsoil, tractors and mowers used in the maintenance of the 
Tuatapere Golf Course. 

e) Requires payment to be withheld until two quotes are provided for the new 
shed and until construction has commenced. 

 

Content 

Background 

5 The Clifden Recreation Reserve has two parts.  One is the Tuatapere Golf Course held 
under lease from Council and the other is an area leased out for grazing to generate funds 
for use on the reserve and within the community.  The reserve is managed by the  
Clifden Recreation Reserve Committee 

6 The Clifden Recreation Reserve Committee have requested approval to contribute $20,000 
towards a new shed on the golf course for topsoil and tractor storage associated with the 
maintenance of golf course.  This equates to 60% of the new sheds cost as the request 
states that a quite has been received for $33,000. 

7 The lease of the golf course provides in Section 8 that the course be maintained and 
available as a public course.  The wording in the lease is: THAT subject to the provisions and 
exceptions herein contained the Lessee shall maintain the said golf course as a ñpublicò 
course and all persons shall have the right to use the said golf course for the purpose of 
playing golf thereon according to the rules of the game at all times the said golf course is 
open for such purpose but subject to the payment of the fee hereinafter mentioned. 

8 Given this obligation, it is not considered inappropriate that a contribution be made to help 
the golf club fulfil itôs public good obligations. 

9 As no quotes have been provided, the recommendation is that 60% funding be approved up 
to $20,000 on the provision of two quotes and that payment not be made until construction 
has commenced.  
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Issues 

10 No issues identified as this is a contribution towards the shed that will be owned by the golf 
club but situated on Council property.  The lease agreement also states that on termination 
or the effluxion of time all improvements on the land revert to Council without compensation 
payable, however Council may require them to remove all or some of their improvements as 
the circumstances may require. 

Factors to Consider 

Legal and Statutory Requirements 

11 Section 80 of the Reserves Act 1977 states that monies derived from a reserve shall unless 
otherwise authorised be used on the maintaining, protecting, improving and developing the 
reserves.  The new shed is considered to be part of that legal requirement so use of the 
funds held are considered appropriate. 

Community Views 

12 The request for the use of the funds has come from the Clifden Recreation Reserve 
Committee. 

Costs and Funding 

13 Council currently holds $37,000 in the funds for the Clifden Recreation Reserve and no other 
liabilities are known.  Additional funds will be added when the current yearôs grazing rental is 
received.   

Policy Implications 

14 None identified. 

Analysis 

Options Considered 

15 Approve the request as made, approve with conditions or decline it. 

Analysis of Options 

Option 1 - Approve request as made 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Will allow the shed to be built and help 
maintain the Tuatapere Golf Course as a 
public course. 

¶ None identified. 

Option 2 - Approve request with conditions 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Will allow shed to be built and help 
maintain the Tuatapere Golf Course as a 
public course. 

¶ Will limit Councilôs liability to funding 
project for which two quotes are required. 

¶ None identified. 
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Option 3 - Decline request 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ None identified. ¶ Limiting a small communityôs ability to 
fund improvements to a public amenity. 

¶ Reserve fund will continue to grow with 
no know legal and appropriate use for the 
funds held. 

 

Assessment of Significance 

16 Not considered significant. 

Recommended Option 

17 Option 2 - Approve request with conditions. 

Next Steps 

18 Notify the Reserve Committee of Councilôs decision. 

 

Attachments 

A  Request for Council's approval - Clifden Recreation Reserve Committee to donate 
$20,000 to Tuatapere Golf Club to build new storage shed ᶓ     
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Contract 16/48 - Longridge Road, Otapiri Gorge 
Road, South Hillend-Dipton Road Minor 
Improvements - Approval of Tender Evaluation 
Process 
Record No: R/16/12/21317 
Author: Joe Bourque, Strategic Manager Transport  
Approved by: Ian Marshall, Group Manager Services and Assets  
 

 δ Decision  χ Recommendation  δ Information 
 

    

 

Purpose 

1 This report outlines the tenders received for the Minor Improvements Project to install safety 
barriers at Longridge Road, Otapiri Gorge Road, South Hillend-Dipton Road and seeks 
Councilôs approval to award Contract 16/48 to the recommended tenderer.  

Executive Summary 

2 This report covers the tendering for the Longridge Road, Otapiri Gorge Road, South Hillend-
Dipton Road Minor improvements Contract, the tenders received, the evaluation carried out 
and recommendations for letting the contract.  

 

Recommendation 

That the Council: 

a) Receives the report titled ñContract 16/48 - Longridge Road, Otapiri Gorge 
Road, South Hillend-Dipton Road Minor Improvements - Approval of Tender 
Evaluation Processò dated 17 January 2017. 

b) Determines that this matter or decision be recognised as not significant in 
terms of Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

c) Determines that it has complied with the decision-making provisions of the 
Local Government Act 2002 to the extent necessary in relation to this decision; 
and in accordance with Section 79 of the Act determines that it does not require 
further information, further assessment of options or further analysis of costs 
and benefits of advantages and disadvantages prior to making a decision on 
this matter. 

d) Approves the acceptance of The Roading Company Ltd tender price of 
$221,000.00 plus GST for Contract 16/48 - Longridge Road, Otapiri Gorge Road, 
South Hillend-Dipton Road Minor Improvements. 

 

Content 

Background 

3 Contract 16/48 was tendered for installation of safety barrier at the following four sites: 

¶ Longridge Road - 10.400-10.580. 

¶ Longridge Road - 10.880-11.000. 
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¶ Otapiri Gorge Road - 3.400-3.570. 

¶ South Hillend Dipton Road - 5.610-5.780. 

4 The above sites were identified and prioritised as highest risk using the safety embankment 
risk assessment tool. 

5 The Roading Company Ltd tendered the lowest conforming tender at $221,000.00.  This was 
84% of the Engineerôs estimate for physical works of $262,778.00. 

6 Please see attached for the Full Tender Evaluation breakdown for Contract 16/48. 

Issues 

7 Nil. 

Factors to Consider 

Legal and Statutory Requirements 

8 No known considerations relevant to this report.  

Community Views 

9 No known community views relevant to this report. 

Costs and Funding 

10 The costs for this contract will be covered by NZTA category 341 Minor Improvements as 
part of the roading programme included in the Long Term Plan. 

Policy Implications 

11 No known considerations relevant to this report.  

Analysis 

Options Considered 

12 The contract went out to open tender to obtain market value for the contracts work.   
The options now are to accept the lowest conforming tender or not award the contract. 

Analysis of Options 

Option 1 - Acceptance of tender 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Safety benefit of protecting identified 
hazards. 

¶ Meeting our projected forward works 
programme. 

¶ Nil. 

Option 2 - Not award tender 

Advantages  Disadvantages  

¶ Nil. ¶ Safety implication of not intervening high 
priority identified hazards as part of our 
minor improvements programme. 
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Assessment of Significance 

13 The procurement method used through an open tender process, utilising the budget in the 
Annual Plan, means that the letting of this contract is not significant in terms of Section 76 of 
the Local Government Act 2002.  

Recommended Option 

14 The Roading Company Ltd have carried out similar scope works throughout the region with a 
high standard.  Acceptance of its tender as the Lowest Price Conforming Tender is 
recommended.  

Next Steps 

15 Council formally awards the contract to the recommended tenderer and Councilôs Group 
Manager Services and Assets formally notifies the successful and unsuccessful tenderers of 
the outcome from the tendering process.  

 

Attachments 

A  Tender Evaluation 16_48 Merged ᶓ     
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