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Hearing Schedule Thursday 20 March 2025 

(5 Min) 
Starting 
Page # 

Sub # Person Organisation 

1.00 pm     Opening   

1:10 pm  4 228 Edward Parker   

1.15 pm  6 271 Christine Parker   

1.20 pm  8 352 Gareth Payne   

1.25 pm         

1.30 pm  11 267 Harvey Polglase 
Darfield Residents 
Association 

1.35 pm         

1.40 pm  13 350 Darryl Griffin   

1.45 pm     Overrun/reflection time   

1.50 pm  19 346 Douglas Marshall   

1.55 pm         

2.00 pm  27 283 Samuel Wilshire   

2.05 pm  28 367 Samuel Wilshire 
West Melton Residents 
Association 

2.10 pm  33 226 Basil and Trudi Meyer   

2.15 pm         

2.20 pm  37 273 Mark Alexander 
Rolleston Residents 
Association 

2.25 pm         

2.30 pm  39 297 Denise Carrick Lincoln Voice 

2.35 pm     Overrun/reflection time   

2.40 pm         

2.45 pm         

2.50 pm  42 335 Brian Lester   

2.55 pm         

3.00 pm     Afternoon Tea   

3.05 pm     Afternoon Tea   

3.10 pm     Afternoon Tea   

3.15 pm     Afternoon Tea   
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3.20 pm  48 254 Susan Farmer   

3.25 pm  49 345 David Farmer   

3.30 pm         

3.35 pm  50 174 Steve Garbett   

3.40 pm  52 363 Sarah Manifold   

3.45 pm         

3.50 pm    298 Kenneth May    

3.55 pm         

4.00 pm     Overrun/reflection time   

4.05 pm  55 393 Keith Taege   

4.10 pm         

4.15 pm  58  364 Graeme Young   

4.20 pm         

4.25 pm         

4.30 pm  61 336 Lieuwe Doubleday   

4.35 pm         

4.40 pm  68 328 Delwyn McKenzie    

4.45 pm  69 295 Helen Stevenson    

4.50 pm  70 259 Gail Harkerss   

4.55 pm     Overrun/reflection time   

5.00 pm  71 296 
Allison Rosanowski - Joining 
Online 

  

5.05 pm  72 344 Calvin Payne   

5.10 pm  75 142 Nadine Butcher   

5.15 pm  77 385 John Verry   

5.20 pm  81 372 John Verry Malvern Community Board 

5.25 pm  88 396 Bruce Russell 
John Verry speaking for 
Bruce Russell 

5:30 pm     Closing Karakia   
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Wishing to be heard - timing to be confirmed 

 

Page # Sub # Person 

91 9 Gary Martini 

92 275 L Gourlie 

94 298 Kenneth May 

97 305 Haydn Porritt 

99 332 Nikki Chippendale 

100 387 William Gye 

103 397 Vanessa Murray 
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Submitter Number: 228 

 

Full Name: Edward Parker 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

Based upon my reading of the consultation document there is no real advantage for 
ratepayers to move Council drinking water and wastewater assets into a new Water 
Council Controlled Organisation (WSCCO). The rates and water service charges must 
increase if assets are moved into a WSCCO. There will be duplication of staff and many 
transition costs that will have to be recovered. The consultation document shows a 10 
year period before any possible and unknown cost savings are made, yet there is no 
evidence to support this. The only advantage of a WSCCO, that I can see, is its ability 
to raise capital easier than a Council can, yet there are no records of any project that 
would need that advantage. Add to this that the Selwyn District Council (SDC) has a 
very high credit rating, a WSCCO is not needed. It appears that the SDC has not given 
the ratepayers all the facts it has. Why is this? The SDC currently manages our water 
infrastructure very effectively and fairly economically. Why make the change to a 
WSCCO? We would also lose any say that we have through our Councillors or at the 
ballot box if a WSCCO is set up. Any individual or organisation that is managing a 
service and an asset well would be crazy to move that service to a contractor when 
costs would increase, risks would increase, and there would be a lack of say in how the 
service and assets were managed in the future. I urge the SDC to retain the drinking 
water services and wastewater services inhouse. Thank you Eddie Parker 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

The Selwyn District Council (SDC) is currently managing the water and waste water 
infrastructure quite well, also much of the infrastructure is relatively new due to big 
growth within the distract. What change this system when it appears to be working well 
? The ratepayer would be disadvantaged by any move to establish a Water Services 
Council controlled organisation (WSCCO) 
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Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
No 

