Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakatu

AGENDA

Ordinary meeting of the

Works and Infrastructure Committee

Thursday 12 February 2015
Commencing at the conclusion of the Council meeting
Council Chamber
Civic House
110 Trafalgar Street, Nelson

Membership: Councillor Eric Davy (Chairperson), Her Worship the Mayor
Rachel Reese, Councillors Luke Acland, Ian Barker, Ruth Copeland, Matt
Lawrey (Deputy Chairperson), Gaile Noonan, and Tim Skinner
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Guidelines for councillors attending the meeting, who are not members of the
Committee, as set out in Standing Orders:

e All councillors, whether or not they are members of the Committee,

A1306177
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may attend Committee meetings (SO 2.12.2)

At the discretion of the Chair, councillors who are not Committee
members may speak, or ask questions about a matter.

Only Committee members may vote on any matter before the
Committee (SO 3.14.1)

It is good practice for both Committee members and non-
Committee members to declare any interests in items on the
agenda. They should withdraw from the table for discussion and
voting on any of these items.



Nelson City Council Works and Infrastructure
te kaunihera o whakatu Committee

12 February 2015

A1306177
Page No.
Apologies
1. Confirmation of Order of Business
2. Interests
2.1 Updates to the Interests Register
2.2 Identify any conflicts of interest in the agenda
3. Public Forum
4. Confirmation of Minutes — 27 November 2014 7-15
Document number A1283438
Recommendation
THAT the minutes of the meeting of the Works
and Infrastructure Committee held on 27
November 2014, be confirmed as a true and
correct record.
5. Status Report — Works and Infrastructure
12 February 2015 16
Document number A1150321
Recommendation
THAT the Status Report — Works and
Infrastructure 12 February 2015 (A1150321)
be received.
6. Chairperson’s Report
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TRANSPORT AND ROADING

7. Bridge Street Upgrade Stage 11

Document number A1237706

Recommendation

THAT the report Bridge Street Upgrade Stage
Il (A1237706) and its attachment (A1257824)
be received;

AND THAT approval is given to commence
stage 11 of the upgrade with priority given to
the provision of white light under the existing
verandahs followed by lighting in Alma and
Fiddle Lanes with the aim of completing works
in the 2014/15 financial year;

AND THAT the appointment of Canopy NZ Ltd
be extended to progress this work.

8. Maitai Path — Collingwood St to Nile St — Design
change

Document number A1299642

Recommendation

A1306177

THAT the report Maitai Shared Path,
Collingwood to Nile Street — Design Change
(A1299642) and its attachment (A1300346) be
received;

EITHER

AND THAT a separated cycleway adjacent to
Domett Street between Bridge Street and
number 50 Domett Street be constructed
combined with a one way section on Domett
Street between Tasman and Bridge Streets
northbound to accommodate the separated
cycleway and formal footpath adjacent to the
school boundary.

OR

AND THAT the Maitai riverside path from
Collingwood Street to Nile Street be widened to
a shared path standard.

17-21

22-29



SOLID WASTE

9. Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-
2025 30-131

Document number A1306786
Recommendation

THAT the report Draft Solid Waste Asset
Management Plan 2015-2025 (A1306786) and
its attachment (A1300889) be received.

Recommendation to Council

THAT the Draft Solid Waste Asset Management
Plan 2015-2025 be adopted as the version to
inform the Long Term Plan 2015-2025.

PUBLIC EXCLUDED BUSINESS

10. Exclusion of the Public
Recommendation

THAT the public be excluded from the following
parts of the proceedings of this meeting.

The general subject of each matter to be
considered while the public is excluded, the
reason for passing this resolution in relation to
each matter 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:
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Item

General subject of
each matter to be

Reason for passing

this resolution in

Particular interests
protected (where

Public Excluded -
27 November

12014

These minutes
confirm the minutes
of 16 October 2014
and also contain
information
regarding:

Port Nelson Road
Stopping

The public conduct of

this matter would be
likely to result in
disclosure of;
information for which
good reason exists
under section 7

considered relation to each applicable)
matter
1 Works and Section 48(1)(a) The withholding of the
Infrastructure — information is necessary:

Section 7(2)(b)

To protect information
that may disclose a
trade secret or the
commercial position of
a person

Section 7(2)(c)

To protect information
that is subject to an
obligation of confidence
Section 7(2)(h)

To carry out
commercial activities
Section 7(2)(i)

To carry out
negotiations

11.

Recommendation

Note:

Re-admittance of the public

THAT the public be re-admitted to the meeting.

e This meeting is expected to continue beyond lunchtime.

e Lunch will be provided at 12.30pm.
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Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakatd

Minutes of a meeting of the Works and Infrastructure Committee

Held in the Council Chamber, Civic House, Trafalgar Street,
Nelson

On Thursday 27 November 2014, commencing at 9.02am

Present: Councillors E Davy (Chairperson), Her Worship the Mayor, R
Reese, Councillors L Acland, I Barker, R Copeland, M Lawrey
(Deputy Chair), G Noonan and T Skinner

In Attendance: Councillors B McGurk, P Matheson, M Ward and K Fulton,
Group Manager Infrastructure (A Louverdis),
Communications Manager (P Shattock), Group Manager
Corporate Services (N Harrison), Manager Administration (P
Langley), Administration Adviser (G Brown) and Youth
Councillors (C Lindley and J Liang)

Apology: Councillor Copeland for lateness

1. Apologies
Resolved

THAT the apology be received and accepted
from Councillor Copeland for lateness.

Davy/Lawrey Carried

2. Confirmation of Order of Business

The Chair advised that the public excluded item regarding Tasman
Heights Road Stopping would be withdrawn from the agenda due to an
unresolved issue.

Due to time constraints and potential complexities it was proposed that
the Committee refer this issue to Council for consideration at a
meeting prior to Christmas.

Resolved

THAT the item regarding Tasman Heights Road
Stopping be referred to Council for
consideration at a meeting prior to Christmas
2014.

Davy/Noonan Carried

A1283438 1
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5.1

5.2

Interests

There were no updates to the Interests Register, and no interests with
agenda items were declared.

Public Forum
There were no public forum presentations.
Confirmation of Minutes
Works and Infrastructure Committee - 16 October 2014
Document number A1263244, agenda pages 9-18 refer.
Resolved
THAT the minutes of the meeting of the Nelson
City Council - Works and Infrastructure

Committee, held on 16 October 2014, be
confirmed as a true and correct record.

Davy/Acland Carried

Works and Infrastructure Committee to deliberate on submissions to
the draft Water Supply Bylaw and Wastewater Bylaws — 16 September
2014

Document number A1250686, agenda pages 19-21 refer.
Resolved

THAT the minutes of the meeting of the Nelson
City Council - Works and Infrastructure
Commiittee to deliberate on submissions to the
draft Water Supply Bylaw and Wastewater
Bylaw, held on 16 September 2014, be
confirmed as a true and correct record.

Davy/Lawrey Carried

Status Report — Works and Infrastructure 27 November
2014

Document number A1150321, agenda page 22 refers.
In response to a question, Group Manager Infrastructure, Alec

Louverdis said that the Brook Area Walking and Cycling Improvements
would commence in 2015.

Attendance: Councillor Copeland joined the meeting at 9.05am

A1283438 2
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Resolved

THAT the Status Report - Works and
Infrastructure 27 November 2014 (A1150321)
be received.

Lawrey/Noonan Carried

7. Chairperson’s Report
There was no Chairperson’s Report.
TRANSPORT AND ROADING
8. St Vincent Street Facilities — Stage 2
Document number A1250319

Senior Asset Engineer, Transport and Roading, Rhys Palmer joined the
meeting.

In response to a question, Mr Palmer said that there were budget
constraints for the cycle facility and that the ‘safer configuration’
aspect was in relation to shared zone behaviour.

Attendance: Councillor Fulton joined the meeting at 9.09am

In response to a further question, Mr Palmer said that option 5 was the
recommended option at a cost of approximately $250,000. He said
that the adjacent businesses were in support of option 5 and that
approximately three carparks would be lost with this option.

Mr Palmer advised that the connection from St Vincent Street and
Gloucester Street would be utilising the existing pathway to connect
onto the new shared path. He indicated that the project would be
complete by May/June 2015.

It was discussed that this cycle connection was needed and that the
outcome with landlords was positive.

Resolved
THAT the revised design for Stage 2 (between
Gloucester Street and Haven Road) shown in
plan (A1270960) be adopted.

Acland/Lawrey Carried

8.1 St Vincent Street Cycle Facilities — Stage 2, Supplementary
Information

Document number A1269674, agenda pages 23-34 refer.

A1283438 3
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Resolved

THAT the report St Vincent Street Cycle
Facilities - Stage 2, Supplementary
Information (A1269674) and its attachments
(A1250319, A1270960 and A1271000) be
received.

Acland/Lawrey Carried

Walkway - Stanley Crescent to Haven Road
Document number A1253923, agenda pages 35-40 refer.

Parks and Facilities Asset Manager, Andrew Petheram, joined the
meeting.

In response to a question, Mr Petheram said that Wakatu Incorporation
had no intention of reinstating the walkway track from Stanley
Crescent to Haven Road due to the steepness of the land, and that the
land was prone to slips.

He indicated that an alternative route could be from Valley Heights but
there was no advantage as it was a longer route. Another route to the
south of Matangi Awhio was over steep private land and landowners
would not want land disturbance above their properties.

In response to a question Senior Asset Engineer, Transport and
Roading, Rhys Palmer joined the meeting and said that the road
calming measures would be similar to the shared zone in Locking
Street, where the speed limit was lowered to around 30kph. He added
that there was provision for this in the Long Term Plan (LTP).

Locking Street shared zone was discussed and it was raised that the
cost of this was just over $1 million. There were concerns raised that
expectations may be the same with residents. Mr Palmer informed
councillors that Locking Street required a road upgrade, retaining walls
and resurfacing.

Mr Petheram informed councillors that those who submitted in the
Annual Plan process were aware of Council’s position and would not be
surprised by the outcome.

Resolved

THAT the report Walkway - Stanley Crescent to
Haven Road (A1256726) and its attachments
(A1269872 and A1269871) be received;

AND THAT it be accepted that reinstatement of
the existing walkway is not the favoured option
to link Stanley Crescent to Haven Road;

A1283438 4
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AND THAT signage and road calming measures
to improve pedestrian safety in Beachville
Crescent between Maori Road and Stanley
Crescent be further investigated as a viable
long-term solution;

AND THAT this will be undertaken to guide
Long Term Plan deliberations.

Davy/Noonan Carried

10. Haven Road/Halifax Street Intersection Investigation
Document number A1213127, agenda pages 41-48 refer.
Resolved

THAT the report Haven Road/Halifax Street
Intersection Investigation (A1213127) and its
attachments (A1269497 and A1269498) be
received;

AND_THAT Council officers ensure that the
pedestrian routes between Haven
Road/Washington Valley to the CBD are
accommodated within the New Zealand
Transport Agency investigation into the
Southern Arterial.

Davy/Noonan Carried

11. Transport Asset Management Plan 2015-25
Document number A1269536, agenda pages 49-51 refer.

Senior Asset Engineer - Transport and Roading, Rhys Palmer joined
the meeting.

In response to a question, Mr Palmer said that once the LTP was
adopted the Transport Asset Management Plan would be checked for
consistency and the Wigzell Area project updated to reflect the final
LTP outcome.

Group Manager Infrastructure, Alec Louverdis, advised that the
$60,000 from Bank Lane set aside for the current financial year would
not be used elsewhere but carried forward to next year subject to
approval by Council through the LTP. He indicated that from memory
this funding was located in the property and facilities budget.

There were discussions in relation to the Transport Asset Management
Plan being a ten year document, and it was suggested there should be

provision for barrier arms included. Mr Paimer advised that there was a
budget for technology upgrades, and systems were being investigated.

A1283438 5
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In response to a question, Mr Palmer said that there were low numbers
registered for carpooling but it had not been promoted and would be
included in Live Nelson this week. He advised that a budget of $57,000
per year was allocated for travel demand management promotions
including car pooling.

Mr Palmer informed the Committee that the accesses at Strawbridge
Square would be investigated for improvements as there were issues
exiting to Songer Street and Main Road Stoke.

In response to a question, Mr Palmer indicated that he was unaware of
how many kilometres of footpath required improvements. He indicated
that streets would be prioritised depending on their location such as
proximity to schools and aged facilities.

Mr Palmer clarified that the data set on page 25 utilised census data
while the graph on page 36 used data from the resident’s survey.

There was discussion regarding the levels of service of footpaths along
with the 4% in poor condition as illustrated in page 36. It was said that
there had been an increase in complaints being received from
residents, particularly in Stoke. It was noted that the maintenance
costs were high but so were the social issues. It was questioned
whether the 4% was correct.

Attendance: Councillor Fulton left the meeting at 9.56am

It was noted that the public would be able to provide feedback on the
Transport Asset Management Plan through the Long Term Plan (LTP)
consultation process.

Resolved

THAT the report Transport Asset Management
Plan 2015-2025 (A169536) and its attachment
(A1156705) be received.

Recommendation to Council

THAT the draft Transport Asset Management
Plan 2015-2025 (A1156705) be adopted as the
version to inform the Long Term Plan 2015-
2025.

Davy/Lawrey Carried

BUILDING

12. Delegation for award of contract for the Suter
Redevelopment

Document number A1265933, agenda pages 52-54 refer.

A1283438 6
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Resolved

THAT the report Delegation for award of
contract for the Suter Redevelopment
(A1265933) be received;

AND THAT the award of the physical works
contract for the Suter Redevelopment be
referred to Council for consideration at a
meeting in 2014.

Noonan/Copeland Carried
Attendance: Her Worship the Mayor left the meeting at 9.59am
WATER, WASTEWATER, STORWATER
13. Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
Document number A1269644, agenda pages 55-57 refer.
Resolved
THAT the report Solid Waste  Asset
Management Plan 2015-2025 (A1269644) and
its attachment (A1267559) be received.

Copeland/Barker Carried

Recommendation to Council

THAT the Draft Solid Waste Asset Management
Plan 2015-2025 be adopted as the version to
inform the Long Term Plan 2015-2025.

Acland/Lawrey Carried

14. Exclusion of the Public
Resolved

THAT the public be excluded from the following
parts of the proceedings of this meeting.

The general subject of each matter to be
considered while the public is excluded, the
reason for passing this resolution in relation to
each matter 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:
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Stopping

This report contains
information
regarding road
stopping.

The public conduct of
this matter would be
likely to result in
disclosure of
information for which
good reason exists
under section 7

Item | General subject of | Reason for passing Particular interests
each matter to be this resolution in protected (where
considered relation to each applicable)
matter
1 | Works and | Section 48(1)(a) The withholding of the
Infrastructure — : s information is necessary;: -
Public Excluded The public conduct of | « Section 7(2)(h)
 Minutes - 16 this matter would be To carry out
October 2014 likely, to result in commercial activities -
{lis disclosure of;  Section 7(2)(h)
information for which To carry out
good reason exists commercial activities
under section 7
2 Port Nelson Road Section 48(1)(a) The withholding of the

information is necessary:
e Section 7(2)(b)
To protect information
that may disclose a
trade secret or the
commercial position of
a person
e Section 7(2)(c)
To protect information
that is subject to an
obligation of confidence
e Section 7(2)(h)
To carry out
commercial activities
e Section 7(2)(i)
To carry out
negotiations

Davy/Barker

Carried

The meeting went into public excluded session at 10.05am and
resumed in public session at 10.30am.

15.

Resolved

A1283438
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Re-admittance of the Public

THAT the public be re-admitted to the meeting.
Davy/Skinner

Carried

S9INUIN SONIWWIOD SINIINIISEIUT pue SHIOM

$10¢ 43GUISAON LT



There being no further business the meeting ended at 10.30am.

Confirmed as a correct record of proceedings:

Chairperson

A1283438

O

PDF 1310448

Date

S9INUIK D9NIULIOD 21NPNIISELIUT PUB SHIOM

PTOTC J2QUISAON LT

15



TCEQSTTIV

16

ONIOSNO

"1eaA [epueuly mau ayy ul (Joausyy
Buiwiy pue) uoiinjos wusl-6uo|

e @1ebi3saAul (|IM SI921J0 ST/20/2T

SIpI9AN0T 29|y

‘suojedaqiep uejd wJsl
buoy apinb 03 uaxemapun aq |IM siy) IVHL ANV

‘uonnjos wuel-buo| s|qeiA e se palebrsaaul soyuny
9 1JuISsID As|uRlS pue peoYy Moel UaMISq
1US3Sa1D BIAYdEag Ul Alejes ueuisepad saosdw
0} saJdnseaw bujwied peod pue abeubis TYHL ANV

peoy uaAeH 03 JUDIS3UD
Adjuels ~ Aemjep

RPUWWOD M YT/TT/L2

ONIOSNO

‘uonedo| sAljeuIa)|R
ue puy 03 pueg adid puejybiH ay3 yim
340M 0] SNUIIUOD SJSDYI0 "1UBISSISSE
dlwsIes pajie1ap Sy Jo sbuipuly s|iedp

991IWLW0D siuyy 01 Modal v §T1/20/ZT

SIpI9ANOT 29|y

EEEECTIN[ETN

[e4n3dnJ3s {edd Aue dn MOYS 10U S0P 183415
S9[IYIVY T8 J JUsLISSassy DIWSIsS pajlelad e syl
papiroad ‘199415 S9|IYdY T8 4O oses|at Alejodwal
e pajuelb aq pueg adid puejybiH syl IVHL ANV

Buipjing

Bunsix3z ayj jo uonijowsq
oy} pue 35e37 MaN

~ |leH pueg adid pue|ybiy

98IWwoD M PT/TT/9T

"uoi30a4Ip
yoea uf auej 9ibulsS B dARY 0] Je3A jeIduRULY

sjuswianosdwiy
A3ajes buissold

d3131dWod ST/bT0Z 243 BULINp paInByuodal aq JuIod pueppny | UEHISSPd Ul0d pueppny
'219|dWOD S HOM ST/20/ZT | SIPISANOT 23|y 12 peoy UaABH UO Bussold eigez ayy IVAL GNV | 99MIWWod I8M bT1/9/2T
AVMYIANN 100loud

oM BupusWIWod 03 Joiud pawyuod
2q o1 uop.od Buipuny pasipisqns
BIPAd/MIem s, VLZN S1/20/21

SIp49ANOT 29|y

"ST/$10T
ui uonejuswa|dwy) Joj parosdde ag (56608SY)

T 1uswydey ul umoys siesodoud syl TVHL ANV

sjyuswanosdwI BuypADy pue
Bupjjep ealy dooug ayl

23IWWIOD IBM ET/T11/8¢

sneys

1921330

uoIIN|0SdY UoIY

wayr/Buiyssw jo ajeq

STOTZ Alenuqod Z1 24n1onajsedjur pue sHJIoM - 1oday snieis

PDF 1310448



te kaunihera o whakatl Committee

”Nelson City Council Works and Infrastructure

12 February 2015

REPORT A1237706

Bridge Street Upgrade Stage 11

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To approve the scope and commencement of works of the second stage
of the Bridge Street Upgrade.

