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COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 2002 DECISION-MAKING REQUIREMENTS 
Except as below, a statement of compliance and a completed decision checklist is required for any 
agenda item on a council committee or the council recommending that a decision be made. This will 
be the responsibility of the person signing off the agenda item. 
 
The compliance statement and checklist will not be used for: 
• Recommendations that information be received or that the Council make a decision.  
• Decisions taken under the Resource Management Act 1991 or the Biosecurity Act 1993 in relation 

to resource consents, decisions required when following the procedures set out in Schedule 1 of 
the Resource Management Act 1991, other permissions, submissions on plans, or references to 
the Environment Court. 

• Decisions taken to proceed with enforcement procedures under various primary or secondary 
legislation or regulations, including procedures under the Resource Management Act 1991, the 
Biosecurity Act 1993, the Local Government Act 2002, and Environment Canterbury Bylaws. 

• Administrative and personnel decisions that are entirely internal to Environment Canterbury.   
• Other decisions where the procedures to be followed are set out in Legislation. 
 

COMPLIANCE STATEMENT 
The council committee (or the council) must formally certify that: 

(a) It is satisfied that it has sufficient information about the options and their benefits and costs, 
in terms of the region's social, economic, environmental and cultural well-being and the 
effects on community outcomes, bearing in mind the significance of the decisions. 

(b) It is satisfied that it knows enough about and has given adequate consideration to the views 
and preferences of affected and interested parties bearing in mind the significance of the 
decision. 

INFORMATION CHECKLIST 
(a) A Statement of the Proposed Decision 

(b) A Statement of the Objective of the Proposed Decision and the Issue or Problem being addressed 

(c) A list of all reasonably practicable options, (including doing nothing). 

(d) For each option in (c): An evaluation of the Benefits and Costs, in terms of the region's social, 
economic, environmental and cultural well-being. 

(e) For each option in (c): A statement of the extent to which community outcomes would be promoted 
or achieved in an integrated and efficient manner. 

(f) For each option in (c): A statement of the Impact, if any, on Environment Canterbury's capacity to 
undertake its statutory responsibilities 

(g) If the Proposed Decision is a significant decision in relation to land or a body of water, a statement 
of how Maori values have been taken into account 

(h) A Statement of significant inconsistencies, if any, with any Existing Policy, Plan or Legislation 
arising from the Proposed Decision. 

(i) A statement how the views and preferences of affected or interested persons have been given 
adequate consideration during the definition of the problem or issue, the objective, the assessment 
of options and the development of the proposed decision, including the particular contribution of 
Maori to the decision-making process. 

Notes: 
The significance of proposals and decisions determines how much time, money and effort is put into 
exploring and evaluating options and obtaining the views of affected and interested parties.  The 
significance of proposals and decisions is determined through reference to criteria contained in the 
policy on significance. 
The policy on significance together with Section 76 of the Local Government Act 2002 set out the 
Council's requirements in relation to decisions. Some decisions can only be made through the Long-
Term Council Community Plan, or after the Special Consultative Procedures set out in the Act have 
been used, (refer to the policy on significance and the Act). 
All decisions of Environment Canterbury are subject to the decision-making requirements of section 
76 of the Act unless inconsistent with specific requirements of other legislation. 
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UNCONFIRMED 

MINUTES OF 384TH MEETING OF ENVIRONMENT CANTERBURY 
AND 29TH MEETING OF THE COMMISSIONERS HELD 

AT SELWYN DISTRICT COUNCIL, 2 NORMAN KIRK DRIVE, ROLLESTON 
ON THURSDAY, 15 DECEMBER 2011 AT 10.15 A.M. 

CONTENTS 

1. APOLOGIES 

2. CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

3. MINUTES OF MEETINGS- 24 NOVEMBER 2011 

4. MATTERSARISING 

5. DEPUTATIONS AND PETITIONS 

6. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

REPORT OF PART OF THE FINANCE AND AUDIT COMMITTEE MEETING 

7. REPORT OF THE FINANCE AND AUDIT COMMITTEE 

8. FINANCIAL REPORT ON PORTFOLIO ACTIVITIES 

9. 2012 MEETING SCHEDULE 

10. COMMISSIONERS REPORTING 

11. BURWOOD RECOVERY PARK- REGULATORY DELEGATIONS 

12. CANTERBURY EARTHQUAKE RECOVERY AUTHORITY DRAFT STRATEGY 

13. APPOINTMENT OF HEARING PANEL FOR PLAN CHANGE 2 TO THE NATURAL 
RESOURCES REGIONAL PLAN (CONWAY RIVER/TOTAE PUTAPUTA 
CATCHMENT) 