Please add your comments 
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Submitter Number: 271 

 

Full Name: Christine Parker 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

Selwyn District Council has done a great job at managing and maintaining our current 
water infrastructure, and has done so in a cost effective manner, for the benefit of the 
ratepayers. I see no reason to change the current system (if it ain't broke, don't fix it) 
and believe we should keep it in-house. If at some point in the future this needs to be 
reviewed, please report back to the ratepayers with your proposal as to why a council 
owned organisation should be formed. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

All towns in Selwyn are in a growth mode, meaning much of the water infrastructure is 
relatively new. Council has managed this growth and infrastructure well, and I see no 
reason why, with increased resources as the district grows, the in-house model should 
be changed. Under the current system, Council reports to the people, the very people 
who voted them in, and many of these people are struggling financially at the current 
time. Retaining an in-house delivery ensures accountability, cost efficiency, and 
community input. I know the council has been leading the way on many issues in local 
government, but this doesn't mean we have to lead in every area. There may be a need 
to re-look at this in the future, but now is not the time. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

My comments don't so much relate to the WSCCO model, but my findings as I have 
endeavoured to seek information and understand this document. For such an important 
issue, we have only been given two options. Surely the need to revisit a WSCCO model 
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could be considered. On Tuesday 4 March I went to the Council office in Rolleston to 
obtain copies of the document to pass to neighbours and friends as many people seem 
unaware of this project (as I was until recently when I attended a Residents and 
Ratepayers meeting). I want to be fully informed and believe we all should be. I was 
given 19 copies of the document and told "this is all we have". I was astounded that with 
such an important project 19 copies were all that were available. I had also checked the 
Council's website for dates and times of public meetings, but I could find no information. 
I mentioned this to the person I dealt with at the Council office and, after checking, they 
admitted the information was missing and advised it would be added. There were four 
meetings in total; three taking place during the week at 6 pm for one hour, and another 
taking place at 10 am on a Saturday. These times would hardly seem suitable for many 
people returning home from work, and those with families to feed. Surely, surely the 
meeting times should be planned to fit in around schedules of the people to whom you 
are seeking feedback, and not your staff. I attended a meeting at the Lincoln library on 
the evening of Thursday 6 March at 6 pm. I spoke to several staff members. I advised 
the lead person that I had only been able to obtain 19 copies of the document. He was 
shocked and told me that there were "cartons of them". I informed him that the staff 
didn't know as I was told only 19 were available. I also told him that the meeting venues, 
dates and times were also not available on the Council website, and that I had drawn 
this to the attention of staff. I asked other staff members present what the turnout to the 
meetings had been like, and I was informed that it was very poor. I said this was 
probably because the meetings were not advertised sufficiently. In light of the lack of 
publicity advising of the meetings by the Council, the fact that people had to go and pick 
up the consultation documents, and the limited time in which people could respond to 
this proposal by 12 March, I would suggest that this whole process be started over so 
that every resident and ratepayer in the district has an opportunity to learn about this 
project and make a submission. My suggestions are: 1. The consultation document (and 
there are cartons of them) be delivered to every household 2. Meetings be openly 
advertised, and held at more suitable times for residents to attend. Also that they be 
held in venues large enough for people to be addressed and to ask questions so we can 
hear what others have to say, unlike at the library where we were seen individually by 
staff. I would have been interested to hear concerns of others. 3. And a new date for 
closing of comments. 
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Submitter Number: 352 

 

Full Name: Gareth Payne 

Organisation:   
Suburb: Annat  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 267 

 

Full Name: Harvey Polglase 

Organisation: Darfield Residents Association  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

We do not need the costs associated with an additional bureaucracy which will increase 
ratepayer charges until at least 2034. 
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Submitter Number: 350 

 

Full Name: Darryl Griffin 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 346 

 

Full Name: Douglas Marshall 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

I can see the logic for the ESCCO decision but I think there are more matters that need 
to be considered before the final delivery option is selected 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Refer to my previous comment. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

See my attached submission 
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Submitter Number: 283 

 