2. Delegations

2.1 Road upgrading falls within the delegations of the Works and
Infrastructure Committee and this report comes to the Committee to
progress the next stage.

3. Recommendation

THAT the report Bridge Street Upgrade Stage II
(A1237706) and its attachment (A1257824) be
received;

AND THAT approval is given to commence stage
II of the upgrade with priority given to the
provision of white light under the existing
verandahs followed by lighting in Alma and
Fiddle Lanes with the aim of completing works in
the 2014/15 financial year;

AND THAT the appointment of Canopy NZ Ltd be
extended to progress this work.

4. Background

4.1 The area of Bridge Street between Trafalgar Street and Collingwood
Street is considered an entertainment precinct. This has brought some
behavioural issues to the area, particularly at night.

4.2 A number of studies, strategies and workshops have looked at both the
cause of and solutions to the issues on Bridge Street with the aim of
increasing the appeal of this area of town, both during the day and at
night based around Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design
(CPTED) principles.

4.3 In May 2012 Canopy NZ Ltd, a local urban design firm won a contract to
design an upgrade of Bridge Street that would add some colour and

11 96e3s apeabdn 19241S 26plg
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5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

vibrancy to the area incorporating seating areas, improved lighting and
footpath markings.

Stage I of the upgrade was completed in July 2014.
Discussion
Stage II scope

An amount of $200,000 is included in the 2014/15 budget to progress
further works in Bridge Street. Officers met with the Chair and Deputy
Chair of both the Works and Infrastructure and Community Services

Committees to discuss the requirements for stage two of the upgrade.

This group agreed the focus of Stage II should be on the upper end of
Bridge Street rather than extending works further down the street, that
work not include further street furniture or footpath markings, and that
the focus should be on further lighting in Aima and Fiddle Lanes and a
sculptural lighting feature element (Bridge/Alma).

The group was happy to continue with Canopy NZ Ltd as the urban
designers to provide continuity to the design as this work was part of the
original scope as proposed by Canopy. Refer to Attachment 1 for
concepts.

Subsequent to this a further meeting was held between councillors and
officers, a representative of the local bar owners and Hospitality
Association, and the Police to discuss the next phase of the upgrade.

There was strong support in this meeting for the second stage to firstly
focus on improving lighting for safety in the vicinity of the bar area,
providing bright white light under the verandahs to minimise dark or
shaded areas. As well as providing a greater feeling of safety this would
also improve the effectiveness of the CCTV cameras in identifying people
and thus acting as a greater deterrent. The more decorative items of
lighting could then proceed subject to sufficient budget remaining. The
cost to undertake this work is estimated at $30,000 though this is
subject to fixing conditions on site.

The priority of work post verandah lighting was the lighting of Aima and
Fiddle Lanes.

As part of the previous discussions the business owners committed to
upgrade their facades/frontages. An update on the progress of this was
given, with a number of the bars having already repainted and others at
the planning stage. The bar owners reinforced their commitment during
the meeting.

A1237706 2

PDF 1310448

11 abeis apesbdn 399435 2bpLig



9.1

9.2

10.
10.1
11.

11.1

11.2

Options

The options are to approve or not approve the commencement of Stage
IT of the Upgrade.

Officers recommend proceeding with Stage II of the upgrade including in
the first instance installation of white lights underneath the verandahs
between Collingwood St and Fiddle Lane.

Assessment of Significance against the Council’s
Significance Policy

This is not a significant decision in terms of the Council’s Significance
Policy.

Alignment with relevant Council Policy

Continuing with the work fits with Nelson 2060, providing for a
sustainable city and helping provide for a strong economy.

Consultation
The upgrade and the preceding strategies were widely consulted on.

Engagement with the businesses and Police through councillors and staff
has been undertaken to develop Stage II of the project.

Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process
Maori have not been consulted.
Conclusion

Funding exists in the current 2014/15 Annual Plan for continuation of the
upgrading of Stage II of Bridge Street.

There is an appetite from the businesses and Police to install white
lighting beneath the verandahs to improve safety as a priority followed
by lighting Alma and Fiddle Lanes.

Richard Kirby
Acting Manager Capital Projects

Attachments

Attachment 1: Bridge Street original concept plan (A1257824)

A1237706 3
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Painted surface treatment as per Auckland
‘Waterfront projeci creates interest and freshens
tired/stained asphalt paving areas.

Acrylic print with graphic details to add colour
to service boxes designed by Lucid Design

Paint existing picnic tables brightly to fit within
new colour scheme.

Coastal 'bird’ sculpture located m random
positions along footpath edges

i

(= e e et o o e o e e e

Astificial grass forms interesting soft green Bright planters placed in key locations to include
approach to seating area which allows for lush native shrubs or small frees.
informal play.

AL25F 824
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COLOUR PALETTE

Metallic blue colours of the paint dol pavement artwork inspired by the colours of
the Tasman Sea with contrasting bright yellow street furniture elements.

Atadament |

ALMA LANE NODE
1. Paint dot pavement arlwork
2. Modular seating

3. Steel plan!
2 3

ters

f lighting

e o e

Bolilard feature lights provide light and
sculptural effect to Alma Lane entrance

5. Fairy lights to Alma Lane

Atmospheric fairy lights to be strung
down Atma lane to lighted the area.

Sculptural lighting element central fo Bridge
Street and Aima lane creates a strong focal
point day and night. To be suspended between
existing light poles. Input from Lighting Festival
team.

lighting with

creates interest with party, festive fee!,

STORYBOARDS

light

Nelson Cily Council way finding signage st
cormer of Bridge and Collingwood Street.

Date: 8/08/13  Scale: 1:150@A1  Job no: 1203 001

20
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STORY OF THE SHORELINE
Story of the historic shareline and the city's coastal location is depicted in dot pavement artwork with pattem
relating to contour lines. Colours in metallic biue tones inspired by the Tasman Sea and iocal artist's pod

Stencil decais painted directly onto the exisling
asphalt for interpretation and way finding while

artworks.

adding colour. Example showing historic kerb detail.

Example of artistic p
revitalises paving area.

Repl D
option in bright yeliow from colour palette.

iptural

R R e e e

IFES

OBJECTIVES FOR BRIDGE STREET
1. Create safer night time activity area than exists

2. Aftract more people to the street increasing signage and way finding
3. Brighten the area with the use of colour and lighting

PROPOSED APPROACHES

1. Upgrade street lighting as per initial proposal, introduce brighter luminaires with dimming capabilities
2. Introduce atmospheric lighting 1o soften and brighten the mood of the space at night

3. Introduce seating in key locations to attract daytime users to the area

4. Create overhead structure to allow for artistic installations down laneways =
6. Explore opportunities for graphic art on pavement, service boxes and lids ﬁ&m_
6. Add a layer of refined street art that adds to the way finding objectives of the area while informing ST
visitors about cultural or historic features of significance.

7. Add signage to help people connect with adjacent features such as The Suter gallery, the Maitai jF".:‘; i
walkway and the center of New Zealand : &lf@
8.introduce planters and pots in key locations to soften streetscape with lush native vegetation. N

Canopy

PDF 1310448

Fairy lights to existing
trees off both ends of
Fiddle Lane

Feature boliard lights

Upgrade luminaries on
existing street lights

Suspended sculpiurai

lighting element Shoreline pavement art

Fairy lights to Alma Laneway II:H
=
o

Green artificial play matting

T
= f]d Modular seating

BRIDGE STREET ENHANCEMENT, NELSON

1
tFIDDLE LANE NODE
1.Modular seating elements
12, Ariificial play mat
13, Overhead wires allow for art and lighting
installations
4. Dot pavement artwork
'54 _Light pole located in artificial matting
gpainted green to match
16. Fairy lights to street trees outside fiddle
flane and at end of fiddle lane

Overhead wires aliow for temporary and
permanent ast installations and lighting to
enhance laneway

Modular seating components create an
informal and sculptural response to seating
requirements.

Atmospheric fairy lights to be sirung through
existing trees outside Fiddie Lane on Bridge
Street and at the carpark end of Fiddle Lane



Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakatu

12 February 2015

Works and Infrastructure
Committee

Maitai Shared Path, Collingwood St to Nile St — Design

change

REPORT A1299642

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To adopt a different walking and cycling configuration for a section of the

Maitai path between Bridge and Nile Streets.

2. Delegations

2.1 The Works and Infrastructure Committee has delegated authority to
make decisions on the provision, operation and maintenance of roads,
streets,

and cycle ways.

3. Recommendation

THAT the report Maitai Shared Path, Collingwood
to Nile Street — Design Change (A1299642) and
its attachment (A1300346) be received;

EITHER

AND THAT a separated cycleway adjacent to
Domett Street between Bridge Street and number
50 Domett Street be constructed combined with
a one way section on Domett Street between
Tasman and Bridge Streets northbound to
accommodate the separated cycleway and formal
footpath adjacent to the school boundary.

OR

AND THAT the Maitai riverside path from
Collingwood Street to Nile Street be widened to a
shared path standard.

4. Background

4.1 The Maitai Path between Collingwood and Nile Streets is proposed as an

arterial

residential areas of the Wood via the existing bridges, the Brook via the
Brook area walking and cycling project and recent upgrades to Willow

cycle route to connect the CBD and waterfront with the

Walk and the existing Maitai cycle path.

A1299642

PDF 1310448

abueyD ubisag - 192135 3|IN 03} poombul|joD ‘Yied paleys ielepn

22



4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

The 2014/15 Annual Plan (Page 11) includes a project named Maitai
shared path (Collingwood Street to Nile Street). The description in the
annual plan is as follows:

“This project is to widen the Maitai riverside path from Collingwood
Street to Nile Street to a shared path standard. It will be a minimum of
2.5metres wide with wider sections in busy areas”

The budgeted cost is $625,000 with 53% co investment from the NZ
Transport Agency as it is part of the Walk Cycle Schools package drawing
on Regional Funds.

Design and consenting of the section between Collingwood and Bridge
Streets is complete.

The section between Bridge Street and Nile Street has had significant
opposition to the widening of the existing path to shared path standard.

The majority of residents in Domett Street oppose the widening of the
existing path. The local residents suggested a cycle path be built higher
up the bank to minimise conflict between pedestrians and cyclists. This
option is also supported by officers and is shown in the drawings as
attachment 1.

Discussion

Proposed Separated Cyclepath (Bridge Street to 50 Domett
Street)

The residents were of the opinion that the proposed shared path would
introduce fast cyclists through an area where children play and walkers
have indicated some problems with lack of shared path etiquette.

This section of the Maitai Path is iconic with mature specimen trees and a
proximity to the river that creates a special ambience. Officers are
concerned about the loss of green space and resuiting increased slopes
each side of to accommodate a widened shared path as well as the
potential impact on several mature specimen trees in this area.

There is less ability for users of the path between Nile and Bridge Streets
to move to the side to allow other users to pass as the grades each side
of the path are steeper than the Bridge Street to Collingwood Street
section.

The cost of replacing the existing path with a widened shared path and
associated retaining walls is similar to the creation of separated
cyclepath adjacent to Domett Street.

Domett Street One-Way (Hardy to Tasman Streets)

The proposed separated cyclepath on Domett Street would utilise a
portion of the existing carriageway in order to fit in and not impact

A1299642 2
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5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

5.11

6.1

6.2

A1299642

significantly on the banks of the Maitai River or the footpath space on the
western side of the road.

The shoulder and informal parking area on the eastern side is proposed
to be built up and surfaced for the separated cyclepath and would result
in a reduction in the effective road space of approximately 1.0m such
that the available space for the vehicle lane and parking is 5.5m.

The Land Development Manual allows two way streets at this width as
residential lanes although does not anticipate the 100% daytime parking
occupancy that is common in this location. Domett Street whilst in a
residential area is also on the search route for all day central business
district and NMIT parking. A two way operation would require parking
space removal to allow the creation of passing bays and patience and
courtesy from drivers. A one-way operation would be a more efficient
and safer configuration in this environment.

The proposed northbound direction of the one way is to allow parking
against the footpath on the correct side of the one way road and
minimise the turning constraints to the private accessways.

Transferring the parking to the western side will reduce the number of
car parks by four spaces to accommodate the accessways however it
may result in better space utilisation of the car parks as they can be
marked at efficient spacing on the sealed surface.

Domett Street carries approximately 600 vehicles per day. The proposed
one way operation would displace some of this traffic to the surrounding
network. There are two routes that would take the bulk of the displaced
southbound traffic.

o Tasman Street and Nile Street Route. Both these roads would see
an increase in the order of 4%

. Bridge Street, Milton Street and Tory Street Route. Bridge Street
would experience an increase in the order of 4% with the Milton
Hardy East and Tory Streets route a 4-6% increase.

It is also proposed to undertake a footpath rehabilitation of this section
of Domett Street in conjunction with the works as the surface is at the
end of its serviceable life and there will be good economies of scale to
reconstruct it at the same time.

Options

Option 1 - The status quo to widen the existing walkway to a shared path
standard between Bridge and Nile Street as per the 204/15 Annuai Plan.

Option 2 - Separated cycle lanes between Bridge Street and 50 Domett
Street including converting Domett Street between Tasman and Hardy
Streets to one way northbound to accommodate the separated cycleway
and formal footpath adjacent to the school boundary.

Lad

PDF 1310448
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6.3

6.4

7.1

8.

8.1

8.2

9.1

9.2

9.3

9.4

9.5

9.6

Option 3 - Separated cycle lanes between Bridge Street and 50 Domett
Street with the removal of an additional 3 car parks to allow passing
bays in the Tasman to Hardy Streets section.

The preferred option is to construct separated cycle lanes at road level
adjacent to Domett Street between Bridge Streets and number 50
Domett Street including converting Domett Street in the Tasman to
Hardy Streets section to one-way northbound.

Assessment of Significance against the Council’'s
Significance Policy

This is not a significant decision under the Council’s Significance Policy.
Alignment with relevant Council Policy

The proposal supports the sustainable transport direction adopted in the
Transport Asset Management Plan 2012, the Long Term Plan 2012-2022,
and Nelson 2060.

This project is included in the 2014/15 Annual Plan for construction.
Consultation
Consultation has been held with all the Domett Street residents.

There is solid support for the separated cyclepath on Domett Street from
the residents in the section from Bridge Street to humber 50 Domett
Street provided the details are well implemented and understood by
users at the transition between the two path types. It is this group that
originally approached officers with concern over the loss of amenity to
the existing path and potential shared path conflict that may result.

There are two residents who do not support the separated cyclepath and
section of proposed one way. Both these residents live in the section of
Domett between Hardy and Tasman Streets. Although both residents
have frontage to Domett Street, their vehicle access is off Hardy Street.
It is considered the proposed one way will have little impact on their
property. The reason for the lack of support is they feel a shared path
next to the river with consistent and regular etiquette messages will
operate successfully. One resident notes that the narrowness of the
current road controls speeds effectively.

The Maitai School Principal and Board have also been consulted and
support the project in its proposed form.

Bicycle Nelson Bays have also been consulted and support the separated
cyclepath configuration provided several minor details are more fully
considered in the design phase.

Friends of Maitai have also been consulted and support the project in its
proposed form provided the several minor details are more fully
considered in the design phase.

A1299642 4
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10. Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process

10.1  No special consultation will be undertaken with Maori.

11. Conclusion

11.1 A separated cyclepath on Domett Street meets the objective of providing
a cycle route for less confident cyclists to connect the Maitai Walkway
with the proposed cycle network on Nile Street and beyond.

11.2 In order to construct a separated cycleway it is recommended that the

section of Domett Street between Hardy and Tasman Streets be changed
to operate as a one way street in the northerly direction.

Rhys Palmer
Senior Asset Engineer — Transport and Roading

Attachments

Attachment 1: Separated Cyclepath Domett Street Drawings (A1308401)

A1299642 5
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%Nelson City Council Works and Infrastructure

te kaunihera o whakati Committee

12 February 2015

REPORT A1306786

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025

1. Purpose of Report

1.1 To seek Council’s agreement to adopt the Draft Solid Waste Asset
Management Plan 2015-2025 (AMP), as the version that will inform the
Long Term Plan 2015-2025 (LTP).

2. Delegations

2.1 The Works and Infrastructure Committee has the powers to recommend
to Council Asset Management Plans which relate to solid waste activities
(Delegations Register 6.4.3).

3. Recommendation

THAT the report Draft Solid Waste Asset
Management Plan 2015-2025 (A1306786) and its
attachment (A1300889) be received.

Recommendation to Council

THAT the Draft Solid Waste Asset Management
Plan 2015-2025 be adopted as the version to
inform the Long Term Plan 2015-2025.

4. Background

4.1 The Draft Solid Waste AMP adopted by Council in December 2014 did not
consider the implementation of the Regional Landfill Proposal.

4.2 This Draft Solid Waste AMP has been revised to align the solid waste
activities with the regional landfill proposal adopted by Council on 11
December 2014.

4.3 The revised Draft Solid Waste AMP sets out Council’s detailed strategic
direction for the activity for the next 10 years and broad strategic
direction for the next 30 years.

4.4 The Draft Solid Waste AMP forms the basis of meeting Council’s

obligations under section 93 and Schedule 10 of the Local Government
Act 2002.

