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Pauatahanui Residents Association 
Minutes of the Management Committee Meeting held at 325 Gray’s Road at 7.30 pm on Thursday 15th October 2009
1. Present. John Mazenier; [Chair]; Ken McAdam; Alan Gray [Secretary];  Nicky Chapman; & Anna Dellow.  
2. Apologies:   Mary Dighton, Kay Middleton, Janet Mazenier; Mike Conroy
3. Minutes of the previous meeting: The minutes of the previous meeting of Thursday 17 September 2009 were approved. .  Moved: Ken; seconded: Anna.
4. Matters arising from the Minutes:  
4.1. Pauatahanui Village Strategy.  The first liaison meeting with PCC to discuss progress on the Village Strategy will be held on Thursday 22 October. The Committee notes the development of a new ‘Rural Trading’ store in Pauatahanui which will improve services & help revitalise the commercial area.  

4.2. Charities Commission Registration. Following Ken’s revised application, the Charities Commission has approved Pauatahanui Residents Association’s registration as a charity. Certificate number CC42516. The Commission requests an annual return including the  annual financial audit.
4.3. Battle Hill Farm Forest Park Management Plan and RES NZ Limited: The GWRC Hearings Committee has finally reported and made recommendations following the hearing on the revised BHFFPMP in April.  Of the 40 plus submitters, all but five, opposed the use of Battle Hill for access to a wind farm, blade flyover or any ancillary wind farm activity.  The Hearings Committee recommendations PROHIBITED all three – access, blade flyover and all ancillary wind farm activity.  However, it was revealed prior to the recommendations going to the Sustainability Committee on 15 October, that RES NZ Ltd, the Puketiro wind farm developer, is apparently exempt from the provisions of the revised plan, and that the GWRC was treating RES as ‘business as usual’ – despite the fact that it does not have an extant legal contract.  This is of considerable concern, because in effect this means the Hearings Committee was misled, as indeed were ALL the submitters.  What the Hearings Committee intended by instructing officials to delete all references to wind farm activities within Battle Hill Farm Forest Park (which is now the case) appears to have been ignored by officials and the Plan is “for the future” – i.e. it only applies to other potential wind farm operators. Submitters are seeking legal advice and are also seeking confirmation from Councillors that this is what they understood they were agreeing to.  The Hearings Committee recommendation goes to the full Council on 11 November.

4.4. Porirua Plan Change 7 Wind Farms: The decision on these Hearings has been deferred & is now expected on 18th December. 
4.5. Villages Programme. A donation of $700 has been received from PCC as a share of the award to PCC of the NZ Post Supreme Award for the Councils Village programme; which Pauatahanui joined last year. 
4.6. Pauatahanui History Project.  Application to the Hutt-Mana charitable Trust succeeded in raising $2,000 towards expenses for an Historian when appointed. Application to the Mana Community Grants Foundation to pay the Historian under contact did not succeed. The group will now apply through PRA to the Heritage Section of the Lotteries Board although the maximum amount they will grant is $5,000. Application to other organisations will follow. Currently the Group have a budget of approximately $3,300 towards expenses. John has offered to explore further funding options. The following  resolution was  passed to support this application-

Resolution 
It was resolved at the meeting of the Pauatahanui Residents Association Management Committee on 15th October 2009, that an application be made to the Lotteries Board for funds towards a contract for an Historian to write a history of the Pauatahanui District . The total amount requested is $5,000 [five thousand dollars.]. The motion was moved by Nicky Chapman & seconded by Anna Dellow. The motion was duly carried. 
4.7. Bank Account for the History Project. There are continuing problems with setting up this account at the National Bank. Originally it was intended that members of the Pauatahanui History Group, who are also members of the PRA, would be co-signatories on the account. However this is technically not feasible as the bank's system cannot distinguish between signatories from different groups. It was therefore decided that the present 3 signatories on the PRA's main account should also be signatories on the History Account; which simplifies the whole process. This has been discussed with the History Group who agrees to this. The signatories for the History Account will be John Mazenier [Chair]; Mary Dighton [Treasurer]; & Alan Gray [Secretary]. Only 2 signatures are required on each cheque. Separation of the main PRA account & the History account will occur for audit purposes; & the History Group supplied with a copy of the monthly bank statement. Moved :John Mazenier; seconded :Alan Gray; & approved by members of the Committee. 