Full Name: Samuel Wilshire 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

No punctuation, so this question can read two ways. I bet submitters got confused by 
question 1. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Given when a family max out their credit card, they reduce spending and pay down the 
debt. Normally they don’t simply pick up a new credit card with the same limit… For new 
infrastructure the proposed plan of expenditure is obscene in the WMSCCO model. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Second time writing this as it timed out. The consultation process is flawed, we’ve had 
numerous different answers to the same questions depending on what drop in session I 
attended. Staff earmarked to shift to CCO are running and participating in drop in 
sessions and advocated for CCO model, if these council staff receive a severance or 
redundancy package this would most definitely be considered a conflict of interest. 
Currently the CFO can’t confirm or deny after 11 months what’s owed, to who and what 
the rates of interest are. Why would residents trust you to borrow $1 more let alone 
$600,000,000? Where’s the 2 million dollars gone that was allocated for the 
establishment team? And why is the council suggesting this amount will need to be 
topped up for something we haven’t decided on yet? 
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Submitter Number: 367 

 

Full Name: Samuel Wilshire 

Organisation: West Melton District Residents Association  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 226 

 

Full Name: Basil and Trudi Meyer 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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36 
 

 

  



 

37 
 

 

Submitter Number: 273 

 

Full Name: Mark Alexander 
Organisation: Rolleston Residents Association  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

On the information in the consultation document there is no clear advantage for 
ratepayers in the next decade if a WSCCO is created. . Rates + water service charges 
will increase faster in the WSCCO model that in the "in-house" model. There is a 
promise that after the first 10 years the WSCCO will be cheaper than the in-house 
model but there is no evidence in the consultation document to support this. The 
promise that charges/rates will go down after Year 10 is the promise every council 
makes in the 10 year Long Term Plan (LTP). In every subsequent LTP the decrease at 
year 10 is not realised. The consultation document has no evidence of any water 
services project that would require the extra borrowing ability that a WSCCO would 
have. The SDC already has the best credit rating a council can have, therefore a 
WSCCO can not borrow money at an interest rate lower than council itself. Council has 
to guarantee any WSCCO borrowing to enable the wholly own WSCCO to borrow. So 
where's the savings coming from? Commonsense says extra borrowing means extra 
repayments. Sure it means more projects can be done sooner, but they will cost more 
overall if more is borrowed over a longer term. Councilors state that there is more 
information not in the consultation document that would better explain the rationale and 
need for a WSCCO !!! Why, then, is that information not in the consultation document? 
Does council not trust our community to understand this information? On the basis on 
extremely short timeframes & incomplete documentation the Rolleston Residents 
Association ask the Selwyn District Council to retain in-house management of potable 
and waste water assets and services. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Retaining in-house management of potable and waste water assets and services is the 
best model for Selwyn's ratepayers. If in the future a WSCCO needs to be reconsidered 
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then the retention of in-house management allows this. The converse is not true. If the 
WSCCO model is adopted and this turns out to be the wrong decision it will be much 
more expense to reverse the creation of the WSCCO. Prudence would recommend that 
the Selwyn District Council choose the option that has the least impacts on rates and 
charges to Selwyn's ratepayers, that is retain in-house management of potable water 
and waste water services and assets. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

The consultation document did not identify any projects that would require any 
additional borrowing that WSCOO would provide that aren't already in the Selwyn 
District Council Long Term Plan (LTP). Vague statements about that their may be a 
need at a future point for funding for unidentified projects at some unidentified time are 
simply not good enough. Our community signed off on the LTP last year with the 
assurance from Council and elected members that this was the plan for 10 years. The 
consultation document doesn't identify any changes to the LTP. Creation of the 
WSCOO will impose extra costs on our community in which many ratepayers are 
already struggling to pay their rates and charges. If Council has more information why 
wasn't this extra information in the consultation document? 
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Submitter Number: 297 

 

Full Name: Denise Carrick 

Organisation: Lincoln Voice  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
No 

Please add your comments 
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Submitter Number: 335 

 

Full Name: Brian Lester 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 254 

 

Full Name: Susan Farmer 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

as yet there has been no presentation to the ratepayers as to the perceived need to 
outsource care and control of these assets. the new legislation anticipated is not 
currently available. when it is discussions can be initiated with ratepayers allowing an 
appropriate time period within which to debate the factual requirements of good 
stewardship of the assets and the finances envisaged. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Selwyn district currently has excellent water facilities, the cost of which has already 
been borne by the ratepayers. firstly establish that there is a priority need to change any 
part ot the current system and secondly determine what the options are. should the 
ratepayers agree with council presentations and the projected costs to the people a 
WSCCO can always be created later. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

considering the fact that Selwyn district has such a good system already provided and 
maintained, the haste to hand it on to an other body of contractors with only three 
weeks notice to ratepayers but accompanying establishment costs, no accountability to 
those ratepayers and untenable and irreversible rates rises, can only be viewed as 
highly suspisious. in an election year this haste to commit Selwyn ratepayers to such a 
future with inadequate care to their voice on this matter will undoubtedly undermine 
further the trust in current Council members 
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Submitter Number: 345 