G202-ST0T ueld Juswabeuely 19SSy 91SeM PlioS Jeld
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4.5 The solid waste activity is not considered part of the 30 year
Infrastructure Strategy signalled in the Local Government Act 2002
Amendment Bill (No.3).

5. Discussion

5.1 The Draft Solid Waste AMP remains a draft until the LTP has been
formally adopted. The Draft Solid Waste AMP will be updated to reflect
decisions made as part of the LTP process.

5.2 The Draft Solid Waste AMP sets out the background to the Council’s solid
waste activity.

5.3 Any changes made by Council will be included in the Draft Solid Waste
AMP.

Areas of Focus

5.4 The following areas of the solid activity are considered to be the focus for
these plans:

. Implementation of the Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and
Minimisation Strategy;

a Landfill Development Plan;

® Joint Waste Management Strategies;

) Investigate joint green-waste composting initiatives;

. Investigate organic waste collection and treatment;

. Commercial food waste collection and treatment.

6. Assessment of Significance against the Council’s
Significance Policy

6.1 The adoption of this recommendation is not a significant decision in
terms of the Council’s Significance Policy.

7. Alignment with relevant Council Policy

7.1 This Draft Solid Waste AMP will inform the preparation of the LTP and will
be amended following the adoption of the LTP. It is now consistent with
previous Council decision to adopt a regional landfill.

7.2 The Draft Solid Waste AMP is aligned with the Joint Nelson Tasman
Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.

7.3 This Draft Solid Waste AMP aligns with Nelson 2060.

A1306786 2
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9.1

10.

10.1

Consultation

The Draft Solid Waste AMP informs the LTP and decisions arising will be
consulted through that process.

Inclusion of Maori in the decision making process

An overview of the version of the AMP that informs the LTP was
presented to a workshop with Iwi on 27 August 2014. At that time the
AMP included the regional landfill proposal.

Conclusion

The Draft Solid Waste AMP has been prepared to inform the LTP and will

support Council in meeting its obligations under section 93 and Schedule
10 of the Local Government Act 2002.

Johan Thiart
Senior Asset Engineer - Solid Waste

Attachments
Attachment 1. Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan (A1300889)

A1306786 3
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Attachment

Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakati
Draft Solid Waste Asset Manhagement Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

By Johan Thiart, Senior Asset Engineer - Solid Waste

% Nelson_ City Coumiil
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 e kaunihera o whakat

PDF 1310448

1

33



34

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page ii

TABLE OF CONTENTS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ...cuiimeieiremmimaransimmssstatasssssssassnrssasastanssssasasssssssssasssrssnsnnasvase &

1. INTRODUCTION ....couvirreninrusiccsesensnrnnnnrsssssssassassrssansssasassansasaransansansansanss &
1.1 The Purpose of this Solid Waste Asset Management Plan........cc.ocovvviiiiiiiniiin, 8
1.2 Relationship With Other Plans........ccovvv i e e 8
1.3 SCOPE Of THE Plan c.cuiiiiiiie it et ar e e r e nea e 9
1.4 History of Waste Management in Nelson .......cccoveiiiiiiiiiiiiniii e 10
1.5 1Yo B = T3 T = e [ O 13
1.6 Current and FUTUre PractiCes .....ciiieiiiiiiiiiiiii i e e 17
1.7 o T T o o= 1 L L0 e 19
1.8 Objectives of The Plan.......c.coiiiiiiiii e 19
1.9 Benefits of Asset Management Planning.........ccoiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 19
1.10 Development of Asset Management Planning.......cccooviiviiiiiiininiiiiii e, 20
1.11 Overview of SUSTaiNabiliLy.....coovvvireiie i e 20
1.12 Key RelatioNShiDS . viiuiisiiit ittt e e e ae 21
2. LEVELS OF SERVICE ...ccccemntarromsaranrassanacacansasarsesnsasansnsnssnsansassnsnsanssnannse 22
2.1 Our Customers and Stakeholders . .oovveri v e 22
2.2 How We Communicate With Our Stakeholders ............ooviiiiiiii 22
2.3 Customer Satisfaction SUINVEY ...vviiiiiii i s i e a e 23
2.4 OULCOME Of CONSUILALION Lovvvtertiiiini et erreie et e et ee st e aa e 24
2.5 ComMUNITY OULCOMIBS ittt s s srar e e e aeanes 25
2.6 Compliance REGUIFEMENES. ....viii it s r e e e eaaas 25
2.7 Key Level Of SEIrvIiCe ISSUBS .. ..iiiiiiiiiiitiiiiiiiiii it e e aaa e e nnas 27
2.8 Development of Levels of ServiCe.....cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i 29
2.9 LT 3 2 CLS SO Sts ST aets P, NS STy, N . . . ISR L RE R R R 29
2.10 (5 S L R .. PN, I I b aetaeos ons e s ooy sl ol SO 33
2.11 {3011 2 1= T [ 1SS 34
2.12 G [T e e T . o e L e 35
2.13 0 T =L 25 e 35
2.14 100 1012 10 1= oL TS 35
3. FUTURE DEMAND...cccrruaiasnnnan- ST 1.
3.1 131 1o T 11110 = Yo o S 38
3.2 DEeMOGrapPhiCs ...veieiiieeri i e e e e 39
3.3 Demand Forecast/FUture Growth.....ccocciiiiriiiii e e 40
3.4 Projected Future Waste VOIUMES .. ..coocviiiiiiiiii e 44
3.5 LYW a1 1= 2N 47
4, RISK MANAGEMENT......cootmnnemmssnnssinsnnsnnsssansnnennsnensncsnasssannssannnnans cersenena 48
4.1 Risk Management POICY «.ouvvriieeiriinieriine i ent i riie e rrn e s aiaaanas 48
4.2 L0 ] 0 [T o 1= e 48
4.3 IMPIEMENTAtION ..ot s e e e e 48
5. LIFECYCLE MANAGEMENT ....ciccettnnmmasearassassasnassansasrnsnassnssassassansnassnanses D2
5.1 L0 V2T Y7 = e 52
5.2 Waste Management and Minimisation Plan ............c.cooiiiiiiiiiiinn e 54
5.3 Operational and Maintenance Strategies.........ccocviiiiiiiiiiiiiii e e 54
5.4 Operation and Maintenance Plan ......c.voviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiic i e e e 64
5.5 L Y=Y 1T E= 1 o 65
6.1 {510 Ve L Vo S g 66
Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % te kaunihera o whakato

PDF 1310448



bt e R = OO NGO UT S W

NRNNNOOODRND DD
NbdbwNRLRO

N

NNNNNN
AU WNE

(]

@ 00 00 G 00 0
AN DHWNE

]

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page iii

L= | o I = o O N 66
Solid Waste Aftercare FUNC ........ocviiiiiiic i s e s e aebeeen e e b eneanes 66
Waste Stabilisation FUNG ..o e s v e re s e s saennareresssacasenrens 66
1 = = 66
0 T 3 67
OPErationNal COSES . uuiiiriiiiiiiir st ettt et et s r e st e e e e e a e re e e et arnas 67
Renewal and Upgrade COoSt ......iuiiiiiiiii i e st ea s et aa e 67
Valuation Method ... e e e et r e e sr e eneraaanens 67
[ BT 14T ol ] o ] o TR O 67
Financial Statements and ProjeCtions vvovvvviiviiiiier it i cr i an v rneen e seennecnennans 68
Background : Operations and Maint@NanCe..........c.oeeviriiiiiiiiinirininriie e e raraaes 69
N1 T T L 69
Long Term Plan ProjeClionsS .. v e iiiat it i s e ir s e r e n et e est e e vaentaesararnrronss 69
Operation and MainteNanCe. ... .oviviiiiiiitiiairrt s iirceereirrereienenarereraererearasserenins 69
ASSET MANAGEMENT PRACTICES ..cicuiittnusncncntssmnmsnssosanssasinsnsssnsannnennens S3
ACHIVILY Management ... i e e e e e e a e 83
BT (o] g aaT= o Lo ] TV (= o 1= 83
ACCOUNTING/FINANCIal SY S OIS . 1ttt iitirtin s reir s ittt iirraraesrsrerentensresneeneennnens 83
Geographical Information Systemi ..vcv it 84
Information Flow Requirements and ProCESSES. .. vivuitiiieieriiiiiieierrerieiirsierrnenanenens 85
1 OF N B N == 1= o 85
IMPROVEMENT PLAN...c.cccitmrassrnesmnnsmsncsesastssnmsstsssssncenssanussssssssnsnasnnssve SO
Performance Monitoring and Management........voviiciiiiciiiin e, 86
Current Level of Service ObJectives. . cooiv i s 86
Capital and Renewal Works Programme. ... ..cevuvereririiriinerreneiareeneieteenerererenraenes 86
MaiNteNaNCe WOrKS PrOGramMImTIE ..ot iriitiveivtsveerse et rerntertensseeissinessersensrnrenerascnsen 86
I POV EMENE PrOg AN .ttt it it ettt et e s ear sttt at e e et eateaataeenernstaaeranseres 86
MONItoring AN REVIEW ProCEAUINES «.vvtiitiiieiiririinriiirrerieersrtireserseneenererncrnesnnsn 86
APPENDIX 1: FINANCIAL SUMMARY FOR NEXT 12 YEARS....cicconrmiinnsinssnesssne 89

APPENDIX 2: SOLID WASTE VALUATION...c.cccovircrmmiunmtminrmmesssssnsssssansassassosannsss 93

%Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 RS

PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page iv
LIST OF TABLES
Table 1.8: CommuUNITy OULCOMES .. ottt it e bt s e aa e s s saans 19
Table 2.2: Solid Waste Consultalion ProCeSSeS. coviiiiiiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiiirisessseiiisissereseesines 23
Table 2.10.1: Landfill External Cost EStMates . viiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii et s e 34
Table 2.14.3: Performance INdiCalors .. .viiei i i iriiii e iie s ei s renetennensnsssrtrreanesnaerinsens 36
Table 4.3.2(a): Likelihood Ratings (Semi-Qualitative Measure) ..........ccoiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiinniiennenan, 49

Table 4.3.2(b): Semi-Quantitative Measures of Consequence and Areas of Impact (Consequence

=14 [ e 13 U 49
Table 4.3.2(c): Risk Priority Rating Matrix (Semi-Quantitative) ...........coooooiinn 50
Table 5.1: AsSsel Fallure MOGES ..cvivieiiiiiiiiii e criicrte i cierentrernerrareretsentraransssinerssninnsisnases 53
Table 5.1.1: Solid Waste Valuations 30 June 2014.......coviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiriai i scanasssessrsnecarnas 53
Table 5.3.8: Recycling Operation .......cciiiiiiiiiiiniii it e s ee s b s s e s e aen 58
Table 5.3.9.1(a): Transfer Station Operation and MaiNteNENCE .....oivviviriiiiiniiiisiiiiiiian. 59
Table 5.3.9.1(b): Income Projections for Transfer Station.........ccocoviviiiiiiiiiennnnn 60
Table 5.3.9.2: Transfer Station Upgrade CostS. ..cuiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i iciise i e riesriatisas e s s e as 60
Table 5.3.12: Performance of Landfill.......cco.iiiiiiiiiiiiiici e e e s s e aes 62
Table 5.4: Landfill Operation and Maintenante. .. .vieiiiii it i rise s crarsers 64
Table 5.4.1: Landfill Capital Cost for Next Three Years ........cocoiiieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinci e 65
Table 5.5: Greenwaste Operation Cost for Next Three Years......cccvviviiiiiiiiiiiii s e 65
Table 6.10: Asset Life Expectancy/Nominal life ..o e 67
Table 6.15: Operation and Maintenance COStS .......oviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 70
Table 6.15.6: Capital CoSt ...uvuiiviiniiiiiiiiiii i e st e e a e 75
=] o] LT T 0 T D £ Vol o T T PP 78

Nelson City Council

A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % ks wrated

3 6 PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page v

LIST OF FIGURES
Figure 1.3: Replacement Value of Solid Waste ASSEtS......civiviiiiiiniiiiiiniiiiiieniiereienieninenee ., 10
Figure 1.4.1: York Valley Landfill........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i ert e r e e e s s enaena e rareneseens 11
Figure 1.4.2: Flow of Solid Waste in NelSon........ccivviiiininiiinii e een e 12
Figure 1.4.4: Pascoe Street Transfer Station ......cooviiiiiiiiii e 13
Figure 1.5(a): Residual Waste Per Person Per ANNUM ... . cevriicrtciciiiinr s eneernnsnensenreesenssaeess 14
Figure 1.5(b): Tonnage Waste Disposed of At YOrK Valley ....vvivviriviiriiiiiiiiiiiinirnenreceennenenn 14
Figure 1.5(C): ReCYCHNG Trends c..ouvivuii it st s rae e e e s reer e et e e e 15
Figure 1.5(d): RECY NG Trends ... cve it i i e e e ie s e s s e e e e e e nerernnas 15
Figure 1.5(e): ReCycling TrandS ... viuiuisiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiir ittt te e tr s st e e r e et rnaneranennnans 16
Figure 1.5(F): ReCYClNG TrENAS ..o tiriiiriiiiitiri i it tait et ar e etsaarretbrratetatneeneenssnnessn 16
Figure 1.5(g): Nelson and Tasman Solid Waste Composition Compared With Ministry for the

Environment National Indicator SiteS ....covviiiiiriii 17
Figure2.3 (a): Customer Satisfaction Survey 1998 t0 2010 ....ccivvvriieriiiiiiiiiiiiiiirer i 24
Figure 2.3(b): Residents Using Recycling ServiCes.......cciivriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceiiciiiersrenineenneanaaaeaas 24
Figure 2.7(a): Comparison of Landfill Charges ......ccvieiiiiiriiiiiiii i et e e e eas 28
Figure 2.7(b): Comparison of Landfill Charges.......c.cviviiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e rnreenrenenr s e eans 28
Figure 2.9.1: Recyclables as a Percentage of Residual Waste..........cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiinnenenn, 30
Figure 2.9.1(a) Greenwaste SUDSIAY .....vviiiiiniiiiiii i e e e ree e e e s en e rera e aaas 31
Figure 2.9.2: Tonnage Disposed Of At York Valley Per ANNUML.....covviiiiiiiviiniiiiiinirirerecneninnenes 32
Figure 2.9.2(a): Tonnage Disposed of at York Valley per Day ..ovcvvviiriiviiiiiiiiiiieiinrenrennnreaneess 32
Figure 2.9.3: Tonnage Disposed Of At York Valley Per ANNUM.....couivviiciiiiiniiininriereieiiecrennenss 33
Figure 3.1: Tonnes of residual waste disposed of in Nelson Tasman...c...vevvveeeririiiieniieinenenennanns 38
Figure 3.1.1: Tonnes of Material Diverted away from Nelson/Tasman Landfills........................... 39
Figure 3.2: Population Projection for the Nelson Tasman Ar€a .....cv.vivvveviirecrniniiereniinrenerienienns 39
Figure 3.2.1: Waste to Landfill per Head of Population ........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e s 40
Figure 3.3.2: Movement of Waste between York and Eves Valley.......c.coccciiveniiiiiiiniiiinncnnn e, 41
Figure 3.3.6: Waste Levy Compared To Waste Minimisation COSt ......cviivevvrviviiriirieiniiiinencenenns 43
Figure 3.4.1: Comparison of Residual Waste Trends ..vvvviviiiiiiiiriciiiriiieiseirreeersrereerssenenss 45
Figure 3.4.1(a): Projected Tonnage of Residual Waste to Landfill for Nelson/ Tasman ........c..ee..s. 45
Figure 5.1: Key stages in the assel IfecyCle are:..cccciiii i e it e eas 52
Figure 5.3.4: Lifecycle ReplacemeEnt . c.ouiriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirs e e e e e e e r e raa e eeaeaaes 55
Figure 5.3.8: TONNAGES RECYCIEA ...viiiiiiiiiiit ittt i e er e es e s e s ar et eanesbsensraranrneranans 58
Figure 5.3.9.1: Projected Transfer Station and Landfill CHarges ...cvviiviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiriiicenerre e ens 59
Figure 5.3.12: Performance of Landfill.........iiiieiiiiiiiniic e e e 62
Figure 5.3.13: Landfill Gas DIVErTed ....c.ovvviiiiiiiiiiiiiir e e st ee e e e e e e 63
Figure 5.4: Forecast of EXPenaiture . ......ovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiisii e e st recenenna e ens 64
Figure 6.12: Operation and Maintenance Cost of Solid Waste ACtiVity........cooiiii i, 69
Figure 6.15.1: Waste Minimisation Cost. .. ..oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii ittt ectaesesatenssnsneresas 71
Figure 6.15.2: Recyching Operation CoSt. . ..viciiiiiiiiiiiii i i everr et rs e nesaasenerreaenanons 72
Figure 6.15.3: Transfer Station Operation and Maintenance CoSst .......icvivvviviiniiiini i nnenes 72
Figure 6.15.4: Landfill EXpengitUrE . ...t e e e e et a e e 73
Figure 6.15.4(a): Landfill Operation and Maintenance COSE cvvuirriviiireiiiereiieeiriiiiirreereenrenrensere 73
Figure 6.15.5: Greenwaste Operation and Maintenance Cost.....cvvviviiiiiiniiiicrcriirerenenne e 74
Figure 6.15.7: Transfer Station Capital Programme .......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin v ea 76
Figure 6.15.8: Landfill Capital Prograimimie .. .. i i iiiievivtiirteeereesierieiseninsiseraneiserernernrenrserns 76

Nelson City Council

A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % e e ot

PDF 1310448

37



38

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page vi
Figure 6.15.10: Capital Cost Associated With Improvement of Levels of Service............cooevveiinnns 77
Figure 6.15.12: Waste Minimisation INCOME.....coiiiiiiiiiiiiimiiieiiiiininiiii s e nnianaes 79
Figure 6.15.13: Transfer Station.....c.cvviiiiiiiiiii i e e 80
Figure 6.15.14: Landfill INCOME ....iiviiiiiiiiiiiiiri i e s s ra s s a s 80
Figure 6.15.15: Greenwaste INCOME......c.iiriiriiiiiiiiiiriiiiiiiiirieiireriietaiissisisiassisarierissisarassans 81
Figure 6.15.16: Recyding INCOME . ..iviiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiii i i re et se e as s anaaes 81
Figure 6.15.17: Local Waste Disposal Levy ..o, 82
Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % e ol

PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 1

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The purpose of this Asset Management Plan is to ensure that assets are operated and
maintained in a sustainable and cost effective manner, and that they provide the
required level of service for present and future customers.