14. PAREORA CATCHMENT ENVIRONMENTAL FLOW AND WATER ALLOCATION 
REGIONAL PLAN 

15. WAIMAKARIRI ZONE IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMME 

16. SELWYN-WAIHORA ZONE IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAMME 

17. OUTSTANDING CONTRIBUTION AWARD 

18. NOTICES OF MOTION 

19. QUESTIONS 

20. EXTRAORDINARY AND URGENT BUSINESS 

21. NEXT MEETING- 9 FEBRUARY 2012 

PRESENT 

Commissioners Dame Margaret Bazley (Chair}, David Bedford, David Caygill, Donald Couch, 
Tom Lambie, Peter Skelton and Rex Williams. 
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IN ATTENDANCE 

Waikato Regional Council: 

Waimakariri Zone Committee: 

Waimakariri District Council: 

Selwyn-Waihora Zone Committee: 

UNCONFIRMED 

Cr Norm Barker, Cr Stu Kneebone, Cr Phillip Legge, 
Ross Abercrombie 

Murray Lang (Chair), Bill Wilson, Grant Edge, Claire 
McKay, Cr Kevin Felstead 

Mary Sparrow 

John Sunckell, Doug Catherwood, George Tikao, , 
Cr Pat McEvedy 

MANAGEMENT AND OFFICERS PRESENT 

Bill Bayfield (Chief Executive), Wayne Thomas (Deputy Chief Executive), Jill Atkinson 
(Director Regional Programmes), Kim Drummond (Director Resource Management), Wayne 
Holten-Jeffreys (Director Operations), Don Rule (Director Planning & Consents), Ken Taylor 
(Director Investigations & Monitoring), Katherine Trought (Director Communications & 
External Relations), Mark Vermeeren (Acting Director Finance and Corporate Services), 
Francis Pauwels (Programme Director CWMS), Christina Robb (Programme Director Water 
& Land), Helen Sellwood (Finance Manager), Rob Woods (Programme Manager), Dirk Brand 
(Team Leader LWRP), Frances Adank (Media Liaison Co-ordinator), Andrew Parrish 
(Principal Planner), Gerald Raymond (Senior Communications Advisor) and Louise 
McDonald (Senior Administration Officer). 

INTRODUCTION 

Dame Margaret Bazley welcomed everyone to the meeting. 

1. APOLOGIES 

There were no apologies. 

2. CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

There were no conflicts of interest declared. 

3. MINUTES 

Resolved 

That the Council confirms as a true and correct record and adopts the minutes 
of the meeting held on 24 November 2011. 

Dame Margaret Bazley/David Caygill 

4. MATTERS ARISING 

There were no matters arising from the minutes. 
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UNCONFIRMED 

5. DEPUTATIONS AND PETITIONS 

There were no deputations or petitions. 

6. EXCLUSION OF THE PUBLIC 

Resolved 

That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this 
meeting, namely: 

6.1 Report of part of the Finance and Audit Committee meeting held 7 December 
2011 regarding the Kilmore Office Redevelopment Project 

The general subject of the matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the 
reason for passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of 
the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing 
of this resolution are as follows: 

General subject of 
each matter to be 
considered 

8.1 Kilmore Office 
Redevelopment 
Project 

Reason for passing this 
resolution in relation to 
each matter 

That good reason exists 
for not discussing the 
matter with the public 
present and is not 
outweighed by the 
public interest. 

Ground(s) under 
section 48(1) for the 
passing of this 
resolution 

Section 48(1)(a) 

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official 
Information and Meetings Act 1987 and on the grounds that the public conduct of 
the parts of the meeting considering the above two items would be likely to result in 
the disclosure of information for which good reason to withhold exists under 
section 7(2)(h) of that Act, namely withholding of the information to: 

Enable the Council holding the information to carry out, without prejudice or 
disadvantage, commercial activities - Section 7(2)(h) 

Enable the Council holding the information to carry on, without prejudice or 
disadvantage, negotiations (including commercial and industrial negotiations) -
Section 7(2)(i); 

I also move that appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Council. 
Dame Margaret Bazley/Peter Skelton 

The meeting went into public excluded session from 10.17 to 10.24 am 

The decision made in the public excluded session regarding the Kilmore Street site 
was confirmed in the open meeting: 
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UNCONFIRMED 

Resolved 

That the Council; 

(a) Endorses the report and approves the recommendation to rebuild and 
repair the Kilmore Street site in order to optimise the value of the 
council's assets, utilising a generic architecture that provides flexibility 
in future use and ownership. 