 

Full Name: David Farmer 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

This will be less accountable and add further financial burden to Selwyn over the long 
term. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

No large setup costs plus greater accountability. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Why is SDC rushing to move ahead of legislation? What vested interests does this 
serve? There is nothing to be gained from this for the ratepayer, and everything to lose! 
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Submitter Number: 174 

 

Full Name: Steve Garbett 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council?  
No 

Please add your comments 

The benefits of this change to a WSCCO as a single authority do not seem clear. A 
WSCCO requires additional set up costs, additional overheads to run with the 
investment levels essentially being the same in terms of asset renewal over the next 10 
years. My view is that the ONLY benefit is to borrow more (i.e. additional cost of debt) to 
do the work faster rather than prioritise the asset renewal programmes over time. This 
requires an additional cost ratepayers and seems counter-intuitive as the savings are 
projected to be 10 years away, and may not be realised due to the huge number of 
changing variables that may come into play in the intervening period. I also cannot 
support a WSCCO proposal which is then not accountable to the local democratic 
process. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model?   
Yes 

Please add your comments 

The council is currently a single entity with a democratically led approach to delivering 
what are essentially the same challenges for the future of water services in our district 
either way. The in-house council team need to improve their efficiency in the way they 
manage and renew their assets, and they also need to optimise the way they manage 
externally-driven development that adds pressure to the existing assets through a 
proper framework that charges developers for their expanded growth and additional 
demands for service. Rather creating an additional WSCCO overhead, the existing SDC 
in-house water delivery team need to maximise their management capability to justify 
appropriate government funding and make strong data-driven renewal and investment 
programmes to achieve efficient and prioritised delivery programmes to meet increased 
legislative requirements and ratepayer’s level of service needs. I do not accept the need 
for ratepayers to pay $3,000+ of additional charges over 10 years to accommodate 
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WSCCO overheads and the cost of additional debt with no guarantee of a reduction 
from 2034 onwards. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

The case for a single authority CCO is not strong. Council already has the responsibility 
and accountability to ratepayers to deliver water services and meet the government's 
requirements so setting up a CCO seems an unnecessary step. The case would be 
different if this was a multi-authority CCO where there would be economies of scale and 
the need to manage cross-boundary politics - if this situation were to eventuate then the 
council could re-visit the CCO option in the future. 
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Submitter Number: 363 

 

Full Name: Sarah Manifold 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 393 

 

Full Name: Keith Taege 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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58 
 

 

Submitter Number: 364 

 

Full Name: Graeme Young 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 336 

 

Full Name: Lieuwe Doubleday 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

The proposed costs are unnecessary creating more intergenerational debt is not 
welcome. The current inhouse team have done a great job. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 
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66 
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Submitter Number: 328 

 

Full Name: Delwyn McKenzie 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

I am opposed to this proposal due to the high cost it will incur for the next generation. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

How about supplying every household in Selwyn with a filter system for water? It could 
mean we wouldn't have to have our water chlorinated either, saving costs there. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Outside experts/consultants can put the prices up anytime they like and they are also 
not elected representatives by Selwyn rate payers. 
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Submitter Number: 295 

 

Full Name: Helen Stevenson 

Organisation:   
Suburb: West Melton  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

It is unethical to commit to such a multi generational debt load, especially as nothing 
can be known about the future interest rate changes, and it is completely unacceptable 
to just keep raising rates . Borrowing up to 500% of total revenue is total madness - 
unless ALL the people on the WSCCO board and in management are held accountable 
and liable for the debt repayment !!! That would work - because that financial 
responsibility would make them pause and rethink their blithe overspending. It is 
undemocratic to have an organisation that is not accountable to voting rate payers - 
unelected people have NO place in councils, and have absolutely NO right to make 
financial decisions that affect rate payers. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

This is the democratic option - the council is held accountable to the rate payers, and 
when we dont like your decisions , we vote you OUT ! 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

To repeat, it is completely undemocratic to have an unelected organisation that is able 
to have a financial influence and apply a resulting financial burden on rate payers - 
there MUST be accountability to us, the rate payers. Without us, the council would have 
NO revenue ! Therefore , the Mayor and councillors should think VERY carefully about 
their decision, every decision in fact ! 
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Submitter Number: 259 