LEVELS OF SERVICE

Levels of service are driven by customer expectations, compliance with statutory
requirements and Council policies.

Council carries out the following Solid Waste activities:

. ensures that residual waste generated by residential properties is collected weekly
on a user pays basis;

. receives residual waste at York Valley;

. promotes waste minimisation;

. provides a recycling service to residential properties and schools free of charge;
and

. receives domestic hazardous waste, refuse and separated green waste at the

Pascoe Street Transfer Station.

CURRENT STATE

Council manages $12M (Including value of land) of solid waste assets on behalf of the
community. These assets are mainly associated with York Valley Landfill and Pascoe
Street Transfer Station. The value of depreciation is directly related to the replacement
cost and useful life of assets. Depreciation is used to renew assets (Renewal) and loan
funding is used to create (Upgrade) new assets.

The solid waste activity is basically debt free and activities are mainly funded from
landfill charges, transfer station charges and Ministry for the Environment Waste Levy
contributions.

[ Sources of Income
| 8,000,000 e ~ — -
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’ 6,000,000
’ 5,000,000
| 4,000,000
3,000,000
2,000,000 : —
1,000,000
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= Waste Levy (MfE) mTransfer station = Greenwaste ®=landfill =Other 1

The declining trend in tonnage of residual waste per person going to landfill in the
Nelson region demonstrates that our waste management and minimisation initiatives
meet the objectives of the Waste Minimisation Act. This declining trend is significant
when viewed against a steadily increasing population and a region recording economic
growth above the national average over the past decade as shown in the following
figure.
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The policy, services and facilities of one district can dramatically impact on demand for
services in neighbouring districts. This is well demonstrated in the Nelson Tasman
region, where policy and/or pricing changes have in the past affected the ability of both
Councils to improve waste minimisation and improve waste management practices.

Movement of waste in Nelson Tasman
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Little waste apart from that from the Buller District is believed to originate outside the
Nelson Tasman region. Stability in levels of service, pricing and policy is essential for
continued delivery of services.

Council’s customer surveys indicate a general satisfaction with services provided. A
steady decrease in the cost of dealing with illegally dumped waste material (fly-tipping)
suggests that the cost of solid waste services avallable in Nelson supports the
expectations of our community.

A comparison of the waste activities in Nelson compared to a district of similar size
showed that:

o the cost of waste disposal in Nelson is significantly lower;
. a wider range of disposal and recyding choices and options are available;
) the opportunity to economise is available;

with no significant compromise in environmental outcomes.
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When assessing new waste minimisation opportunities it is important to ensure that the
full cost of services are considered.

Costing Model
Full Cost = Financial Cost + Environmental Cost

Scientists have spent much effort trying to guantify the environmental component of
the Costing Model. A range of these costs have been considered before accepting an
indicative value to be used in the development of this plan. (Details can be found in
Section 2.10)

Greenwaste Recycling | Residual waste | Transfer station
Cost of treatment by Council $192,411 $894,583 $2,002,417 $1,342,155
Tonnage managed 1300 3300 61695 5400
Unit cost per tonne $148 $271 $33 $249
Indicative Full Cost per tonne $33 to $600%*

While the lowest cost option to deal with residual waste remains responsible land-filling,
Council has a duty of care to create an environment where consumers exercise
responsible buying behaviour and producers take responsibility for proactive
management of waste early in the value chain. This is a value judgment that cannot be
made in isolation. The choices made will impact on the behaviour of people, impact on
the resources available, impact the environment and the cost of services.

Question

Is our current solid waste strategy the best
way to allocate our resources to achieve our
ultimate goals

Estimates of Full Costs by economists are of such a range that it does not provide a
silver bullet solution. However, there is a societal responsibility that needs to be
considered when Nelson City Council decides on the most desirable treatment of
residual waste.

While our customer surveys indicate general satisfaction with services provided in the
region, the comments received from the “not very satisfied” group and focus groups
indicate that the public would like to see Council create an environment where
businesses and households reduce consumption and prevent recycled material from
entering the landfill.

CHALLENGES
Over the next 10 years the solid waste activity faces a variety of issues and challenges:
. Changing legislation and compliance requirements:

o Extensive consultation is required by legislation controlling the solid waste
activity;

o The Waste Minimisation Act 2008 established a waste levy through which
central government can influence waste minimisation initiatives;

o The Emissions Trading Scheme could have a significant impact on solid
waste management because the cost of carbon is linked to international
commodity markets.

%Nelson”dty Coungil
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o Growing demand will lead to increased usage and expansion of services:

o Increasing population, visitors and industry will increase demand for
services;

o The impacts of climate change will increase the demand for investigating
and introducing alternative treatment processes;

o Changes in level of service provided in Tasman District such as the
implementation of a three bin system - separation of organic waste,
recycling and residual waste into different bins - could place significant
pressure on Nelson City Council to match this level of service.

° Increasing customer expectations:
o Improved communication and consultation will be required;
o More infrastructure and increased levels of service.
° Improved co-operation with Tasman District Council in terms of waste

management and minimisation:

o Alignment of levels of service;

o Alignment of policies and procedures.
. Risks:

o A major risk is the failure, loss of or temporary unavailability of the York
Valley Landfill for an extended period, which would require an alternative
site for solid waste disposal;

) Community expectations regarding the location of future landfill activities.

SOLID WASTE STRATEGY

Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council have worked together to find the best
way to address issues identified in the 2009 Joint Waste Assessment. Following the
adoption of the Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and Minimisation Plan
(JWMMP) in 2012 the two councils have invested considerable effort investigating the
most appropriate tandfill strategy for the region.

The JWMMP has as an objective to investigate a joint regional landfill facility for the
benefit of both districts. The separate operation of two landfills in the region was
identified in the Joint Waste Assessment as the single largest impediment to waste
minirnisation initiatives in the region.

Studies undertaken to investigate a joint regional landfill strategy, that considered both
financial and non-financial criteria, have shown that a single facility would improve
sustainability for the region. It would achieve economies of scale, result in the best use
and value of the existing landfill assets. The studies carried out during 2013/14
recommended utilising the existing capacity at the Nelson City Council Landfill at York
Valley as the regional facility and then developing a next generation regional landfill as
the best option. The proposal includes all waste from the region (Nelson and Tasman)
going to the York Valley Landfill. Tasman District Council will retain the residual capacity
at Eves Valley (of around 2 years) for the remaining life of Yark Valley as a contingency
to allow for events such as severe flooding or an earthquake that may render York
Valley inoperable.

The financial modelling of this proposal was reviewed by independent corporate financial
specialists who reported that “The results of our 50 year parallel modelling indicate that
the proposal is financially beneficial to Nelson City, with Nelson City Council’'s share of
the additional landfill surpluses more than offsetting the impact of NCC incurring costs
of replacing the landfill 16 years earlier that it would have otherwise faced.”

The implementation of the proposal will allow the two councils to achieve the objectives
of the JWMMP.

Following a special consultative procedure in accordance with the requirements of the
Local Government Act 2002 in 2014 Nelson City Council agreed to implement the
Regional Landfill initiative based on the Memorandum of Understanding for Regional

%Nelson' City Counsil
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Landfill Activities with Tasman District Council commencing 1 July 2015. The Regional
Landfill Agreement will be based on the following principles:

s Nelson City Council will continue to fund waste minimisation activities through a
Local Landfill Levy;

. Nelson City Council will annually pay Tasman District Council a sum that matches
the Local Landfill Levy allocated to Nelson City Council;

o Nelson City Council will annually pay Tasman District Council a 40% share of the
budgeted operating surplus;

° Nelson City Councll will use their share of the budgeted operating surplus at their
discretion;

o A Waste Stabilisation Fund will be funded in the first year of the agreement by the
retention of $200,000 of the operating surplus from each Council before
distributing the budgeted operating surplus to the Councils at the end of the first
year of this agreement and retained at a minimum $400,000;

o Nelson City Council will develop a policy in consultation with Tasman District
Council to set the criteria for the circumstances in which the Waste Stabilisation
Fund may be drawn down and replenished.

York Valley Landfill is consented to receive municipal waste until 2034 and has the
capacity to receive residual waste well beyond life of the current consent at current
disposal tonnages. With the implementation of the regional landfill proposal there is
adequate capacity to receive the residual waste generated in the Nelson/Tasman and
Buller areas for at least the next 16 years. (At an average tonnage of 65,000 tonne per
annum)

Intemational benchmark for banked landfill
15 years

The Nelson Tasman area is well positioned in this regard with two designated landfill
sites located in the region. It will be prudent to start the process of identifying the most
appropriate site for future landfill operations within the next five years.

The implementation of the joint [andfill proposal secures opportunities to optimise waste
minimisation and management in the region that will serve the communities of Nelson
and Tasman well in the future. The development of new strategies is complicated and
specialised in nature and will require considerable effort to gain consensus across two
councils to implement projects that could require significant subsidisation from the
Regional Landfill activity.

FUNDING OF ACTIVITY

The activity is managed as a self funding account. The implementation of the Regional
Landfill will generate a targeted surplus of $988,000 in year one, adjusted annually by
the percentage to be determined in the Joint Landfill Agreement, which will be
redistributed for the benefit of ratepayers and users of solid waste services in the
Nelson Tasmman area.

%Nelson. City Counsil
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 e kgunhera o whakatd

PDF 1310448



Zd

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page 6
Landfill Funding
900000 160

800000 — f_- 128 g
700000 i c
@ 600000 — — 10
5 500000 j i ] w L 110 3
£ 400000 . - - ol 100 g
& 300000 A/ B R R R R gy
200000 g i T80 £
100000 ﬂ - L 70 2
0o -+ : e - 60 =
W N WO O - N M < N O N o
oo aqqag &
N OUN OO O N F 10 O ]

— = o = o NN AN NN NN

OO0 OO0 OO0 00 0 9O O

N NN NN~
Landfill charges Landfill surplus=—=Waste stabilisation fund

A Waste Stabilisation Fund will be established and funded from landfill surpluses. The
fund will be used to manage the volatility of landfill charges so that landfili users and
consumers can have improved price certainty. This fund and a portion of the surpluses
generated from landfill activities could be appropriated by Nelson City Council to provide
low interest loans or seed funding to assist outside agencies to achieve the goals of the
Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.

Landfill Charges
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A total local waste disposal levy of $3.4M per annum will be raised from landfill and
transfer station charges to fund waste management and minimisation initiatives that
cannot be fully funded from direct user charges. The following table shows the value of
subsidies applied.

Subsidized initiatives include kerbside recycling, general and separated greenwaste
waste received at the transfer station, waste education, collection of illegally dumped
refuse and treatment of domestic hazardous waste etc.
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Kerbside Transfer
Greenwaste . station general
Recycling
waste
Equivalent Cost per tonne $106 $0 $112
Vf':nlue of subsidy from Local 26% 100% 530
Disposal Levy

Subsidies are applied in a way that reflects the cost of the service (User Pays
Philosophy), to encourage residents to use the services and allows Council to achieve its
objectives. The differential between the landfill charge and the charge for general waste
at the transfer station is not considered to provide an incentive for waste contractors to
use the transfer station rather than the landfiil.

Transfer station

Inclusive GST Greenwaste
general waste

Current charge per m’ $20 $40
Ch ithout
arge withou 425 458

subsidy per m’

Presently the charge for separated greenwaste at the transfer station is higher than the
cost of disposal of greenwaste at the landfill. Increasing the subsidy applicable to
separated greenwaste will provide an incentive for waste operators and the public to
divert more greenwaste away from the landfill and extend the economic life of the York
Valley Landfill. However, Council will endeavour to stabalise the green waste recycling
capacity within the commercial sector with the aim to phase out the reception of
separated green waste at Pascoe Street.

Commercial recycling is based on user pays principles. It is suggested that a significant
amount of recycled material that is managed on behalf of businesses, by waste
operators, ends up in the landfill. Council can affect this behaviour through banning or
providing incentives to waste operators or businesses to ensure that material collected
Is recycled responsibly.

RISK ASSESSMENT

The risk assessment demonstrated that the most significant risk to the way in which
solid waste is managed in Nelson will be the loss of control of residual landfill activities.

Risk Event Consequence Score Risk
l\Competition from| (Could affect level of service, service 140 [IModerate
alternative landfill -:dehvery model and increase cost to|
| _re_sm}ents

The establishment of an alternative waste management and disposal philosophy that is
based on ease of use, providing a large residual waste receptacle, to customers could
compromise the way in which this service is delivered in Nelson, resulting, ultimately, in
a requirement to rate Nelson residents for the delivery of solid waste services.

CONCLUSION

While it appears that property management landfills continue to provide the lowest cost
alternative for the disposal of residual waste, the real benefits lie in impiementing a well
developed waste strategy that could add significant value to the management of the
solid waste activity.
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INTRODUCTION

This solid waste asset management plan combines the management, financial,
engineering and technical practices to ensure that the required level of service is

provided effectively.
THE PURPOSE OF THIS SOLID WASTE ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN

The purpose of this Solid Waste Asset Management Plan is to: ensure that assets are
operated and maintained, so that they provide the required level of service for present
and future customers in a sustainable and cost effective manner.

The Solid Waste Asset Management Plan supports the purpose by:

. Demonstrating responsible, sustainable management and operation of solid waste
assets which represent a significant, strategic and valuable asset belonging to
Nelson City;

. Identifying funding requirements; and

. Demonstrating compliance with Section 94(1) of the LGA 2002 which in summary
requires the Long Term Plan to be supported by an audit report on:

o) the quality of the information and assumptions underlying the forecast
information;

o framework for forecast information and performance measures and whether
they are appropriate to assess meaningful levels of service;

o Demonstrating clear linkage to community agreed outcomes with stated levels of
service.

The overall objective of asset management planning is to:

Deliver the required level of service to existing and future customers in a sustainable
and cost effective manner.

The contribution of solid waste activity to the Community Outcomes and asset
management objectives will be achieved by:

. Reflecting Long Term Plan stakeholder consultation to establish service standards;

. Implementing a programme of inspections and monitoring of the activity to assess
asset condition and performance;

. Undertaking a risk based approach to identify operational, maintenance, renewal
and capital development needs, and applying strategic prioritisation technigues to
select the most cost effective and sustainable work programme;

. Ensuring services are delivered at the right price and quality;

. Achieving the appropriate level and quality of asset management practice.

RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER PLANS

Asset management plans are a key component of the Council planning process, linking
with the following plans and documents:

Long Term Plan

A plan required by the Local Government Act 2002 to cover a period of at least 10
years, This plan contains key information about the Council’s activities, assets, level of
service and cost of providing services. It sets out the Council’'s funding and financial
policies and also a financial forecast for the years covered by the plan. Levels of service
and financial programmes as given in this document will be key information for the Long
Term Plan. The asset management plan provides the detail required to support the
financial forecast.

Annual Plan

Detailed action plan on Council’s projects and finances for each particular year. The
works identified in the asset management pian form the basis on which annual plans are
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prepared. With the adoption of the Long Term Plan the Annual Plan provides an update,
highlighting any changes to the solid waste programme, the reasons for changes and
the impact on rates.

Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and Minimisation Plan

This plan followed a Joint Waste Assessment, carried out under the Waste Minimisation
Act 2008, of the solid waste activities in the Nelson Tasman Region. These services
include sanitary landfilt, solid waste management and waste minimisation activities. The
waste assessment was carried out in 2009 in collaboration with Tasman District Council
and culminated with the adoption of the Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan in 2012 by Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council.

Nelson Resource Management Plan

The Nelson Resource Management Plan complies with the requirements of the Resource
Management Act. It has implications for the Asset Management Plan in terms of
discharge and land use policies and the control of environmental effects for new
developments.

Nga Taonga Tuku Iho Ki Whakati Management Plan

It is a collective initiative involving five of the six local iwi (Ngati Rarua, Ngati Kuia,
Ngati Toa Rangitira, Ngati Te Atiawa, Ngati Koata and Ngati Tama) gives a big picture
approach to the management of nga taonga tuku iho (the treasured resources).

Nelson 2060

To embed a culture of sustainability into all areas of Council by having an overarching
policy to be given effect through Council decisions, strategies, plans and actions and
against which, future Council actions will be evaluated.

Biodiversity Strategy

The strategy provides principles for biodiversity management action. These underpin
council wide actions and are recognised as inputs into the wastewater activity.

1.3 SCOPE OF THE PLAN
Nelson City Council is responsible for the management of solid waste assets with an
approximate replacement value of $9.4M (Land values are not included) and a projected
operating budget in 2015/16 of $8.2M. Details of the replacement cost of the
component groupings are shown over the page.
Nelson City Council
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Figure 1.3: Replacement Value of Solid Waste Assets
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1.4 HISTORY OF WASTE MANAGEMENT IN NELSON

1.4.1 Landfill

Prior to the opening of York Valley Landfill in 1987, rubbish was taken to the Atawhai
Landfill, which is now the site of Neale Park. In 1998 a gas extraction system was
installed to reduce methane emissions from the York Valley landfill. Council has signed
an agreement with Energy for Industry, a division of Pioneer Generation Ltd, to reuse
the extracted gas for power generation. The landfill has a leachate collection system and
strict environmental monitoring conditions and auditing procedures.

Gully 1 is currently in use with gully 3 and 4 potential land for future development.
Gully 1 has a capacity of 2,700,000m? and is consented to accept municipal waste until
2034. There is significant uncertainty around the geological stability of these two gullies,
what is know is that there are geological faults running through both areas.
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Figure 1.4.1: York Valley Landfill

The York Valley landfill is located approximately 4 km south of the city centre, accessed
off Market Road and receives municipal solid waste from the transfer station and
approved commercial operators.

The landfill is a valley type landfill and occupies approximately 3.5Ha. The site has been
filled in 3m lifts across the site progressing up the valley sides in a controlled manner.