(b) Approves, in principle, the proposal to expend insurance proceeds in 
rebuilding and repairing the Council's buildings at Kilmore Street. 

(c) Approves the appointment of a project manager, design consultants, 
and Quantity Surveyor to prepare to take the rebuilding programme at 
Kilmore Street forward to the completed concept stage (Stage One). 

(d) Approves the relevant delegations(Stage One) 
David Bedford/Rex Williams 

7. REPORT OF THE FINANCE AND AUDIT COMMITTEE 

David Bedford presented the report of the Finance and Audit Committee meeting held 
on 7 December 2011. This had been circulated prior to this meeting. At that meeting 
the Committee had considered the following items: 
• Civic Assurance Share Issue 
• Audit of Environment Canterbury for the year ended 30 June 2011 
• Update on air and water portfolio variances from budget 

Resolved 

That the report of the Finance and Audit Committee meeting held on 7 
December be received. 

David Bedford/Rex Williams 

8. FINANCIAL REPORT ON PORTFOLIO ACTIVITIES 

David Bedford presented the report on the Council's financial performance for the five 
months to 30 November 2011. He explained that this report, that had been circulated 
prior to the meeting, had not been available to be considered by the Finance and 
Audit Committee at its meeting of 7 December 2011. 

Resolved 

That the information on Council's financial performance for the five months to 
30 November 2011 is received. 

David Bedford/Rex Williams 
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UNCONFIRMED 

Item 20 was taken at this time 

20. EXTRAORDINARY AND URGENT BUSINESS 

REMISSIONS FOR PROPERTIES WHEREAS. 124 NOTICE HAS BEEN ISSUED 

A report had been circulated prior to this meeting recommending the extension of 
Environment Canterbury's rates remission policy to provide relief for those residential 
ratepayers required to vacate their property due to Section 124(1)(b) of the Building 
Act 2004 notices being issued by Christchurch City Council as a result of the risk of 
rock-fall or cliff collapse. 

The reason why the item was not on the agenda was that it came to hand after the 
agenda was prepared. The reason why the discussion of the item could not be 
delayed until a subsequent meeting was that a decision was desirable to synchronize 
Environment Canterbury's rates remission policy with Christchurch City Council. 

Resolved 

That the Council receives this item - Remissions for Properties where a 
section 124 notice has been issued. 

Dame Margaret Bazley/Tom Lambie 

David Bedford presented this report. 

Resolved 

(a) That Council approve the remission of 100% of rates for residential 
properties where a s.124 notice has been issued as follows: 

100 per cent rates remission for residential and non-rateable properties 
that are considered by the Christchurch City Council to be at risk of 
rock-fall and where the occupant has been instructed by the 
Christchurch City Council to vacate the property and issued with a 
notice under section 124(1)(b) of the Building Act 2004. Qualifying 
properties would be eligible for the remission from the date on which the 
section 124(1)(b) notice was issued or the date the property is vacated, 
which ever is the earlier, until the earlier of 30 June 2012 or the date on 
which the notice is withdrawn. 

(b) That the unbudgeted remissions and the S.124 remissions are funded 
from reserves. 

David Bedford/Peter Skelton 

9. 2012 MEETING SCHEDULE 

A revised 2012 meeting schedule was tabled showing the Regional Water 
Management Committee meeting dates as agreed by that Committee at its meeting 
held on 13 December 2011. 

Resolved 

That the Council adopts the 2012 Council and Committee Meetings Schedule. 
Dame Margaret Bazley/David Caygill 
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Committee Support 
1. The Committee shall be supported by the territorial and regional councils operating primarily 

through the Water Executive. 

Lower Waitaki - South Coastal Canterbury Zone Map 

& Major Roads 

Canterbury Water Management Zones: Lower Waitak.i - South Coastal Canterbury Zone 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 8. SUBJECT MATTER: ESTABLISHMENT OF A 
HARDSHIP FUND FOR CHRISTCHURCH RESIDENTS 
ADVERSELY AFFECTED BY NRRP CHAPTER 3 RULES 
RELATING TO HOME HEATING 

REPORT TO: Council DATE OF MEETING: 9 FEBRUARY 2012 

FILE REFERENCE: AIR/STR/CHCH/2012 PORTFOLIO: Air Quality 

REPORT BY: Nick Bryan, Senior ENDORSED BY: Kim Drummond, Director Resource 
Strategy Advisor Management 

COMMISSIONER: David Bedford 

PURPOSE 

To consider establishing a $250,000 hardship fund, utilising clean heat reserves, to be 
available on a discretionary basis to dwelling owners adversely affected by the NRRP 
Chapter 3 rules in Christchurch. 