 

Full Name: Gail Harkerss 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

I would be very concerned to see this be at arm length from the Council and rate 
payers. I am worried about the ability to borrow large sums of money. I also believe 
such an entity is adding a layer of unnecessary costs by setting up a new infrastructure 
which will duplicate many of the costs that exist within the Council already. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

I think the infrastructure already exists within the Council along with the necessary 
management. This model gives greater accountability to rate payers and also will not 
increase the rates as much as the projected costs with the other proposed model. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

This model concerns me greatly as there are less controls around how it is managed, its 
ability to borrow. which is ultimately the responsibility for the rate payer to repay. I am 
also concerned that the Council appears to be rushing in with no good reason prior to 
the legislation even being passed which also worries me. 
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Submitter Number: 296 

 

Full Name: Allison Rosanowski 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

This process was supposed to be a consultation with the community. The Consultation 
document is clear that the Council's preference is for a WSCCO. The Council already 
employs people to manage water and waste water. If a WSCCO is the outcome these 
people must be made redundant. this costs. Any employment process for a new body 
must be an open process. Already the Council has employed two people to manage the 
process. Will their contacts finish and new positions be advertised on the open market? 
Directors' fees will be another new cost. Rate payers will not elect Directors. The carrot 
proposed by the present government for establishing a WSCCO is increased borrowing 
. Governments change. Selwyn currently is managing water and waste water 
successfully so there is no reason to abandon Council control. My understanding is that 
for WSCCO's to be economic they should provide for a population of a minimum of 
200.000 people. Selwyn does not have that population. Our neighbouring Councils are 
keeping water and waste services inhouse. So should Selwyn. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Present Council controlled system is working well. Ratepayers have some control 
through three yearly elections. A WSCCO would distance ratepayers from the expected 
services. While there has been considerable work to produce the figures in the 
Consultation document the basis for these figures are estimates. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Puts distance between rate payers and service delivery.  
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Submitter Number: 344 

 

Full Name: Calvin Payne 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
No 

Please add your comments 
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Submitter Number: 142 

 

Full Name: Nadene Butcher 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council?  
No 

Please add your comments 

1 - Lack of Information in Consultation Document *The Your Water Done Well 
Consultation Document lacks sufficient detail. *It presents a generalized intent rather 
than a clear, comprehensive plan. *The document appears biased in favor of WSCCO 
while portraying Selwyn District Council (SDC) as incapable. 2 - Uncertainty in 
Legislation *The government’s legislation on this matter has not been finalized. *Without 
a legal framework in place, WSCCO cannot accurately outline its intentions or predict 
outcomes for ratepayers. 3 - Lack of Public Consultation and Referendum *A decision of 
this scale should be made with full public input. *A local referendum is necessary to 
ensure residents can make an informed choice. *The current two-week consultation 
period is inadequate, especially given the low public awareness of this proposal. 4 - 
Selwyn's Existing Water Infrastructure Selwyn District is expanding and has newer 
infrastructure compared to many other regions. *Areas like Lincoln, Rolleston, Leeston, 
Darfield, Kirwee, and West Melton have benefited from recent investments. *There was 
nothing wrong with SD water in the first place, until they put Chlorine in it. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model?   
Yes 

Please add your comments 

*The consultation period should be extended to allow proper community engagement. 
*A local referendum should be held to ensure residents are informed of the legislation 
and cost, so they can have a direct say in this decision. *This whole agenda needs to be 
re looked at due to lack of transparency and detailed information. You can always go 
forward but you can never go back - 2 weeks consult with the public is appalling! 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
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Yes 

Please add your comments 

- **Lack of Information and Clarity** - The model presented in the document lacks 
sufficient detail and transparency. - How can WSCCO create an accurate model without 
having access to the finalized legislation? - **Financial Concerns** - Where does 
WSCCO derive the claim of 500% leverage from with the LGFA? - What are WSCCO’s 
actual equity and collateral? - **Affordability for Ratepayers** - How do local and central 
governments expect ratepayers to afford the costs of setting up a new entity? - This 
transition could place a significant financial burden on the community. - **Risk and 
Accountability** - If this new entity fails, who will be responsible for the financial 
consequences? - Will ratepayers be left to cover the costs? - This is inter-generational 
debt once again! Plus you didn't give the SDC time to even give the rate payers enough 
time for consultation - this is being pushed through and looks like a re branding of 3 
WATERS! 
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Submitter Number: 385 

 

Full Name: John Verry 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 372 

 