The disposal area has been built up around seven stone chimney drains connected to a
stone leachate drain piped into the sewer system. The chimney drains which are
extended as the fandfill is built up serve as ducts to vent landfill gas from the landfill.
The chimney drains were capped in 1998 and connected to the gas extraction system.

Waste Collection

Up to 1997 Nelson City Council provided a rubbish collection service through NELMAC
which included supplying 52 rubbish bags per household per annum. This was funded by
a refuse rate. From 1997 the Council stopped charging a refuse rate and households
were responsible for purchasing their own bags, or finding an alternative service
provider. This structure has meant that private waste companies compete for Nelson’s
waste collection. Four companies - NELMAC Ltd, Can Plan, Envirowaste Ltd and
Transpacific Waste Management - regularly collect rubbish in Nelson.

Figure 1.4.2 summarises the flow of waste to York Valley following the implementation
of the regional landfill strategy.
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Figure 1.4.2: Flow of Solid Waste in Nelson
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Greenwaste Processing

A privately owned composting centre was set up beside the Pascoe Street Transfer
Station in 1998 but was discontinued in 2003. Since then, green waste taken to the
Transfer Station has continued to be collected in a separate hopper, compacted into
containers and transported to Council contracted composting businesses where the
green waste is composted. (At present this service is provided by A Miller and Sons)

The competitive nature of commercial composting operators in Nelson provides a wide
range of choice to waste collectors and the public.

Recycling Operations

The Nelson Environment Centre has operated a reuse shop at the Pascoe Street
Transfer Station since June 1992. It also provided a drop off recycling centre for
aluminium, metals, glass, oil and cardboard unti! 2002,

In 1996 the Nelson Environment Centre and Council set up a kerbside recycling scheme,
which collected plastics, paper, aluminium cans, cardboard and glass. This scheme
stopped in 1998 when the local paper market ceased.

In 2001 the Council developed a comprehensive recycling service for Nelson and initially
contracted Kahurangi Waste Minimisation Services to deliver a recycling service to
Nelson residents. In October 2004 Council contracted with Nelmac to continue the
kerbside recycling scheme and to manage the recycling drop off centre at Council’s
Pascoe Street premises. (Depicted in figure 1.4.4) Nelmac collects and processes the
recyclable material at Pascoe Street.
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Figure 1.4.4: Pascoe Street Transfer Station

1.5 SOLID WASTE TRENDS

The generation of residual solid waste has historically reflected economic growth. The
tonnages of waste disposed of at York Valley since the landfill was established show that
interventions such as waste awareness, recycling and user pays strategies do affect the
behaviour of people. (Refer to fig 1.5(a))
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Figure 1.5(a): Residual Waste Per Person Per Ahnum
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A 47% reduction on residual waste going to landfill has been recorded since 1999. This
reduction followed a period during which the Council adopted a user pays philosophy,
improvements to recycling and a focus on waste education. Figure 1.5(b) shows the
decrease in tonnage of solid waste since 2006. This decrease reflects changes that
result from Councll intervention and the affects of economic activity etc.

Figure 1.5(b): Tonnage Waste Disposed of At York Valley
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The diversion of waste through kerbside recycling and acceptance of residential
recycling at no charge at the transfer station, expressed as a percentage of residual
waste going to landfill, has continued to grow as shown in figure 1.5(c).

The increase in tonnage in 2013/14 is associated with HAIL material associated with the
Maitai Walkway project that was disposed of at York Valley.
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Figure 1.5(c): Recycling Trends
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With tonnages of material diverted from the landfill through council recycling initiatives

at around 11% of the total waste disposed of at the landfill during 2014 it is clear that
waste awareness programmes have a significant impact on the behaviour of people.

Material (tonnes) diverted through Council initiatives in 2013
Glass | Paper and Cardboard | Plastics and tins | Recycling] Greenwaste
1,425 1,402 298 3,125 1,207

Figure 1.5(d): Recycling Trends
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Figure 1.5(d) shows that the actual tonnages of material diverted through Council

initiatives have decreased. This decrease mainly results from the fact that separated
greenwaste is now more readily received at commercial composting operations, and
often at a lower charge than what is applicable at the Pascoe Street transfer station.
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Figure 1.5(e): Recycling Trends
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The trends in recycling per person per year, as depicted in figure 1.5(e) does not
present any clear patterns other than to suggest that residents continue to see value in
recycling. Figure 1.5(f) demonstrates that contamination of recycled material is not an
issue that requires additional attention at this time. (There are locations in New Zealand
where contaminations rates of over 28% are reported) Just over five percent, 193 tonne
during the most recent 12 month period, of material diverted through recycling find
their way back to the landfili.

Figure 1.5(f): Recycling Trends
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A solid waste composition study carried out in 2012 provides the region with good
information on which to base future solid waste initiatives. The cost associated with
these studies is very high, (over $120,000 for the 2012 study) and does not encourage
this type of benchmarking on a regular basis. A single primary landfill in the Nelson
Tasman area will lower the cost of this type of investigation in future.
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Figure 1.5(g): Nelson and Tasman Solid Waste Composition Compared With
Ministry for the Environment National Indicator Sites
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The results depicted in figure 1.5(g) show that a higher percentage of recyclable
materials such as paper, cardboard and plastics in the Nelson Tasman region than was
recorded for the national indicator sites. Putrescibles (food and garden waste) are
comparable between the Nelson Tasman region and the indicators sites. Glass shows
higher percentages in Tasman District, but the Nelson results are comparable with the
indicators sites. Construction material is higher at the indicator sites than the Nelson
Tasman region although timber is higher for the Nelson Tasman Region (14%) than
recorded at the indicator sites (11%).

CURRENT AND FUTURE PRACTICES

Current solid waste management requires best use of existing facilities and the
aftercare for closed landfills.

Through the continued implementation of the Joint Nelson/Tasman Waste Management
and Minimisation Plan the two Councils have the opporfunity to develop more
sustainable and integrated solid waste strategies for the region.

Methods of waste management and minimisation wiil be considered in the following
descending order of importance: reduction, reuse, recycling, recovery, treatment and
disposal based on the following six core guiding principles:

Global Citizenship
Our responsibility to protect the environment extends beyond Nelson.

This principle recognises our responsibility to consider the consequences of our actions
in generating and managing waste and diverted material. For example, well sorted and
uncontaminated diverted material produces higher quality recycled materials.
Processing high quality recyclables in New Zealand is preferable to sending materials
off-shore. Also, methane gas from landfills is a greenhouse gas and greenhouse gases
contribute to climate change globally.

Kaitiakitanga (Similar To Stewardship/Guardianship)

All members of society are responsible for looking after the environment, and for the
impact of products they purchase and wastes they make, use and discard.

The Maori concept of kaitiakitanga expresses an integrated view of the environment and
recognises the relationship between all things. Kaitiakitanga represents the obligation of
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current generations to maintain the life sustaining capacity of the environment for
present and future generations. Stewardship is similar.

This principle overlaps with the general principles contained in the Nga Taonga Tuku Tho
Ki Whakatu Management Plan (2004), which include:

o a sense of kinship with all things;
o a regard for natural resources as gifts from the atua (gods);
. a sense of responsibility for natural resources as kaitiaki (guardians);
. a sense of commitment to look after resources for future generations;
. an ethic of giving back what is taken from the environment.

1.6.3 Product Stewardship

Producers, consumers and the wider community have responsibilities for a product
throughout the product’s life-cycle.

This principle promotes the responsibility of designing products so that the material
used in manufacture can be recovered and re-used or returned benignly to the
environment, the amount of packaging is minimised and the energy used in production
is minimised.

Choices that consumers make have the potential to influence producers in their

responsibility towards more sustainable production and packaging. Moreover,
consumers have a responsibility to purchase in line with this principle.

1.6.4 Full-Cost Pricing

The environmental effects of production, distribution, consumption and reuse, recycling
or disposal of goods and of the associated services should be consistently priced and
charged as closely as possible to the point they occur.

This principle encourages minimisation of environmental effects by ensuring full
environmental costs are reflected in product and service prices, and paid as closely to
their source as possible.

1.6.5 Life-Cycle Principle

Products and substances should be designed, produced and managed so all
environmental effects are accounted for and minimised during generation, use, recovery
and reuse as a manufacturing resource, or disposal.

This principle reguires consideration of all activities and associated environmental
effects leading to a product or service, during the life of the product or service, and
following the life of the product or service. For example, a product’s life starts with the
gathering of raw materials from the earth and ends when the materials are returned to
the earth. Before the materials are returned to the earth, they may be reused instead of
using raw materials. Energy will be used throughout. How much energy is used and
whether the energy is renewable or not are components of the life cycle. At the end of a
product’s life, the product may be disposed in a landfill. Environmental effects may
continue. For example, a wood product may decompose and generate landfill gases,
which are predominantly greenhouse gases.

1.6.6 Precautionary Principle

Where there is a threat of serious or irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty
should not be a reason for postponing measures to prevent environmental degradation
or potential adverse health effects.

Where decision-makers have limited information or understanding of the possible
effects of an activity, and there are significant risks or uncertainties, a precautionary
approach should be taken.
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PLAN FRAMEWORK
The plan is structured as follows:
Section 1 Introduction: Sets out the philosophy and geographic scope of the plan.

Section 2 Levels of Service: Outlines the current and target levels of service with
regard to customer expectations, operation and emergency response.

Section 3 Future Demand: Outlines existing demand, demand projections, demand
management, impact of changing demand on assets.

Section 4 Risk Management: Contains Risk Management Philosophy; Risk Register for
Solid Waste Assets; Risk Treatment Plan and Schedule for Solid Waste asset
lifelines.

Section 5 Lifecycle Management Plan: Contains, asset details (including capacity,
performance, condition and valuations), maintenance and renewal
strategies, capital programme and asset disposal strategy.

Section 6 Financial Summary: Outlines where funds will be sourced from.

Section 7 Asset Management Practices: Contains details of the Accounting/ Financial,
Geographical Information System, Information Flow, and Asset Management
Systems.

Section 8 Plan Improvement Programme: Provides detail on planning to monitor the
performance of the Asset management plan and to improve Asset
Management systems that will improve the level of confidence in the Asset
management plan, provides details in proposed chronological order of the
processes to be improved in the management of the solid waste activity.

Section 9 Action Plan: Provides a programme for further development of this Plan.

OBJECTIVES OF THE PLAN

Council’'s community outcomes were developed in 2005 with significant input from the
community. The solid waste activity contributes to these through:

Table 1.8: Community Qutcomes

Outcomes How the activity contributes

Healthy land, sea, air and | Provides services and strategies to minimise the negative
water effect of waste management on the environment.

A strong economy High quality services and consistent strategic direction
provides a stable environment for business development
and growth

Kind, healthy people Provides services and direction for the management and
minimisation of waste

Levels of service have been developed with the objective of assisting Council in
achieving the community outcomes and the priorities, and are set out in section 2.
BENEFITS OF ASSET MANAGEMENT PLANNING

This Solid Waste Asset Management Plan details how Council’'s management, financial,
engineering and technical processes and procedures relating to solid waste assets will
contribute to achieving the Goals of the Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.
The benefits of asset management planning are:

. Enhanced service management and customer satisfaction;
° Improved risk management;
o Improved financial efficiency;

. More sustainable decisions.
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1.10 DEVELOPMENT OF ASSET MANAGEMENT PLANNING

The Asset Management Plan will continue to evolve in a continuous cycle of review and
improvements so that the quality of outputs matches the changing business and
legislative needs. The Asset Management Plan will act as a vehicle for the development
of advanced asset management practices.

This plan provides budget forecasts for inclusion in the Long Term Plans of Nelson City
Council. The Asset Management Plan will be reviewed 3 yearly in advance of the

development of the Long Term Plan cycle. Annual amendments or updates will be
recorded during intervening years.

The International Infrastructural Management Manual 2006 details criteria for assessing
conformity to “core” and “advanced” levels of Asset Management in New Zealand.

In recent years it has been recognised that a new rating level of “Core Plus” is the most
appropriate rating for cities of Nelson’s size for this activity. This rating reflects that
parts of the asset can be managed at a Core level and parts at an Advanced level. This

approach will provide an effective asset management tool without becoming un-
necessarily expensive.

1.11 OVERVIEW OF SUSTAINABILITY

The Local Government Act 2002 sets out the principles that tocal authorities must act in
accordance with. The legislation requires local authorities to ensure prudent stewardship
and the efficient and effective use of its resources in the interests of its district or
region; and in taking a sustainable development approach, taking into account:

. The social, economic, and cultural interests of people and communities; and
° The need to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment; and
. The reasonably foreseeable needs of future generations.

Nelson 2060 was adopted by Council in 2013 following an inclusive process called
“Framing our Future” and sets out Nelson’s sustainability strategy. It identifies ten goals
that the Nelson Community said were priorities for action and Council is now working to
ensure that these goals and sustainability principles are integrated into all the decisions
made about its activities.

Sustainable development actions and approaches are embedded throughout this asset
management plan in the sections on: Levels of Service, Demand Management, Lifecycle
Management Plans, and Financial. These include the following:

Goal Three - Our natural environment - air, land, rivers and sea - is protected and
heaithy:

. 100% compliance with resource consent conditions as specified.

Goal Seven - Our economy thrives and contributes to a vibrant and sustainable Nelson:
e Optimal use of available landfill airspace;

. Provide a range of options that will allow users opportunities to economise,

Goal Nine - Everyone in our community has their essential needs met:

. Ensuring that solid waste disposal services are available to all residents.

Goal 10 - We reduce consumption so that resources are shared more fairly:

. Waste awareness programmes;
. Waste education programmes;
. Subsidised charges for problematic waste products.

Actions and issues regarding sustainable development are well aligned with the waste
management and minimisation principles embedded into the Joint Nelson/Tasman
Waste Management and Minimisation Plan as set out in section 1.6.
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Further action in promoting the sustainability is considered to centre on the following
areas:

. Integration of waste management and minimisation services;
. Operational and management improvements;

. Ongoing monitoring of streams and groundwater in the affected areas.

1.12 KEY RELATIONSHIPS

The levels of service provided depend on the demand by the community. How the
services are provided is determined by Council in response to the requirements of
stakeholders and legislation. Stakeholders are broadly defined as customers, elected
members and other stakeholders.

Council has developed a strategic working relationship with Tasman District Council
culminating in the adoption of a Joint Nelson/Tasman Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan.

To ensure that household and business solid waste is collected and disposed of
responsibly and without significant environmental and health impacts, Council acts as a:

o Service provider and facilitator in providing and operating the Pascoe Street
transfer station and the York Valley Landfill.

. Funder of recycling services to residential properties and schools through
contracting waste collection contractors to collect recyclables.

. Educator by funding waste awareness educational programmes and waste
minimisation initiatives aimed at promoting responsible community behaviour.

. Regulator to enforce the Health and Litter Act.

Solid waste activities contribute to the community well being by ensuring effective
management of solid waste to minimise pollution and educating the public in waste
awareness.

Te Tau Ihu Treaty Settlements

The Te Tau Ihu Claims Settlement Act 2014 provides statutory obligations for Council in
respect to general decision making processes, and specifically in RMA process and
decision making. The Act provides each of the eight iwi[1] with mana whenua[2] in the
Top of the South with an apology from the Crown and redress. Council will be working
with the eight iwi of Te Tau Ihu on relationships establishment and implementation of
the settlements in relation to Councils governance and decision making processes
through the 2014/15 year. For asset management planning undertaken in 2014 Council
held a workshop with iwi to begin a process of partnership and establishment of good
working relationships for managing areas of significance such as the coastal marine
area, freshwater bodies and catchments, reserves management and heritage.

[ Ngati Apa ki te R3 T5, Ngati Kuia, Rangitane o Wairau, Ngati Koata, Ng&ti Rarua, Ng&ti Tama ki Te Tau Thu, Te
Atiawa o Te Waka-a-Maui, and Ngati Toa Rangatira.
[21 Mana whenua: customary authority exercised by an iwi or hapu in an identified area.
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2. LEVELS OF SERVICE

This section on levels of service is the vital part of the Asset Management Plan. The

levels of service determine the amount of resources that are required to manage the

solid waste activity in order to provide the community with the levels of service
specified. The following was considered:

. Customer Expectations: Information gained from customers, what they value,
their needs and what they expect;

. Affordability;

. Community Outcomes (Strategic and Council Goals): These identify the overall
direction of Council and provide a framework for the levels of service;

o Compliance Requirements: The statutory and other requirements set the
minimum level of service that must be provided;

o Customer expectations, community outcomes and compliance with statutory
requirements and Council policies contribute to the development of levels of
service from a customer perspective. Targets for ievels of service help to set the
appropriate expectations of customers and provide a basis for the measuring
Council’s performance.

2.1 OUR CUSTOMERS AND STAKEHOLDERS

It is important to identify and define the customers of and the stakeholders in the solid

waste business in order to understand their values, aspirations and expectations.

Solid waste stakeholders are no different from the customers of other Council services.

With many stakeholders not ratepayers it is important to ensure that consultation be

carried out in a way that all the stakeholders are heard during consultation.

Solid waste assets have the following stakeholders:

2.1.1 External

. Residential, commercial and industrial waste generators;

. Ministry of Economic Development, Ministry for the Environment, Ministry of
Health, Department of Conservation, Audit New Zealand;

. Waste Industry service providers;

. Community and voluntary service providers;

. Waste Management Institute of New Zealand, Recycling Operators of New
Zealand, Packaging Accord and members;

. Cleanfill Operators;

o Owners of abandoned, unregistered landfills;

. Environmental and Recreational Interest Groups;

. Tasman District Council.

2.1.2 Internal

. Councillors;

. Trade Waste Officer;

. Environmental officers;

. Asset, Operations and Maintenance staff.

2.2 HOW WE COMMUNICATE WITH OUR STAKEHOLDERS

While the Long Term Plan consultation process incorporates the levels of service

associated with the solid waste activity, Nelson City Council has also undertaken a range

of consultation processes over the past few years specifically targeted at gathering
Nelson City Council
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information on preferred levels of service or the extent of infrastructure that Council
has/will be required to install. The extent of the historical and additional proposed
consultation is detailed in the table below.