ATTACHMENT 

Proposal to establish a discretionary hardship fund for dwelling owners adversely affected by 
the NRRP Chapter 3 rules in Christchurch. 

BACKGROUND 

Reserves have been accumulated through targeted rates for the delivery of the clean heat 
project in Christchurch, which has now been terminated. There are a number of potential 
uses for these reserves, including the delivery of continued home heating conversions 
through alternative mechanisms. 

An internal workshop took place on 8 September 2011 to discuss the potential uses of the 
funds in a way that continued to deliver clean air improvements. The focus of this workshop 
was to identify how the fund might be used to assist with earthquake recovery and hardship 
in Christchurch. At this workshop and through subsequent conversations with external 
organisations involved in earthquake recovery it has become clear that there are already 
mechanisms in place to assist with those people with a home heating situation that has been 
adversely affected by the earthquakes. However it was felt that there would still be people in 
Christchurch that may be unable to legally heat their home because of the NRRP rules and 
that the reserves could be targeted at addressing this issue given that the revenue was 
collected for this purpose. 

The attached proposal was prepared to establish an appropriate process to deliver a 
hardship fund. Administration of the fund would be managed by the RMA monitoring and 
compliance section. In order to ensure decisions seen to be fair and independent it is 
recommended that officers make a recommendation to a Commissioner who would make the 
final decision whether to approve each grant application. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

That the Council: 

a) Agree to establish a $250,000 hardship fund, utilising clean heat reserves, to 
be available on a discretionary basis to dwelling owners adversely affected by 
the NRRP Chapter 3 rules in Christchurch. 

b) Agree that Commissioner Bedford or Commissioner Williams be responsible 
for approving hardship grant applications. 
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Item 8 Attachment 1 

Proposal to establish a discretionary hardship fund for dwelling owners 
adversely affected by the NRRP Chapter 3 rules in Christchurch. 

Environment Canterbury's objective: 
To achieve the requirements set out in the Resource Management (National 
Environmental Standards for Air Quality) Regulations 2004. 

Rationale: 
The NRRP air-plan rules have put financial and health pressures on some 
households. Those most affected are households that can no longer legally 
use the main form of heating in the home and cannot afford to, or are not in a 
position to (i.e. tenants), install a replacement complying heater. The clean 
heat scheme was established to address these pressures. The earthquakes of 
2010 and 2011 have added further complexity to the situation as some 
homeowners may have made quick and not necessarily well measured 
decisions to install heating devices through the emergency heating 
programme. 

Scope of a hardship fund: 
It is recommended that $250,000 of clean heat reserves is set aside as a 
hardship fund. The availability of the fund will be limited to within the targeted 
rate area in which the rates were collected i.e. the Christchurch City Council 
area prior to Banks Peninsula amalgamation as shown in map 1. 

Map 1 - Targeted rate area in Christchurch for clean heat. 
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It is recommended that the fund be used on a discretionary basis to provide a 
hardship grant of up to $2,000 to assist applicants to comply with the NRRP 
air plan where the main heating source in the living area is non-compliant. It 
would only be available to low income households. The hardship grants would 
be available on a "first in best dressed" basis until the total fund is depleted. 

Prior to July 2013 EGan would encourage use of EECA Warm Up NZ funding 
to compliment the grant providing home owners with a heavily subsidised 
heating (and insulation where needed) conversion package. The nationally 
funded Warm Up NZ programme is only committed until July 2013 at present. 

Draft criteria for funding eligibility: 
It is recommended that hardship grants would be made available to 
householders meeting the following criteria: 
• Home owners with community services card or landlords with community 

services card holding tenants. 
• Main source of heating in the dwelling is non-complying with current NRRP 

Chapter 3 rules. 
• Dwelling is within targeted rate area (Map 1 ). 
• Dwelling is in a CERA green zone. 
• Purpose of grant must be to assist with compliance with NRRP air plan. 
• Applicant must use the grant for the purpose stated in the application 

A sample application form is provided in Attachment 1. 

Suggested process: 
The hardship grant would be offered on a discretionary basis, based on the 
criteria outlined above. The primary purpose of the fund is to provide a tool 
available to EGan staff in dealing with issues raised by members of the public 
on matters relating to air-plan compliance on a one-to-one basis. 

The proposed process is outlined below: 
1. Home owner approaches EGan, or is visited by EGan in relation to air-plan 

rules for domestic heating. 
2. On the basis of discussion with the home owner the EGan staff member 

(primarily customer services and home heating officers) considers the 
person may benefit from and be eligible for a hardship grant and 
ascertains eligibility against the criteria. 