4.8. Inlet Pathway: A meeting was held on 10th September of interested organisations convened by PCC to reach agreement on the line of the Inlet Pathway from Ration Point to the junction of Gray’s Road with Paekakariki Hill Road. There were strong objections to one of the proposals to build a walk way on the mudflats of the inlet beyond the line of the rushes; & final agreement was reached on a line as close to the road as possible & similar to the alternative option in the PCC plan. The line between Ration Creek & Pauatahanui Village was approved, as a considerable improvement on the original plan. It remains for the construction details of the pathway to be provided before it can be signed off.
4.9. Traffic accidents on SH58 & Gray’s Road.  As noted in the last minutes; following the deaths of two young men on Gray’s road, PCC convened a meeting to discuss road traffic issues in the Pauatahanui area. We are still awaiting a follow up meeting on the result of a number of suggestions that were made then. Two speed indicators have since been installed which also monitor the traffic load & records the speed of individual vehicles [without identifying them] to give a statistical data base. One of these has already been vandalised.  Alan to follow up with PCC.
5. General Business

5.1. Accounts. -  As at 30 September 2009 this stands at $4,572-33 [Including approximately $1350 for the history project, soon to be transferred the new account.]. 
5.2. Access to the Pauatahanui Burial ground. The Pauatahanui Residents Association Committee representative on the Pauatahanui Burial Ground Managers Group established by PCC  reports that that two thirds of PCC’s budget for this year to maintain the Burial Ground had been spent on legal fees over trying to establish legal access to the ground via the  St Albans Church drive way. The legal access to the ground was lost   when the main road out of Pauatahanui was widened in about the 1960’s & no provision was made to replace it. [The access had apparently not been used for some time before then in preference to the ease of access from the St. Albans driveway]. A Memorandum of Understanding signed by the Anglican Parish of Pauatahanui; along with Porirua City Council, PRA, & others on 29th April 2002; agreed that informal access across its property to the Burial Ground could continue, & it would not oppose the creation of legal access provided there is no detriment to its property or activities. PRA is not aware of the specific problems hindering legalising the access but is concerned at the apparent loss of funds to maintain the Burial ground by legal issues; given the existing agreement with the Parish in the  MOU & the principle of customary use. A letter to be sent to PCC  encouraging further negotiation, & mediation if necessary, & that the PRA Chair would be willing to be involved in this, given PRA was a signatory to the MOU. 
5.3. Septic Tank Bylaws: PCC is currently updating its bylaw on Wastewater Systems, because the Local Government Act requires review by July 2010. Public consultation consisted of an advertisement in the Kapi Mana on 26 May 2009. Following this Council received & considered 4 submissions, one from a local resident, & 3 others from the Regional Medical officer of Health, Greater Wellington Regional Council, &  Carrus Corporation, [a local developer involved with the Aotea & Silverwood developments]. Problems with this process by PCC are-

· The public consultation may have fulfilled their legal obligation but was totally inadequate by PCC standards. The Council has a good reputation for public consultation. The single advertisement talks about wastewater & effluent disposal systems & is technical. There is not a single mention of septic tanks. Yet Part 3 of this 31 page document; [pages 19 – 31] deals exclusively with septic tanks. No effort was made to contact the rural residents either by PCC’s own data base, or through the Residents Association, or by rural mail. Yet every rural dwelling is significantly affected by extra cost, & intrusion in to their property. PCC has invented a new term to justify this lack of consultation-“consultation fatigue.”
· PCC is adamant that it will not revisit the public notification again despite its fatal –flaws, & is moving on to remediation issues.  The rights & wrongs of this bylaw change have yet to be debated. The affected rural residents have been denied a chance to discuss the pros & cons. The only reason rural residents became aware of the issue is because Councillor Tin Sheppard made some enquires amongst rural residents to learn more about the issue. 

· Essentially they appear to require all septic tank systems to be licensed [for a fee] & to be inspected every 3 years [at the owners expense] & a report provided to Council on its status. The original document required that every septic tank be cleaned out every 3 years. This part has since been revoked when it was pointed out that pumping out of septic tanks is dependent upon the type of system, the size of the tank, &  the size of the household using it, & is quite variable; & that excessive cleaning has a detrimental effect on the tanks decomposition process. .

· PCC has not only failed to adequately notify these changes [presumably only one rural resident making a verbal & oral submission was a cause of relief rather than concern]; but has failed to justify the expense & bureaucracy involved. This is ironic given the failure over the years for both PCC & GWRC to deal with effluent problems that have been brought to their notice. The only hint of a public health problem has been in  Pauatahanui Village where there have been frequent complaints because the drainage systems are more crowded & often limited by their proximity to sea level. Previous requests over the years for connection of the Village to the adjacent sewer system have been vigorously declined by PCC in the past.  
· PCC has agreed to 1] Provide details of their notification of the by-law change [done & summarised above]; 2] Provide a summary of the by-law changes[since received]; & 3] provide material for a newsletter explaining the subject which PRA will print & distribute to the rural area [since  received.] 

· PRA will review  the matter at its next Management Committee meeting on 19th November.

6. Correspondence: Nil. 
7. Date of Next meeting – 7.30 pm Thursday 19th November 2009 at 325 Gray’s Road.
John Mazenier  Chair. Pauatahanui Residents Association.   
Correspondence c/- The Secretary. 325 Gray’s Road, RD 1, Porirua 5381
Website www.pauatahanui.com  
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