Table 2.2: Solid Waste Consultation Processes

2.3

Consultation Date Reasons for Extent of Consultation | Applicable to Which
Process Consultation Customer Value
Historical
Sustainability 2011 Framing our Community workshops Sustainability
Forum Future
2012-2022 2012 Legislative Public, business and Customer satisfaction
Long Term requirement industry submissions Environmental Quality
Plan process criteria of Local requested. K
Government Act | advertising in local Capacity
2002 papers. Reliability
Submissions heard and Customer response
considered
Sustainability 2008 Instigation of Special Consultative Sustainability
Policy the Council’s Process.
sustainability
policy
Community Three Rate satisfaction | 400 residents surveyed N/A
Survey yearly with services by telephone
basis since | provided by
1998 Council
Annual Plan Annually Legislative Public, business and Customer satisfaction
requirement industry submissions Environmental Quality
criteria of Local requested. Capacit
Government Act | advertising in local p y
2002 papers. Reliability
Submissions heard and Customer response
considered
Joint Waste 2011- Waste Special consuitative Sustainability
Management 2012 Minimisation Act | process Reliability
and 2008 )
Minimisation Capacity
Plan
Joint Landfll 2014 Legislative Special consultative Changes to the
requirement process delivery of services
criteria of Local
Government Act
2002
Proposed
2015-2025 2015 Legislative Public, business and Environmental Quality
Long Term requirement industry subrrissions Sustainability
Plan process critena of Local | requested Reliability
Sg(‘)’;—'m'“e”t At | Advertising in local Capacity
papers
Responsiveness
Joint Waste 2016- Waste Special consultative Sustainability
Management 2018 Minimisation Act | process Reliability
and 2008 N
Minirnisation Capacity
Plan

CUSTOMER SATISFACTION SURVEY

Every 3 years since 1998, a comprehensive survey is undertaken which, among other
things, helps to establish relative priorities among the significant activity areas for
Council and measures the level of satisfaction with Council performance in each of these
areas.
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Note: The margin of error on a sample size of 400 is £4.9% (95% confidence level)

Figure2.3 (a): Customer Satisfaction Survey 1998 to 2010
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Eighty two per cent of residents felt that waste minimisation was important for Council
to focus on. Concerns regarding waste minimisation were related to Council needing to
do more to minimise waste (43%), to improve the recycling system (43%) and do more
waste education (15%). From the comments received it is apparent that Nelson City
Council needs to lift the profile of the waste minimisation goal of “"Avoiding the Creation
of Waste”. The implementation of a joint waste minimisation strategy for the region will
go a long way to improve the image of the solid waste activity.

The following figure shows that there was a steady increase of people using the
recycling services.

Figure 2.3(b): Residents Using Recycling Services
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OUTCOME OF CONSULTATION

The community identified increased residual waste due to a growing population as the
challenge for the future and described success in the solid waste activity as follows:

. Nelson City, Businesses and Households aim for zero waste;

. Reduced consumption by Businesses and Households;
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) Integrated cradle to grave approach to waste with local producers leading the
way;
. Recycling is actively promoted and practised and the community is educated
about reducing and recycling;
° Waste minimisation partnerships.
2.5 COMMUNITY OUTCOMES
The following six community outcomes are the long term goals that Nelson residents
want for their city. Together, they provide a vision of the sort of place we would like to
live in the future.
. Healthy land, sea, air and water - We protect the natural environment;
. People-friendly places — We build healthy, accessible and attractive places and live
in a sustainable region;
o A strong economy - We all benefit from a sustainable, innovative and diversified
economy;
. Kind, healthy people -~ We are part of a welcoming, safe, inclusive and healthy
community;
. A fun, creative culture - We are proud of our creative local culture and regional
identity;
. Good leadership - Our leaders are proactive, innovative and inclusive.
These six inter-related goals guide Nelson City Council to align everything Council does
with what the community wants Council to achieve.
2.6 COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS
Legislation provides the minimum requirements for levels of service. The main
legislation driving solid waste activities are:
. Resource Management Act 1991;
. Local Government Act 2002;
. Waste Minimisation Act 2008;
. Climate Change Response Act 2008.
2.6.1 The Resource Management Act 1991
The Resource Management Act provides guidelines and regulations for the sustainable
management of natural and physical resources. Although it does not specifically define
‘waste’, the Act addresses waste management and minimisation activities through
controls on the environmental effects of waste management and minimisation activities
and facilities through national, regional and local policy, standards, plans and consent
procedures. In this role, the Resource Management Act exercises considerable influence
over facilities for waste disposal, recycling, recovery, treatment and others in terms of
the potential impacts of these facilities on the environment.
Under section 31 of the Resource Management Act, regional councils are responsible for
controlling the discharge of contaminants into or onto land, air or water.
Under the Resource Management Act, Territorial Authority responsibility includes
controlling the effects of land-use activities that have the potential to create adverse
effects on the natural and physical resources of their district. Facilities involved in the
disposal, treatment or use of waste or recoverable materials may carry this potential.
Permitted, controlled, discretionary, non-complying and prohibited activities and their
controls are specified within district planning documents, thereby defining further land-
use-related resource consent requirements for waste-related facilities.
In addition, the Resource Management Act provides for the development of national
policy statements and for the setting of national environmental standards. The Resource
Management (National Environmental Standards Relating to Certain Air Pollutants,
Dioxins, and Other Toxics) Regulations 2004 (the national environmental standards for
Nelson City Council
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Air Quality) requires certain landfills (e .g. those with a capacity of more than 1 million
tonnes of waste) to collect landfill gases and either flare them or use them as fuel for
generating power diverting the use of other fuel sources.

Solid waste activities are also subject to the National Environmental Standards for the
assessment and management of contaminants in soil. The acceptance of contaminated
soils at York Valley requires special attention to protect the people who work with and
come into contact with this material. All solid waste sites are considered to contain
material on the Hazardous Activities and Industries List (HAIL) and are required to be
managed accordingly.

2.6.2 The Local Government Act 2002

The Local Government Act sets out the requirements of Council to deliver services and
the responsibility of the Council to make assessment of services provided. This Solid
Waste Asset Management Plan constitutes the process by which this assessment is
carried out by Council and reported to the public through the Long Term Plan.

The Local Government Act places an obligation on Council to strive towards sustainable
development for the City. The Social, Economic, Environmental and Cultural wellbeing of
the community must be considered when objectives are developed for the solid waste
activity.

2.6.3 Waste Minimisation Act (2008)

The Waste Minimisation Act encourages a reduction in the amount of waste generated
and disposed of in New Zealand and aims to lessen the environmental harm from waste
and aims to benefit the New Zealand economy by encouraging improved use of
materials throughout their life, The Waste Minimisation Act sets out to achieve this
through the following:

. Places a levy on waste disposal to landfills;

. Funds waste minimisation grants;

o Allows regulations to be made to make it mandatory for territorial authorities and
the waste sector to report on waste to improve waste minimisation;

. Manages producer responsibility programmes;

. Directs territorial authorities with respect to waste minimisation responsibilities;

. Set up a Waste Advisory Board to provide independent advice to the Minister for

the Environment with respect to waste minimisation.

The enactment of the Waste Minimisation Act in 2008 represented a change in the
Government’s approach to managing and minimising waste. The Waste Minimisation Act
recognises the need to focus efforts higher on the waste hierarchy in terms of reducing
and recovering waste eartier in its life cycle, shifting focus away from treatment and
disposal. This change in focus is reflected in new tools enabled by the Waste
Minimisation Act such as a framework for developing accredited product stewardship
schemes and the creation of a national waste disposal levy, half of which is distributed
back to councils on a population basis.

The purpose of the Waste Minimisation Act is to “encourage waste minimisation and a
decrease in waste disposal in order to protect the environment from harm; and to
provide environmental, social, economic and cultural benefits”.

The Waste Minimisation Act contains a mechanism for the accreditation and monitoring
of product stewardship schemes to minimise waste from products. Product stewardship
schemes will be designed to promote reduction of waste at source, as well as make
recycling, treatment and disposal safer and more efficient.

Part 4 is fully dedicated to the responsibilities of TAs which “must promote effective and
efficient waste management and minimisation within their districts” (s42).
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Waste Management and Minimisation Plan

Nelson City Council has a statutory responsibility to promote effective and efficient
waste minimisation and, for this purpose, to adopt a waste management and
minimisation plan.

Council carried out a Joint Waste Assessment with Tasman District Council and adopted
the Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management Minimisation Plan in 2012.

The Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan sets the direction for waste
management and minimisation in Nelson City and Tasman District untii a new plan is
adopted. The plan needs to be reviewed at intervals not exceeding six years. (The
statutory requirement is that a new waste management and minimisation plan will need
to be adopted before 30 June 2018)

Climate Change Amendment Act 2008

The Climate Change Amendment Act 2008 provides the basis for the New Zealand
Greenhouse Gas Emission Trading Scheme. This Act requires landfill owners to purchase
emission trading units to cover methane emissions generated from the landfill.

Other Legislation

The following is a summary of other legislation that must be considered with respect to
waste management and minimisation pianning.

o The Hazardous Substances and New Organisms Act 1996 controls the handling
and disposal of hazardous substances;

. Civil Defence Emergency Management Act 2002 requires lifeline services to
function to the fullest extent during and after an emergency and to have business
continuity plans;

. The Health Act 1956 aims to prevent nuisance and promote public health;

° Local Government (rating) Act 2002 allows Council to determine a rate or charge
for any activity Council chooses to get involved in;

° The Health and Safety in Employment Act 1992 outlines health and safety
responsibilities for the management of hazards in relation to employees and
contractors at work. The Act provides for the safe handling and storage of
hazardous substances;

. The Building Act 2004 requires building consents for building construction,
operation and demolition;

. The Litter Act 1979 (and Amendment Act 2006) provides council with powers to
create litter enforcement officers or “Litter Control Officers” who have powers to
issue infringement notices, with fines for those who have committed a littering
offence.

KEY LEVEL OF SERVICE ISSUES

The rationalisation of regional landfill services from 1 July 2015 provides an appropriate
model for the treatment of waste that cannot be funded through the user pays model
and improves the security of landfill operations against natural events that can affect
the ability to provide continuous services to the communities.

Funding the treatment of waste that is currently not funded through the user pays
model, domestic hazardous waste and residential recycling, continues to be at risk if an
alternative municipal landfill is established in the region.

The establishment of an alternative landfill in Neison would likely result in Council
adopting a user pay recycling system or raising the revenue required to continue
providing these free of charge through addition rates.

There are a number of uncertainties that need to be dealt with that could affect the
stability of landfill charges.
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Figure 2.7(a): Comparison of Landfill Charges
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The volatility of the Carbon market can have a significant impact on landfill charges.
Charging models are also sensitive towards changes in tonnages of waste, changes to
the Waste Levy and levels of service.

Figure 2.7(b) demonstrates the impact on the landfill charges if the level of service in
the Nelson Tasman region stays consistent with current practice. The rationalisation of
landfill activities in Nelson Tasman creates a solid foundation for the development of
future projects through which the levels of service can be improved if so desired by the

Nelson Tasman community or for a decrease in the cost of managing residual solid
waste streams.

Figure 2.7(b): Comparison of Landfill Charges
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All consented landfills are subject to regular monitoring to show compliance with
resource consent conditions. York Valley, gully 1, is consented to receive waste until
2034. The current gully has a remaining life exceeding 16 years if the waste disposed at
York Valley is maintained at an annual average of 65,000 tonnes. The land designated
for landfill purposes neighbouring the York Valley and Eves Valley landfill sites are
owned by Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council respectively.

Studies have shown that these areas are large enough to provide significant landfill
airspace well into the future. (A desktop study has shown that York Valley gully 4 has a
capacity exceeding 2,700,000m>) Geological and geotechnical work will need to be
carried out to determine the most effective use of this landfill space.
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DEVELOPMENT OF LEVELS OF SERVICE

Levels of Service are “the defined quality for a particular activity or service against
which performance may be measured” (Auditor General) and these relate to quality,
quantity, reliability, responsiveness, environmental acceptability and cost. Customer
Levels of Service reflect how the customer perceives the service. Technical Levels of
Service on the other hand, support the Customer Levels of Service and are internal
measures that are quantitative.

The objectives and key performance indicators developed are grouped into six strategic
themes:

. Impact - Adverse environmental impacts from solid waste activities are
minimised;

. Cost - Monitoring and managing the drivers of costs to ensure the provision of
affordable services without compromising safety of quality;

o Demand - Development and growth needs in terms of solid waste services are
met;

o Safety - Operation of solid waste services does not compromise the safety of
community and employees;

. Quality - Provision of quality infrastructure and services;

. Communication - Information made available to customers on levels of service

and waste management and minimisation issues.

IMPACTS

The primary objective is to mitigate negative environmental effects that the solid waste
activity may cause. The customer view can be paraphrased as: “I want council to
minimise harm to the environment.”

THE CONDITIONS IMPOSED BY RESOURCE CONSENTS ARE COMLPIED WITH

York Valley Landfill is subject to specific conditions under the resource consents issued
under the Resource Management Act. The landfill is monitored by staff and consuitants
to demonstrate compliance. The annual compliance report by independent consultants is
also peer reviewed by a second group of consultants to ensure the quality of the
monitoring and reporting.

Increase in the Tonnages Recycled as a Percentage of Residual Waste disposed
of at Landfill

The recycling statistics includes residential and school recycling programmes plus the
green waste diversion through the transfer station. The information around commercial
recycling is not available as Council has no direct involvement with commercial
recycling. 89% of residents use the Council provided recycling service regularly.

Composition studies of York Valley Landfill demonstrate that a significant volume of
potentially recyclable material is still being disposed of at the landfill. Council has no
direct involvement in managing waste that is recycled by businesses. Businesses are
encouraged to reduce waste to landfills through waste avoidance, recycling etc. through
education programmes initiated by Council. Waste operators are encouraged through
Council education programmes to promote and contract recycling services to businesses
in Nelson. Land-filling the recycling material provides the lowest cost solution. This
practice distorts the business recycling market and does not allow Council to achieve
the desired outcomes.

Figure 2.9.1 shows that the percentage of recyclables as a percentage of the residual
waste disposed of at landfill has trended upward since 2006.
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Figure 2.9.1: Recyclables as a Percentage of Residual Waste

Nelson/Tasman Recycling as percentage
of residual waste disposed of at landfill
12% — -

10%

8%

6%

4%

2%

0%

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014Pp

Council can affect behaviour change through initiatives to ban specific materials from
the landfill or through providing incentives to businesses or waste operators who
provide recycling services to businesses.

Regulation often increases cost of compliance beyond the added value that can be
achieved through compliance. Financial incentives could assist Coundil in achieving the
desired outcomes.

The development of incentives requires implementation of innovative ideas to achieve
desired policy outcomes. The implementation of well developed incentives often come at
a lower cost than regulatory initiatives such as banning specific materials from disposal
at landfill.

It is considered that significant gains in diversion from landfill can be made if material
recycled by waste contractors on behalf of businesses is in fact diverted away from
landfills. Extending the free recycling service applicable to residential properties to
business will gain the best diversion rates but will come at a cost of around $200 to
$250 per tonne. A project to develop a programme to achieve improved outcomes in
these areas will be completed during 2015. (AP-10)

Increasing greenwaste diversion is another area where significant gains can be made.
Landfill composition data shows that green waste disposed of at York Valley is higher
than what is received at Eves Valley and also significantly higher than national best
practice. Pricing for services affects the behaviour of consumers and contractors. If the
differential between the cost of disposing of separated greenwaste is lower than the cost
of disposing mixed waste at landfill waste operators will use the lowest cost option if
they can increase their profit margin and improve their market share. Currently the
direct charge for disposal of separated greenwaste for waste operators at the transfer
station in Nelson is 7% higher than the cost of disposal of mixed waste at the landfill.
There is therefore a financial incentive for waste operators in Nelson to offer a
separated greenwaste service and dispose of this waste at York Valley as mixed waste.
(AP-6)

Any decision around diversion is complex and figure 2.9.1(a) demonstrates the effect of
the loss of opportunity to use a composting contractor that is located close to the source
of separated greenwaste. A number of other factors can influence the development of
the policy that will provide a sustainable outcome for greenwaste diversion. However;

° Nelsonians have shown that they are prepared to contribute to waste disposal
initiatives where net environmental gains can be achieved;

. Significant airspace can be saved if more greenwaste is diverted away from
landfill;

. Studies have shown that there is a net benefit for greenwaste composting

compared to disposal to landfiil;
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o A relatively small increase in subsidy for greenwaste disposal could encourage
significant additional greenwaste diversion.

Figure 2.9.1(a) Greenwaste Subsidy
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Once a viable green waste alternative is well established in the region the reception of
separated green waste at the transfer station wifl be phased out over a 3 to 4 year
period.

The Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan aliows adequate leeway to both
Councils to investigate, develop and implement incentives or regulatory programmes
separately or jointly. However, within the spirit of a joint waste strategy it is considered
appropriate that Council creates the environment in which these initiatives has the best
opportunity to be successfully implemented. It is therefore of significant importance that
the vehicle to investigate, develop and implement policies that affect solid waste
management and minimisation initiatives in the Nelson Tasman area be agreed on
between the two councils.

There are opportunities to decrease the cost of recycling. These are generally
associated with changes in the level of service. One example is the diversion of glass
bottles away from the landfill only to end up as a gravel substitute at great cost and
inconvenience. The environmental benefits of glass recycling are associated with the
decreased need to use more natural resources. The effect of glass bottles in a landfill is
very minimal considering its volume weight ratio.

Discontinuing the practice of kerbside glass collection will not prevent residents who
wish to recycle glass from disposing of the glass bottles at the Pascoe Street Transfer
Station. This glass will stay in the glass cycle and not end up in trenches,

If Council decided to change this level of service NCC will be in a position to negotiate
improved contract rates with our recycling contractor and pass the benefit onto landfill
users and ultimately the public.

2.9.2 Total Tonnage of Waste Disposed of At Landfill

Residual waste disposed of at York Valley has decreased since the initiation of improved

recycling and adoption of user pays principles for cost recovery.