3. If the provision of a grant will help overcome the issues being raised the 
home owner makes an application for funding support. 

4. Commissioner Bedford or Commissioner Williams consider officer 
recommendations on applications received and approve or decline them. 

5. The home owner is informed of the decision. 
6. The home owner must organise for the agreed work to be completed and 

invoiced to Environment Canterbury. 
7. Environment Canterbury pays the invoice up to the amount agreed. 

This process is outlined as a flowchart in attachment 2. 
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Attachment 1- Hardship grant checklist/application form 

Name of property 
owner 
Address of property 
to be retrofitted 

Name/s of person/s 
resident at the 
address 
Main source of Open fire D or 
heating in living area Woodburner D 

Make of wood burner: 
Model: 
Year installed (if known): 

Community services 
card number/s: 
Community services 
card holder name/s: 
Contact telephone 
number 
Contact address 
(if different from 
property to be 
retrofitted) 
Outline of your 
current situation and 
why you need 
financial assistance 
to comply with the 
air plan rules. 

How much financial 
assistance are you 
applying for? 
($2000 maximum) 
What do you intend 
to use the grant 
for?* 

* Successful applicants will have to provide invoices for the purpose for which it was 
approved which will then be paid up to the amount approved. 

28 



Attachment 2- Proposed process flowchart 

Customer se.ntices contacted 
re 

Officers revievv application against criteria and 
make a recommendation Commissioner 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 9. SUBJECT MATTER: PARTNER FUNDING THE 
CANTERBURY DISTRICT HEALTH BOARDS HEALTHY 
HOMES PROJECT 

REPORT TO: Council DATE OF MEETING: 9 FEBRUARY 2012 

FILE REFERENCE: AIR/STR/CHCH/2012 PORTFOLIO: Air Quality 

REPORT BY: Nick Bryan, Senior ENDORSED BY: Kim Drummond, Director Resource 
Strategy Advisor Management 

COMMISSIONER: David Bedford 

PROPOSAL 

Consider a proposal for the Council to contribute up to $300,000 from Christchurch clean 
heat reserves towards the Canterbury District Health Board (CDHB) led "healthy homes" 
project 

ATTACHMENT 

Proposal to partner fund a (CDHB) "healthy housing project" with clean heat targeted rates 
funding to achieve improvements in air quality in the Christchurch airshed. 

BACKGROUND 

Reserves have been accumulated through targeted rates for the delivery of the clean heat 
project in Christchurch, which has now been terminated. There are a number of potential 
uses for these reserves, including the delivery of continued home heating conversions 
through alternative mechanisms. 

An initial internal workshop took place on 8 September 2011 to discuss the potential uses of 
the funds in a way that continued to deliver clean air improvements. The focus of this 
workshop was to also identify opportunities to assist with earthquake recovery in 
Christchurch. The concept at this time was to identify whether an earthquake related fund 
was needed and feasible. This workshop enabled the development of an understanding 
about how the reserves might be used, but it was not clear at that stage how the funding 
could be targeted. Following this workshop contact was made with the Ministry of Social 
Development and the Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Authority to establish whether these 
agencies had identified any groups in need of assistance. Through these discussions a 
Canterbury District Health Board (DHB) Project was identified as the best way to target 
funding to earthquake recovery efforts. 

Consequently meetings have been held with the DHB project sponsor and Energy Efficiency 
and Conservation Authority officials to obtain a greater understanding of the project and what 
Environment Canterbury's role could be in providing partner funding. These discussions have 
informed the attached proposal for Environment Canterbury's involvement in the project. 

Through participation in this project the clean heat reserves can be used to continue to 
contribute to the delivery of clean air outcomes within the Christchurch airshed. Expenditure 
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related to this project can be aligned with the existing funding policy under which it was 
collected. 

Directorate received a paper on this proposal on the 16 January 2012 and endorsed the 
following recommendations: 

1. Recommend to Council to contribute up to $300,000 from Christchurch clean heat 
reserves towards the DHB led "healthy homes" project. 