Full Name: John Verry 

Organisation: Malvern Community Board  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 396 

 

Full Name: Bruce Russell 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 9 

 

Full Name: Gary Martini 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

No need to increase an already bloated council head count as you are currently coping 
with the workload within the current structure... Additioanlly, water is not a person 
therefore does not required mumbo jumbo protection which will no doubt require $ to 
cross palms of the special people. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
No 

Please add your comments 
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Submitter Number: 275 

 

Full Name: L Gourlie 

Organisation:   
Suburb: Halswell  
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

WASCCO will be an expensive, multi-layered barrier between ratepayers & 
accountability through elected Councillors. No consultation or accountability to the 
people who own the assets and pay the bills. Consultation is of course relative - Mayor 
Sam has made up his mind - so a Chair has already been appointed to a non existant 
body. Mayor Sam has form signing agreements without consultation - the ODT's 
headline ..." Mayor blasted over 'wrong and abusive process". And it's One of the 
supposed benefits of a WASCCO is the ability for the entity to borrow more money than 
in-house entity - no consultation, no accountability. Ratepayers saddled with more debt 
and higher rates. ENOUGH! 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Apparently in-house entity is unable raise money at the level of a WSCCO - this is a real 
bonus, - accountability and consultation in the in-house model, whats not to like? And 
perhaps in time the Carter Group in particular will have to pay a realistic contribution 
toward their developments rather than the ratepayer subsidizing the company's 
subdivisions and contributing directly to their profits. 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

Empire building by of Mayor Sam, who states in a video that Selwyn's WSCCO will be 
nothing like Wellington's entity and it's water woes. He can't know that and its 
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disingenuous to say otherwise - Wellingtons entity is being mightily ripped off by 
contractors on top of other problems. Selwyn as a new post-earthquake district has for 
the most part new infrastructure - no EQ damage, no 50 year old pipes and if Selwyn 
does have compromised infrastructure then ratepayers money has been squandered on 
other non-infrastructure spending. Medical Centre - leave that to Govt or the market.. If 
there are problems requiring larger sums that an in-house model can deliver then 
ratepayer money has been 
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Submitter Number: 298 

 

Full Name: Kenneth May 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 305 

 

Full Name: Haydn Porritt 
Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

If the Waimakariri DC has made an assessment that it is more economical to keep the 
services in-house, then there needs to be some serious questions asked of the SDC 
existing operational efficiency and planning considering the vast majority of the 
infrastructure within the district is significantly newer than that of the WDC. Further, 
WDC they have focused on keeping rates down as a priority for their residents whereas 
SDC appears to think 15-20% rate increases year on year is acceptable, no doubt 
influenced by the Mayor's personal opinion that "it should be 20%". We see less for our 
rates than ever before whilst seeing many examples of the SDC burning money for the 
sake of it. Further, this attitude is why NO other council will work with SDC. The 
Waimakariri, Hurunui and Kaikoura DC work together to undertake a detailed review of 
five options, and continue to collaborate even thou the former chooses a different option 
from the latter. What does that say about the SDC performance and general attitude to 
delivering for its ratepayers. 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

You are still keeping hold of the stormwater which for many doesn't exist on their 
properties yet are still billed for it. If the existing can't be run with the constraints of 
existing staff and within budget then there is a big problem. We don't need a huge sum 
of money being paid to people for redundancies to then move to the same job under 
another name nor do we need to have another "management group" to dilute the 
efficiencies further. Further, whilst under direct management of the council there is the 
ability for this performance to be reviewed, outside we have another CORDE burning 
rate payers money without question and an open chequebook. 
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Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

It is not needed. Changing names, creating another "group of management" and having 
no direct visibility to the ratepayer are designed to remove accountability of performance 
from the currently poorly planned and performing arrangement. 
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Submitter Number: 332 

 

Full Name: Nikki Chippendale 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
 
 

 

Do you support the proposed transition of the Selwyn District Council drinking 
and wastewater assets and services into a new Water Services Council 
Controlled Organisation (WSCCO) with stormwater services to remain within 
Council? 
No 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you prefer that the Selwyn District Council continues with a future in-house 
water delivery model? 
Yes 

Please add your comments 

 
 

 

Do you have any comments on the WSCCO model? Comments 
No 

Please add your comments 
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Submitter Number: 387 

 

Full Name: William Gye 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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Submitter Number: 397 

 

Full Name: Vanessa Murray 

Organisation:   
Wish to speak to the submission: Yes  
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