Trends:

. Airspace available 31 July 2014: 1,396,000m?

. Landfill density: 0.828 tonne/m?>

. Estimated remaining life: 16 years at 65,000 tonne of waste per annum

o Current consent remaining life: 20 years (31 December 2034)

Nelson City Council
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Figure 2.9.2: Tonnage Disposed Of At York Valley Per Annum
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Tonnage of waste disposed of at landfill is only part of the equation to manage solid
waste disposal at landfills. Other components are the composition of waste, compaction,
control of moisture in the landfill etc. Each of these contributes to the use of available
airspace.

Density management is important as this affect the life of the landfill. The overall
density of a landfill increases over time as the over-burden increases. Some of the
anomalies in the figure above are associated with surveying rather than the
management of the landfill. It is apparent that using the 2014 total density will provide
a conservative remaining life expectancy for the landfill.

Figure 2.9.2(a): Tonnage Disposed of at York Valley per Day
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The Tonnage of residual waste per day (figure 2.9.2) will double when residual waste is
received from Tasman. This will effectively decrease the unit cost of effort to optimise
compaction of land-filled material and will therefore create new opportunities to improve
management of airspace.
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Figure 2.9.3: Tonnage Disposed Of At York Valley Per Annum

| SIZE does matter! |

One of the ways to gain value at a landfill is to improve compaction as increased waste
density will create additional airspace. Matching the compactor that is currently uased at
York Valley with daily disposal rates shows that efficiency gains could result from using
a heavier compactor under conditions where the tonnage of waste disposed doubles.
The benefits of Council owning an appropriately sized compactor should be considered
against the current practice of procuring a compactor through a competitive landfill
operation contract. It is generally accepted that owning high value infrastructure that
has a long economic life and used in a dedicated manner provides the lowest cost
outcome.

Investing in a compactor s highly capital intensive but will provide a long term benefit
in terms of optimising airspace, lower operational costs and future tender rates. (Action
Plan AP-8)

2.10 COST
Solid waste services must be affordable in the long term. It is important for customers
to understand that costs are acceptable and that the cost of the service will be
sustainable over the long term. The customer view can be paraphrased as: “I want
Councit to provide affordable services.”
Opportunities to economise must form an integral part of the activity.
2.10.1 Council Provides a Cost Effective and Sustainable Service
Council does not provide kerbside rubbish collection. Consumers have a wide choice of
service providers who provide a range of options that allows customers flexihility to
manage their waste and economise. The cost of Council waste activities are reflected in
the fees charged by private service providers, and through transfer station and landfill
fees charged for the disposal of waste.
Costing Model
Full Cost = Financial Cost + Environmental Cost
Determining the Full Cost of solid waste services is complex. Estimating the
Environmental Cost component is a major challenge as can be seen from the range of
values published for external costs, as shown in the following table.
Nelson City Councii
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Table 2.10.1: Landfill External Cost Estimates

Landfill external cost estimates

Study Year External cost per tonne
European Commission 2000 €11-20
Netherlands 2004 € 26
United Kingdom 2005 £6-£7
United States 2006 $5.38-8.76
New Zealand 2007 $10-60
Australia 2009 $1-19
South Africa 2010 R100-120

Economists (using data methodologies accepted by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA), including the cost of global warming, acidification,
eutrophication, human health effects from particulates and toxins, and ecological
toxicity) arrived at an economic benefit of US$517 per tonne of recycled material
compared to the cost of the environmental and human health impacts of raw materials
extraction and manufacturing distribution.

Economic studies include the following external costs to varying degrees:

o Avoided costs of collection for landfills;

. Avoided financial costs of landfills;

. Disamenity effects (Noise, location, dist etc);
. Emissions to the atmosphere;

. Leachate levels;

. Direct consumer benefit (willingness to pay);
) Value of material recycled.

While it is debatable whether a one size fits all approach provides the best possible
outcome in all situations one cannot disregard externalities such as the impact on New
Zealand's (“clean green image”) and Nelson’'s image if Council changes to a lowest cost
approach. Irrespective of the externalities applicable it is considered prudent to at least
divert material away from landfill to those levels that Nelsonians as a community are
prepared to pay for and continue to investigate alternatives with an open mind.

2.10.2 Contaminated Soil and Sewage Sludge (Biosolids)

NCC manage acceptance of contaminated soil in a way to minimise the tonnage
accepted and mitigate adverse environmental effect through applying acceptance
criteria.

Contaminated soil (or Biosolids at 20% dry solid concentration) mixed into municipal
waste improves the characteristics of a landfill in terms of the retention of leachate and
landfill gas. Mixing these materials into the landfill material increases the density of the
landfill. A tonne of contaminated soil consumes less landfill airspace than a tonne of
municipal waste.

2.11 DEMAND

Demand relates to the development and growth in the district. The customer view can
be paraphrased as: “I want a reliable and regular refuse and recycling collection
system.”

2.11.1 Residential Properties have access to Kerbside Refuse and Recycling Collection
Services

All households within the urban area of Nelson have access to refuse coliection on a
weekly basis. Refuse collection is provided on a user pays basis.
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A Growing Proportion of Households are making use of Recycling Services
Provided

Recyding is provided free of charge to households based on the collection of glass and
other recyclables on alternative weeks with no restriction on the volume of recycling
processed.

SAFETY

The operation of solid waste services and waste minimisation and management
strategies promoted by Council must be safe for staff and the customers of the service.
The customer view is: "I want a solid waste service that is safe to use.”

Meet the Civil Defence Emergency Management Act Requirements

An annual exercise is conducted with staff and contractors to meet Council’s obligations
as a key infrastructure lifeline under the Civil Defence Emergency Act 2002.

Lost Time Injuries in the Council’s Contracted Solid Waste Activities

Providing a lowest cost service does not necessarily achieve best outcomes for the
community. Injuries and health implications to users and contractors are important
components of the delivery of solid waste services.

Health Related Service Requests received through the Council’s Service
Request System Responded to within 24 Hours

Solid waste activities contribute to community well-being. They ensure the effective
management of solid waste by minimising pollution and educating the public about
waste issues. Council promoted solid waste management and minimisation initiatives
are well researched and proper advice provided to the public.

QUALITY

The way in which the Council achieve the objectives of the solid waste activities must be
of high quality. The privatisation of kerb side rubbish collection does not remove the
obligation from Council to monitor and ensure that the services provided are a high
quality. The customer view can be paraphrased as: "I want a quality service.”

Number of Requests Regarding Refuse Collection

Monitoring the requests for service and the complaints provides valuable information
around the customer perception of the service provided. Increased numbers of
complaints around a specific issue could inform changes to the level of service provided.

Residents Satisfaction with the Solid Waste Activities Provided in the City

It is important to disseminate needs and wants. Communicating the costs and benefits
associated with changes in the level of service is complicated. Matching the community
expectations in terms of choice, opportunity to economise, cost of service, comfort etc
to levels of service is best achieved through a forum where the community is well
represented.

COMMUNICATION

The objective of communication is to educate our customers on solid waste services
provided, so that they can gain a sound understanding of the levels of service provided.
The customer view can be paraphrased as: "I need Council to respond to my requests in
a timely manner, provide information in a clear and timely fashion, and consult with me
on my needs and aspirations.”

Compliance with Target Response Times

Effective response engenders customer satisfaction.
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Consultation Process carried out and Service Levels determined

The needs and levels of service will be determined through the Long Term Plan process.

Information Regarding Solid Waste Activities Readily Available To The Public

Information regarding services provided and available in Nelson is recorded on the

Council website.

Table 2.14.3: Performance Indicators

Performance Indicator Measure Target — Level of
Service
All Council solid waste activities, Number of consent breaches. 100% compliance with
facilities and services comply with Response time to address resource consent conditions.
resource consent conditions, site breaches.
management plans and appropriate
legislative requirements.

w | Diversion options are available for all | Number of treatment options All solid waste streams have

© | types of solid waste identified by available for solid waste disposal. | disposal options in Nelson.

& | Nelson City Council for disposal and Diversion rates.

£ | diversion.

(=]

Adequate landfill airspace available Years of available landfill Landfill airspace available
to ensure future sustainability of airspace. for at least 6 years into the
solid waste disposal. future.

Cost effective and sustainable solid Cost of disposal. No rates are required to
waste services available to all the support solid waste

" community. activities.

P

7]

8 Amount of abandoned waste Cost of managing
abandoned waste does not
increase more than the rate
of inflation.

Council provides consumer The quantity (kg) of waste per Decrease in per capita
education and support which leads capita to landfill. tonnage of waste disposed
to behaviour which minimises Number of households that carry { ©f at landfill. (Excluding

T quantity of waste to landfill. out home composting. contaminated soil)

m© :

£ Material recycled as

g percentage of waste going
to landfill increases.
Number of househoids
composting increases.
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Safety

Solid waste activity provided in a
safe manner.

Number of notices from Health
Protection Officer of the council
causing nuisance (Section 55 of
Waste Minimisation Act).

Number of notices does not
increase.

Number of injuries associated with
solid waste activities contracted by
council.

Number of injuries does not
increase.

Quality

Customer satisfaction of transfer
stations and resource recovery
centres.

Customer surveys.

85% of the survey group
are satisfied with services
provided.

Inquiries received through the
Councils” service request system
addressed within 24 hours

Service request response time.

90% of service requests are
responded to within 24
hours.
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3. FUTURE DEMAND
This section outlines the existing demand, demand forecasts, growth and expectations
and the demand management strategies that Council utilises. Increase in demand place
additional wear on assets and services which may reduce the remaining life of assets
and require the development of new capacity.
The future demand in the region for waste management and minimisation services will
be driven by a number of primary drivers including:
o Demographic change (e.g. population and/or household changes);
. Change in commercial and industrial activity and economic conditions;
. Impact of waste flows from other areas;
. Consumption patterns / product quality;
. National policy, legislation and regulation;
o Impact of waste minimisation programmes, services and future initiatives
{(demand management strategies);
. Community expectations.
With the population in the area expected to increase, it is expected that without further
intervention this trend will continue over the medium to long term, with more landfill
space being required year on year.
3.1 EXISTING DEMAND
The total tonnage of residual waste disposed of at Municipal landfills in the Nelson
Tasman area has generally trended downward over the last decade. Increased tonnages
during 2013-14 are associated with the acceptance of contaminated soils at both York
and Eves Valley. There is uncertainty how the management of HAIL classified properties
will affect demand in future.
Figure 3.1: Tonnes of residual waste disposed of in Nelson Tasman
Residual Waste Disposal in
Nelson/Tasman
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Since the establishment of recycling services in the Nelson Tasman region the combined
tonnage of residual waste going to landfill has decreased. Greenwaste and recycling has
increased over the same period.
Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % B e oWk

PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 39

Figure 3.1.1: Tonnes of Material Diverted away from Nelson/Tasman Landfills
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Note: Green waste diverted is not included in figure 3.1.1

Commercial recycling is not reflected in these statistics. There are a number of waste
coilectors active in marketing recycling to businesses in the Nelson Tasman area. The
two Councils are promoting recycling opportunities to the commercial sector through
their joint education projects. Considering the low value waste collectors recover for
recycled material it is likely that a significant percentage of lower value commercial
recycling ends up in landfilis.

3.2 DEMOGRAPHICS
The population of Nelson City in 2013 was 47,000 and projected to increase to
approximately 50,000 by 2045,
Figure 3.2: Population Projection for the Nelson Tasman Area
* Population Projection
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Within the context of the Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan it is
considered appropriate to look at the Nelson Tasman region. The Nelson Tasman area
has experienced higher population growth than the average across the rest of New
Zealand over the last decade.
Population growth is expected to continue in both areas at a similar rate into the future.
| Waste disposed of at Landfill per head of population - 587kg per annum |
Nelson City Council
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Collection and disposal services to these areas are expected to be able to cope with the
local change in population, with new development areas being added to the existing
collection routes. Current weight to landfili is approximately 587kg per capita. This has
trended downwards for the last 14 years, With more stringent rules around the
management of contaminated soil it is expected that the tonnage of waste per capita
will increase moderately over time.

Figure 3.2.1: Waste to Landfill per Head of Population
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Total tonnage also shows a similar change, with total tonnage increasing with the
population. With the population in the area expected to increase, it is expected that
without further intervention this trend will continue over the medium to long term, with
more landfill space being required year on year.

Diversion of waste through resource recovery activities will increase the longevity of the
available landfill airspace. The expected growth in disposal of contaminated soils will not
dramatically affect airspace. This material will be mixed into the waste profile and
increase the density of the land-filled material rather than consume airspace.

DEMAND FORECAST/FUTURE GROWTH

Commercial and Industrial / Economic Activity

A key indicator of commercial and industrial activity is Gross National Product. Across
New Zealand, Gross National Product has fluctuated over the last decade dropping into
a recessionary period in 2008-2009 but returning to positive growth towards the end of
2009. The global financial situation and response to natural events, such as the
earthquake recovery after the Canterbury earthquakes will continue to influence local
economic activity. Over the long term, growth is expected to return to rates of around
3% per annum.

Traditionally waste generation has been coupled to economic activity indicators, such as
Gross National Product. It is generally anticipated that without significant intervention in
how waste is managed (e.g. increased diversion / resource recovery activity or changes
to legislation) growth in waste per capita is likely to continue along previous trends.
However, growth in residual waste in the Nelson Tasman area has proved to be a less
reliable indicator of growth than expected.

Another specific example of change to commercial and/or industrial activity that impacts
the demand for waste services is one-off large scale infrastructure and development
projects.

Nelson City Council
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Waste from other Areas

The policy, services and facilities of one district can dramatically impact on demand for
services in neighbouring districts. This is well demonstrated in the Nelson Tasman
region, where policy and/or pricing changes have in the past affected the ability of both
Councils to improve waste minimisation and improve waste management practices.

Figure 3.3.2: Movement of Waste between York and Eves Valley
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Little waste apart from that from the Buller District is believed to originate outside the
region.

Consumer Behaviour

Consumer behaviour is a key driver for household waste generation in particular.
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development research indicates that there
are a number of factors that influence household waste generation including:

. Family compasition e.g. household numbers and children;

. Household income and size;

. Attitude toward the environment and recycling;

o Presence of volume based charging systems for waste;

o Frequency of waste collection;

o Technological shifts / product supply changes;

. Increased product packaging;

o Presence of infrastructure and services to enable resource recovery;
. Cost of services.

These issues are the target of many New Zealand policies and programmes, both at a
local and national level. Factors such as family size and household income will be
difficult to influence. However, there are positive correlations between attitude toward
the environment and waste generation that can be influenced. Other important factors
are the presence of volume based charging systems, such as user pays schemes and /
or other economic disincentives such as waste levies. Another example of how these
factors can be influenced is through the establishment of product stewardship schemes
for priority products. There are a number of local ‘community based social marketing’
programmes that have arisen over the last decade, including several of them being
implemented in the Nelson Tasman region as part of its waste minimisation education
programmes. These policies and programmes have the common aim of reducing waste
generation at a household level by targeting these particular influencing factors.
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The Councils will continue with existing initiatives to influence consumption behaviour
and demand for waste services and improve on them over time.

National Policy, Legislation and Regulation

Legislation, such as the Waste Minimisation Act contains several mechanisms aimed at
reducing waste to landfill, such as the waste levy and product stewardship provisions.

There are also a variety of local regulatory measures that can affect demand for
services.

Product Stewardship

Product stewardship relates to a process through which those involved in lifecycle of a
product or service are involved in identifying and managing its health, safety and
environmental impacts from the development and manufacture of a product through to
its use and final disposal.

For example, there are many products that are difficult or hazardous to dispose of, yet
the industry takes no responsibility for ensuring final disposal of the product. Schemes
are often required to allow for disposal costs to be added to a product, such as in ‘take
back’ or ‘deposit refund’ schemes, which work well in some countries for products such
as tyres or containers.

Other issues stem from the rapid nature of technological change and thus obsolescence
of some products, even before the end of their useable life. For example, traditional
cathode ray tube televisions are quickly being replaced by LCD and LED versions. While
the cathode ray tubes are often reusable and / or recyclable, there is little market for
these products, and no mandatory scheme in place to ensure their proper recycling or
disposal. Thus many such electronic goods and their hazardous components end up in

landfill and no thought is taken of this issue by producers to consider disposal impact in
the design of the product.

Product stewardship schemes accredited under the Waste Minimisation Act are likely to
focus on minimising waste, but they may also reduce other environmental impacts
during the product’s lifecycle. Some schemes may work to ensure a product is disposed
of properly or recycled, while other schemes may work to make changes in the design
of a product to reduce the use of toxic material. This would likely reduce both the
environmental impact of manufacturing and make recycling easier.

The Waste Minimisation Act provides for regulations to be developed in relation to the
priority products that are identified by the Government.

The form of any accredited scheme will be based on the product itself, and will be
developed with the input of the key stakeholders and the industry. Council should
continue to lobby to see schemes developed, and can play an important part in
facilitating the development of some schemes.

Council has the opportunity to benefit from some schemes and can improve the
recovery and diversion of products currently managed. For example, a number of TAs
and regional councils have helped start and/or currently participate and fund several
voluntary product stewardship ‘take back’ schemes such as for hazardous waste
products (e.g. agricultural chemicals) although these are generally focused at the end of
the product life cycle. Depending on the design of the product stewardship scheme,
these programmes have the potential to reduce the demand (and cost) for current
services offered by Council if the management of the products becomes the
responsibility of the producer.

Waste Levy

The National Waste Levy on residual waste disposed of at sanitary landfills has the
potential to act as a disincentive to wasteful behaviour. The Government continues to
monitor the effectiveness of this programme. With increased economic activity it is
expected that the Government will in future further develop the Waste Levy system and
that this development will be reflected in increased levies and that the distribution of
levies back to Territorial Authorities will be linked to improved performance in achieving
the objectives of the Waste Minimisation Act.
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Figure 3.3.6: Waste Levy Compared To Waste Minimisation Cost
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The current practice of the Ministry for the Environment is to distribute 50% of the
Waste Levy to Local Authorities to help them fund waste minimisation initiatives. The
Waste Minimisation Act requires that funds received from the Ministry be used for waste
minimisation initiatives. The Ministry promotes the idea that the Waste Levy
distributions should be used by recipients for new waste minimisation initiatives.