2. Agree to resource officer representation for Environment Canterbury on the project 
steering group. 

3. Delegate responsibility to the officer representing Environment Canterbury on the 
steering group for detailed project management decisions around the appropriate use 
of the funding within the overall project, noting that decisions would need to be in 
alignment with the funding policy under which the revenue was collected and the 
parameters of the proposal. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

That the Council: 

a) Agree to contribute up to $300,000 from Christchurch clean heat reserves 
towards the Canterbury District Health Board led "healthy homes" project. 

b) Agree to officer representation on the project steering group to determine the 
criteria for use of Environment Canterbury funding within the overall project to 
be signed off by the Chief Executive before funding is finally committed. 
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Item 9 Attachment 1 

Proposal to partner fund a Canterbury District Health Board (DHB) "healthy 
housing project" with clean heat targeted rates funding to achieve 

improvements in air quality in the Christchurch airshed 

Background 

Environment Canterbury's objectives 
The primary objective for Environment Canterbury is to achieve the requirements set 
out in the Resource Management (National Environmental Standards for Air Quality) 
Regulations 2004. 

Clean heat targeted rate 
Targeted rates have been collected in Christchurch to deliver the clean heat 
programme. Now this project has been wound down earlier than originally planned 
there is a surplus in reserves that can possibly be used for other air quality related 
interventions. There are various outstanding transactions that will affect the final 
reserve figure, but it is expected to be in the order of $1.8M. There are a number of 
potential uses of these reserves, only one of which could be to deliver incentive 
schemes to deliver further domestic conversions to compliant or non-emitting heating 
sources. 

Healthy housing project overview 
The Canterbury DHB has recognised that there is an urgent need to keep high 
utilisers of the health system in their homes healthier and for longer in response to 
the decreased secondary care capacity caused by the Canterbury earthquakes. They 
have concluded that while there are numerous demand management programmes in 
place, they have limited impact on environmental determinants which are shown to 
have an impact on health system utilisation. There is strong evidence to support that 
having a warm home will reduce demand on secondary care. 

Although the earthquakes have decreased the health systems' capacity they have 
also resulted in increased data sharing between sectors which has increased 
prioritisation of interventions based on health need. This increased collaboration has 
lead to the opportunity to develop a warm homes project that is solely targeted on 
utilisers of the health system so as to contribute to lowering demand. 

A limitation of previous projects has been the identification of patients based on risk 
rather than secondary care utilisation. This has been mainly due to the projects being 
based in primary care and being positioned as a population health strategy. Post 
earthquake, significant work has been done on identification of high users of the 
health system and subsequent pre and post secondary care demand management 
interventions. All of these processes have the ability to inform the targeting of a warm 
homes project resulting in a better spend of the health dollar. 

The onus is on the health system to manage demand on its services. A targeted 
project specifically to reduce demand on the system should not be perceived as a 
social or population health project. While it would contribute to these goals, the 
priority is demand management for a health system which will be under pressure for 
a number of years. 

The project is targeted specifically on interventions to improve insulation and heating 
of homes, which is proven to decrease load on the secondary health system, with a 
long term residual benefit to the health system. Where there is more than one person 
in the residence, the health spend has additional benefits at no additional cost. 
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Through utilising specific targeting, the health gains are optimised. By partnering the 
health sector is able to increase the reach of the health spend. 

The DHB has approved a budget of $1.6M over two years with a total targeted 
project budget of over $1 0.6M by utilising third party funding. The Energy Efficiency 
Conservation Authority (EECA) is a primary source of this third party funding. The 
project is aiming to achieve 5,320 healthy home conversions. This is the first 
significant scale project led by the health sector in New Zealand to manage 
secondary demand management in this way. EECA have indicated that it is also the 
first significant health sector funded project to address air pollution related health 
impacts. 

Proposal 

To provide up to $300,000 of clean heat reserves as partner funding to the healthy 
housing project. 

The Environment Canterbury contribution would be targeted at clean air outcomes by 
assisting only those participants in the healthy housing project whose main form of 
heating produces high emissions by burning solid fuel (i.e. open fires and wood 
burners installed before 2000). Environment Canterbury funding would be used to 
contribute to non- or low-emitting heating appliances only. 

Funding would only be available for participants within the Christchurch clean heat 
project rating area, refer to Attachment 1. 

The details on funding per participant would be established once all funding partners 
have been identified as it is not clear at this stage what other funding partners 
funding would be tagged to. The DHB is pursuing further funding through EECA (over 
and above that already available through warm up NZ) on earthquake recovery 
grounds, and other potential partners including leveraging through the Christchurch 
Agency For Energy (CAFE). 

The project will be run by Partnership Health Canterbury PHO (PHCPHO}, an 
Alliance partner with the CDHB who are bringing a further $200,000 to the project. 
Therefore, the project management costs (approx $70,000) will be funded by 
PHCPHO separately from the healthy housing project budget. The decision around 
who will deliver the project and how it might be tendered will be decided by the 
project steering group once established. However PHCPHO has an evergreen 
contract in place with Community Energy Action (CEA) which is the only provider 
currently available that can provide added value through a complete healthy home 
appraisal approach. For this reason it is likely that CEA will be utilised to minimise set 
up costs. 

Environment Canterbury would be able to contribute to the shape of the project by 
providing partnership funding and contributing through being involved on the project 
steering group, whilst having very low administration costs due to the project being 
run by a third party. Funding would be drawn down from Environment Canterbury 
through a simple regular invoice process for eligible works completed. 

Benefits to Environment Canterbury 

Through contributing to the healthy housing project Environment Canterbury will 
utilise clean heat reserves to further air quality objectives for which the clean heat 
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project was established. There are a number of other significant benefits of providing 
partnership funding for this project: 

• By participating in a project of this scale Environment Canterbury funding can 
be used to attract further third party funding that adds value to the overall 
project and furthers air quality objectives. 

• The project will be targeted at those members of the public most vulnerable to 
adverse heath effects from air pollution and living in cold homes. 

• Participation in the project offers the ability to build stronger relationships with 
key stakeholders, primarily with CDHB and Partnership Heath Canterbury but 
also MSD, EECA and other third party funding providers that contribute to the 
project. 

• Environment Canterbury would be assisting the health sector with their 
earthquake recovery efforts returning a higher level of capacity and patient 
care to the sector. 

• Through involvement in this project Environment Canterbury would have an 
opportunity to raise the profile of air quality and the associated health 
impacts. It would be a "good news" story for the organisation. 

• There are opportunities to trial innovative approaches to: investigate a 
broader mix of incentives for healthy homes and clean heat programmes; 
cross sector data sharing and collection; and cross sector research around 
the social, environmental and economic benefits of warm homes and non­
emitting heating. 

• The administration costs to Environment Canterbury will be negligible so all 
the funding can be targeted at achieving real air quality improvements. 

Attachment 1 - Map of Christchurch Clean heat targeted rate area. 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 10 SUBJECT MATTER: REPORT OF THE CANTERBURY 
REGIONAL TRANSPORT COMMITTEE 

REPORT TO: Council DATE OF MEETING: 

FILE REFERENCES: RL T/RL TS/2012 PORTFOLIO: Regional Land Transport 
PROJECT: 
OUTPUT: 

REPORT BY: Simon Milner, Senior ENDORSED BY: Jill Atkinson, Director Strategy and 

Strategy Advisor Programmes 

COMMISSIONER: Rex Williams 

Recommended to Council by the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee 

That 

(a) the matter for Council decision be approved; and 

(b) the report of the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee meeting held on 
12 December 2011 be received. 

MATTER FOR COUNCIL DECISION 

Adoption of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy 2012 - 2042 

The Committee considered the Draft Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy 2012-42. 

In August 2011, the Committee had considered an earlier draft for consultation, which was 
publicly notified on 21 August 2011. Twenty nine submissions were received with five being 
heard by the Hearing Panel (Commissioner Williams, Cr Oliver and Mr Harland) appointed by 
the Committee. 

The Hearing Panel was impressed by the quality of the submissions received, of which 
several have been utilised to improve the document that is in front of Council today. It is 
important to note that the general thrust of the strategy - one that completes what we have 
started but then acknowledges that a change of investment direction will be required to 
deliver on long-term objectives - was accepted by submitters from quite different 
backgrounds and perspectives. 

The Committee reviewed the document, but did not make any further changes to those 
proposed by the Hearing Panel. 

[The document has been circulated separately.] 

Recommended to Council 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee recommends to the Canterbury 
Regional Council the adoption of the Canterbury Regional Land Transport Strategy 
2012-42, as amended. 
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MATTERS RESOLVED BY THE COMMITTEE 

1. Reconfirmation of Regional Transport Committee Policy Stance On Freight 
Hubs 

Simon Milner presented this report seeking reconfirmation of the committee's existing 
policy stance on freight hubs. Existing policy endorses and supports commercially 
driven proposals that will deliver on strategy outcomes. 

Resolved 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 

(a) Receives the report (Reconfirmation of Regional Transport Committee Policy 
Stance on Freight Hubs"; and 

(b) Confirms that the RL TS 2012-42 policy stance around freight hubs/intermodal 
terminals within the region remains one of support for commercially driven 
proposals/operations that improve the efficiency and effectiveness of freight 
operations, but not explicit promotion or support of sites that do not have a 
commercial developer promoting them. 

2. Revised Regional Land Transport Programme Development (RL TP) Timeframes 

Len Fleete presented this report updating the Committee on timing of the process 
involved in developing the new RL TP and providing some information on submitted 
projects from approved organisations. The report included a summary timeline for the 
draft RL TP process. Len advised that the draft RL TP will be presented at the next 
meeting on 20 February 2012; public notification and consultation would then follow. 

Resolved 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 

(a) Receives the report "Revised Regional Land Transport Programme 
development Timeframes"; and 

(b) Endorses the process for developing the 2012-15 RLTP. 

3. Active Transport Project Appraisal Procedures 

Len Fleete presented this report drawing the committee's attention to a submission 
point received during the draft RL TS 2012-42 consultation process that asked the 
committee to reconsider the project appraisal procedures that are applied to active 
transport projects. 

There was general support for continued advocacy for active transport. A further 
report will be prepared next year which examines synergies and differences between 
the newly adopted RL TS policies and existing government policies. 

Resolved 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 

(a) Receives the report "Active Transport Project Appraisal procedures". 
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(b) A further report be prepared which identifies the alignment and gaps between 
the GPS and other Government policies, and the recently adopted Regional 
Transport Strategy. 

4. Fit for Purpose Review of the Canterbury Stock Effluent Disposal Site Network 

Simon Milner spoke to this item which was an update on the adequacy of the current 
network of stock effluent disposal sites in the Canterbury region, and also arose out of 
submissions to the RL TS, and recommends that the committee asks the New 
Zealand Transport Agency to revisit modelling of stock movements in the South 
Island to assess the adequacy of the current network. 

There was discussion around the modelling that was carried out 10 years ago and 
may need re-visiting. It was suggested that the territorial authorities already had the 
information on problem areas and that the current model could be updated 
incorporating this information. 

It was also mentioned that an approach had been made by Dairy New Zealand and 
Beef and Lamb New Zealand for a one page document with procedures for farmers to 
use which could significantly reduce the amount of effluent. 

Resolved 

That the Canterbury Regional Transport Committee: 

(a) Receives the report "Fit for Purpose Review of the Canterbury Stock Effluent 
Disposal Site Network"; 

(b) Write to the New Zealand Transport Agency and the Road Controlling 
Authorities Forum requesting that a further study be commissioned into 
modelling stock movements on the South Island; and 

(c) Uses the results from this work to assess the adequacy of the current network 
of stock effluent disposal sites in the Canterbury region. 

MATTERS FOR INFORMATION 

Two items were presented to the Committee for information: 

• Consultation on future role, structure and funding of RTC Working Groups and 
Forums 

• Emerging Information from the Ministry of Transport 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 11 SUBJECT MATTER: PUBLIC EXCLUDED 

REPORT: Council DATE OF MEETING: 9 February 2012 

FILE REFERENCES: PORTFOLIO: 
PROJECT: 
OUTPUT: 

REPORT BY: Louise McDonald, Senior 
Administration Officer 

MEETING WITH PUBLIC EXCLUDED 

That the public be excluded from the following part of the proceedings of this meeting, namely: 

12.1 Proposed Amendments to Governance Arrangements for UDS Implementation and 
Earthquake Recovery Planning - CERA 

12.2 Environment Canterbury's Response to the Royal Commission's Report on the 
Management of Earthquake Risk by Canterbury Regional Council and Christchurch 
City Council. 

The general subject of the matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for 
passing this resolution and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution are as follows: 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Proposed Amendments to 
Governance Arrangements for 
UDS Implementation and 
Earthquake Recovery Planning -
CERA 

Environment Canterbury's 
Response to the Royal 
Commission's Report on the 
Management of Earthquake Risk 
by Canterbury Regional Council 
and Christchurch City Council. 

Reason for passing this resolution Ground(s) under section 48(1) 
in relation to each matter for the passing of this 

resolution 

That good reason exists for not 
discussing the matter with the public 
present and is not outweighed by the Section 48(1)(a) 
public interest. 

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1) of the Local Government Official Information 
and Meetings Act 1987 and on the grounds that the public conduct of the parts of the meeting 
considering the above two items would be likely to result in the disclosure of information for which 
good reason to withhold exists under section 7 of that Act, namely withholding of the information 
to: 

Protect information which is subject to an obligation of confidence or which any person has 
been or could be compelled to provide under the authority of any enactment, where the 
making available of the information-

(i) Would be likely to prejudice the supply of similar information, or information from the 
same source, and it is in the public interest that such information should continue to be 
supplied; 7(2)(a)(i) 

I also move that appropriate officers remain to provide advice to the Council. 
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