It is clear from budget projections that Council's waste minimisation funding is driven by
policy and a desire to meet community expectations rather than the waste levy
distribution received from the Ministry.

Other National Legislation and Regulation

Another consideration is the potential for additional legislation and its impact, such as
the Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS) and the potential for a national cleanfill standard
to be developed, as these could have a key impact on the types and quantity of waste
disposed of at landfills.

The impact of the ETS to date on the waste industry has been underwhelming and it is
likely that new national initiatives will be developed in this space.

Local / Regional Regulation

Along with national policy and regulation, local / regional regulation has an impact on
demand for waste management and minimisation services.

Regional regulation can occur at a consenting level, for major waste facilities, such as
sanitary landfills, monofills and for some cleanfills.

The success of consent applications or the consent conditions can play a part in
impacting demand. For example, if the application to apply biosolids directly to forestry
land on Rabbit Island was denied for some reason, this may result in these materials
having to be landfilled at a sanitary landfill, thus having a significant impact on demand
for disposal capacity.

Councils can also use regulation to impose bans on materials to landfill and other waste
bylaw provisions to manage waste, particularly where alternative services exist to deal
with the waste stream in question. Although potentially powerful tools, these have not
been widely introduced in the Nelson Tasman region.
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Waste Minimisation Programmes, Services and Future Initiatives

Further to the existing waste education and minimisation programmes being run in the
Nelson Tasman region, additional waste minimisation programmes and services will be
investigated through the implementation of the Joint Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan. The following programmes are under consideration by Councii:

. Waste avoidance education as a behaviour change programme in schools,
combined with community activities around planting and other partner activities
(e.g, Department of Conservation-led “Big Spring Clean” and community
partnership area ciean-ups);

. Ongoing programmes supporting waste minimisation in schools that continues to
move the focus from ‘recycle’ to ‘reduce’;

. Increased focus on eliminating waste at Council events through development of
environmentally, socially and financially sustainable operations and procedures;

) Extension of Council facilities’ recycling/waste reduction initiatives to all Council
facilities;

. Other programmes as required to support appropriate waste management
behaviour relating to the Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan.

While these may create a reduction in the demand for landfill, there will be a
corresponding increase in demand for resource recovery and waste minimisation
services and infrastructure, which are required to implement these strategies.

Depending on the type of programme and how its performance is measured, it may be
difficult to attribute reduction of waste to landfill to some programmes. However, other
potential future services such as increased green waste diversion and composting or a
kitchen food waste collection, would have a quantifiable reduction of waste to landfill.
Development of new facilities and services may be required and reduce demand for
landfill space into the future.

Community Expectation / Customer Surveys and Feedback

The Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan of the Councils, adopted after
consuitation with the community, can be considered an additional indicator of
community feedback and expectations.

The Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan notes the Councils’ desire to move
‘towards zero waste’. EBvidence suggests that the per capita waste generation has
decreased. Quantifying the contribution of specific waste minimisation processes and
projects towards waste reduction is at best subjective.

Customer surveys conducted in Nelson indicated that 91% of respondents put their
recyding out at least once a month and 86% at least every second week. Surveys have
also indicated increasing awareness towards home composting by respondents with
67% reporting that they compost their food waste and 72% green waste.

PROJECTED FUTURE WASTE VOLUMES

Projected Residual Waste

Giving consideration to the drivers noted earlier, and anticipated growth, several
projections can be made on the waste generated within Nelson Tasman.

Population growth and current waste per capita trends indicate an increase in waste
that will be disposed of at landfill at a slowly increasing rate. Business and Gross
National Product figures indicate that growth will return to more traditional levels,
around 3 percent per annum, in the medium to long term.

The geographical location of York Valley makes it unlikely that waste originating from
outside the region will become a problem for the area. It is anticipated that Buller will
continue to use York Valley as their preferred landfill. Changes in population and
expected growth indicate that this area will have a growing trend into the future and will
continue to exhibit an increasing trend uniess significant action is taken to effect
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behavioural change in the community or new diversion techniques are introduced either
at a local or national level,

Figure 3.4.1: Comparison of Residual Waste Trends
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While the residual waste trends nationally supports the notion that residual waste

generation is affected by economic growth/recovery these trends are not reflected in
Nelson waste statistics,

The following figure indicates projected tonnes of waste disposed to landfill in Nelson
Tasman over the next 16 years. The projections are based on growth of residual waste
of 0.5% for the Tasman area and no growth for Neison.

Figure 3.4.1(a): Projected Tonnage of Residual Waste to Landfill for Nelson/
Tasman
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waste. There is some uncertainty when this waste will go to York Valley. The dewatering
process could continue for a number of years and has the potential to decrease the
tonnage of residual waste significantly. If a higher value use for this material, such as
land application, is found this could further affect the revenue generated at York Valley.

Projected Diverted Materials / Commodities Markets

Economic fluctuations have an impact on the supply of and demand for diverted
materials.

Resource recovery activities such as the recycling industry are reliant on both a source

of discarded materials (e.g. kerbside recycling schemes) and a market demand for
these materials.

Kerbside recycling operations provide a relatively steady supply of materials, although
this supply is likely to be impacted by the economic conditions that affect consumption
Jevels. Demand for these materials will be reflected in commodity prices.

If demand for these materials drops and the commodity prices drops below the cost of
collection, landfilling and subsidies, it is likely that materials that were once diverted to
beneficial reuse or recycled may require additional subsidies to prevent it from going to
jandfill or being dumped into markets where this material will do harm to the
environment or people who work with the material.

It is generally expected that diverted materials will show a similar trend to waste
projections and increase in accordance with the multitude of factors that influence waste
generation such as population, economic growth and consumption patterns.

Various factors will impact specifically on the market for diverted materials which will
act to divert more or less material from landfill. Demand for and supply of substitute
resources, product quality, overseas markets and transport costs, centralised processing
centres as well as other community and waste minimisation programmes will all have an
effect on the amount of waste that becomes diverted material.

With demand and supply determining the competitive market price, it is expected that
as the price for diverted materials increases, supply will also increase and more material
will be diverted from landfill.

Combining this with existing waste projections, it can be expected that diverted material
volumes will be in line with existing waste generation trends, and will become a higher
ratio of this material during periods of higher prices.

To ensure that material collected through the Nelson City Council kerbside contract is
recycled in a responsible manner the contractor must ensure that the material finds it
way to responsible recyclers and the contract incentivise the contractor to find the best
markets for the recycled material. The kerbside recycling product is owned by the
contractor. Considering the financial incentives for the owners of recycled material to
find the lowest cost disposal options and the fact that the kerbside recycled material is
vested in the contractor it is of significant importance that Council track the movement
of recycled material into the primary sector where the material is transformed into new
products.

The way in which kerbside glass recycling is managed at present in Nelson is very costly
with little real benefit. Glass is collected from the kerbside and crushed. The collection
and crushing is paid for by NCC and is used to divert collected glass away from the
landfill to protect airspace and to divert some gravel extraction. The real value in glass
recycling is the environmental gain where the glass stays in the glass cycle.

Shipping glass to Auckland for processing provides great opportunity for the glass
manufacturer but the full cost of this activity is very high. There are alternative ways to
reuse glass that could in fact provide an economic gain for the Nelson region instead of
being a drain. A glass sorting and bottle washing plant has potential to create work
opportunities and provide the Nelson and Tasman beverage and food processing
industry a point of difference. Glass containers that cannot be processed in Nelson can
then be diverted to Auckland for reprocessing. (Action Plan)
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SUMMARY

With continued population growth, there will be an increasing demand on the Council’s
kerbside collection services, which can generally be met over time, for example through
expansion of fleet and collection routes.

If waste minimisation objectives continue to be important, this will be particularly true
for kerbside collection of recyclables and/or other potentially recoverable materials as
well as the associated processing infrastructure. There may be increasing pressure on
existing resource recovery centres to expand their capacity, and make changes to their
operations to facilitate recovery of further resources.

Community demand for changes to existing services seems to be relatively minor, with
general satisfaction expressed, though some desire for operational changes regarding
recycling services in particular has been indicated following community feedback.
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4, RISK MANAGEMENT
4.1 RISK MANAGEMENT POLICY

Risk will be managed to enable business objectives and community outcomes to be

consistently achieved. Risk is used as a strategic decision-making tool assisting with

developing and prioritising strategies and work programmes.

Risk management is the systematic application of management policies, procedures and

practices to the tasks of identifying, analysing, evaluating, treating and monitoring

activities to ensure that:

. Risk is understood and identified;

o Hazards and practices that could cause financial loss, disruption to business goals,
injury to people or damage to the environment are controlled as far as
practicable; and

. Insurance or other financial arrangements are made to protect the business and
community interests should a loss damaging to the finances of Council occur.

4.2 OBJECTIVES

The objectives of risk management are to provide:

. Protection and continuity of the core business activities and essential services;

. Fulfilment of legal obligations;

. Safeguards for public and employee health;

. Environmental protection;

. Operation and protection of assets at lowest cost;

e Contingency Planning for foreseeable emergency situations.

4.3 IMPLEMENTATION
4.3.1 Identification Of The Risks

To effectively manage risk it is necessary to:-

. Identify the nature, extent and likely incidence of risks affecting the operation of
the system;

. Measure and evaluate the likely impact which could arise from each type of
adverse effect;

. Manage risk to minimise potential effects and be cost effective;

. Monitor and report on the status of each risk on a regular basis.

4.3.2 Analysis Of Risks

The risk management framework is consistent with the joint Australian, New Zealand

Standard AS/NZI 4360:1999 Risk Management.

Risk is the combination of the likelihood and consequence of an event happening.

Likelihood is a description of the probability or frequency of an event occurring.

Likelihood ratings are shown in the table below.

Nelson City Council
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Table 4.3.2(a): Likelihood Ratings (Semi-Qualitative Measure)

Rating Description Score
Almost Certain | Likely to occur frequently and several times a year. 0.9
Likely Likely to occur more than once during the life of the project. 0.7
Moderate Likely to occur during the life of the project. 0.3
Unlikely May occur once in up to 100 years. 0.1
Rare Might occur once in 100+ years, 0.01

Consequence is the outcome of an event being a loss, injury,

disadvantage or gain.

Table 4.3.2(b): Semi-Quantitative Measures of Consequence and Areas of
Impact (Consequence ratings)

g::::‘;f Consequence
Negligible Minor Moderate Major Catastrophic
(10) (30) (50) (70) (100)
Health and Minor injury Serious injury Serious injury to Single fatality of Multiple
Safety possible, to one person. | multiple members staff, contractor or fatalities of
of staff, public, staff,
contractor or contractors or
public. public.

Public Health | Temporary Localised Localised serious Localised or Localised or
but non- serious health | health impact on widespread serious widespread
serious impact on one | more than 20 health impact on serious health
health person. people. more than 100 impact on
impacts. people. more than

1,000 people.

Asset Asset failure | Asset failure Asset failure Asset failure Asset failure

Performance | impacting on impacting impacting more impacting more than impacting
one or more | more than 4 than 40 400 people/day. more than
persons. people/day. people/day. 4,000

people/day.

Environment | Short term Medium term Measurable Major environmental Permanent

and Legal and environmental | environmental damage with long- environmental

Compliance temporary impact with harm to an term recovery damage to an
impact immaterial internationally or significant internationaily
requiring no | effects on nationaily investment. High or nationally
remedial environment significant site. profile legal significant
action. or community. | Loss of public challenge. Loss of site. Large

access or public access or scale class
conservation conservation value of | action.
value of the site. a significant

environment.

Historical or Loss of Unsympathetic | Damage to a Loss or permanent Permanent

Cultural important development registered damage to a loss of
records compromising | historical, cultural registered historical, national icon.
about a site. | the integrity of | or archaeological cultural or
Work a registered site, but capable archaeological site.
required historical, of restoration.
restoring cultural or
them. archaeological

site.

Financial Capital cost/ | Capital Capital cost/loss Capital cost/loss Capital

loss <$100k. | cost/loss $500k - $1million. | $1million- $5million, | cost/loss
$100k - > $5 million.
$500k.

Customer Service Minor Justifiable Ministerial questions Public or

Perception Request. complaint. complaint / /third party ministerial

information investigations. enquiry.
request.
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The estimated level of risk is expressed as a combination of its likelihood and
consequence and is determined by utilising the Risk Priority Rating Matrix shown in the
table below. This ranks the significance of the various combinations of likelihood and
consequence into extreme, high, moderate and low risks.

Table 4.3.2(c): Risk Priority Rating Matrix (Semi-Quantitative)

Risk Score Level of Risk Risk Response
> 200 Extreme Awareness of the event to be highlighted to Council
150-200 High Risk treatment required. Risk eliminated or mitigated by a
programmed date in risk treatment schedule
100-150 Moderate Risk treatment required
0-100 Low Manage by routine procedures

4.3.3

Risk Identification and Priority

The Risk Register for the solid waste activities is shown in the following table.

Risk Event Consequence Score Risk Note
Earthquake/Liquefaction | Causing structural failure of landfill 41 Low 1
and/or toe buttress, roads and
services
Landslide Causing disturbance to landfill 39 Low 2
working face
Leachate pipe failure Causing downstream leak to ground 45 Low 2
. Gas flare system failure | Landfill gas leakage to air 45 Low
§ Gas collection system Landfill fire 99 Low 2
8 | failure
Non compliance with Resulting in remedial action to 45 Low 2
resource consent ensure compliance
Competition from Could affect level| of service, service 140 Moderate 4
alternative landfill delivery model and increase cost to
residents
Hazardous waste not Causing H&S hazards or 91 Low 2
identified environmental effects
Earthquake/Liquefaction | Causing structural failure of transfer 23 Low 1
station structures and services
c Tsunami Causing structural failure of transfer 23 Low 1
-‘% station structures and services
et
“’_’ Structural failure of Causing failure of hopper operations 17 Low 2
"2 hopper
E Health and safety Causing injury 91 Low 3
= incident
Fire Causing damage to neighbouring 72 Low 5
property

Even though most of the risks identified are low there are strategies in place to mitigate
the consequences of these events occurring.

Note 1:

Note 2:
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Method 3.1.5.1: The Councils will investigate joint fandfill solutions as a
matter of priority in the first year of this plan (Joint Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan) being operative.

Method 3.1.5.4: The Councils will continue to investigate governance options
for managing joint waste management facilities as a matter of priority.

Method 3.2.1.1: The Councils prepare management plans for Council waste
management facilities (including closed landfills) that they own or activities
for which they hold resource consents. Each plan will identify actions and
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responsibilities associated with the land, the facility development, the
operation, and operational and environmental monitoring. The plan will be
based on statutory requirements and good practice and significant cultural
values, and will form the basis of any assignment of responsibilities, such as
through contracts or leases.

Method 3.2.1.2: The Councils will monitor Council facilities and Council closed
landfills in accordance with the requirements of the management plans and
will review the effectiveness of the management plans periodically.

Method 3.2.1.3: The Councils will ensure that solid waste services are
managed in such a way as to minimise public health issues.

Note 3: Method 3.3.1.1. The Councils will require that operators at council facilities
observe good health and safety practice, including training in health and
safety matters associated with different materials.

Method 3.3.1.2. The Councils will provide a variety of education and
behaviour change programmes that raise awareness about the hazards of
waste and waste minimisation, and about safe practice at facilities and with
services.

Note 4: A new entrant to the solid waste disposal market could bring in a low cost,
easy to use collection system aimed at maximising residual waste collection.
Such a system could create an environment where gains made over time in
recycling and re-use could be compromised and result in Nelson City Council
having to rely on rates funding to manage solid waste initiatives.

Note 5: Compliance with Building Act

%Nelson‘ City Coungii
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5. LIFECYCLE MANAGEMENT
Lifecycle asset management focuses on management options, strategies considering all
relevant economic and physical consequences, from initial planning through to disposal.
This section applies strategies and specific work programmes required to achieve the
Council’s objectives. It presents the lifecycle management plan and includes:
o A description of the trends and issues;
. Detailed management, operations, maintenance, renewal and development
strategies;
. Work programmes and associated financial forecasts.
5.1 OVERVIEW

Lifecycle management has a direct impact on the provision of solid waste services. The
section on levels of service shows what the Council will commit to delivering this
service. This section identifies the measures that need to be implemented to achieve
these levels of service. Lifecycle Management allows Council to clearly identify both the
short and long term requirements of the solid waste activity ensuring that a cost
effective service is delivered.

Assets have a lifecycle as they move through from the initial concept to the final
disposal. Depending on the type of asset, its lifecycle may vary from 10 years to over

100 years.

Figure 5.1: Key stages in the asset lifecycle are:

éii Aging Process and Increasing Risk Wel>

Asset planning

When the new asset is designed - decisions
made at this time influence the cost of
operating the asset and the lifespan of the
asset. Alternatives and non-asset solutions
must also be considered.

Asset creation or
acquisition

When the asset is procured capital cost, design
and construction standards, commissioning the
asset, and guarantees by suppliers influence

the cost of operating the asset and its lifespan.

Asset operations and
maintenance

When the asset is operated and maintained -
operation relates to a number of elements
including efficiency, power costs and
throughput. Maintenance relates to
preventative maintenance where minor work is
carried out to prevent more expensive work in
the future and reactive maintenance where a
failure is fixed.

Asset condition and
performance
monitoring

When the asset is examined and checked to
ascertain the remaining life of the asset - what
corrective action is required including
maintenance, rehabilitation or renewal and
within what timescale.

Asset rehabilitation
and renewal

When the asset is restored or replaced to
ensure that the required level of service can
continue to be delivered.

Asset disposal and
rationalisation

Where a failed or redundant asset is sold off,
put to another use, or abandoned.

The solid waste team uses asset condition and performance information, together with
the Demand, Levels of Service and

basis for the development of strate

Risk information presented in this document as a
gies and specific work required to achieve the

objectives set out in the introduction to this document.
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Generally it is assumed that physical failure is the critical failure mode for most assets.
However, the asset management process recognises that other modes of failure exist.
The range of failure modes includes:

Table 5.1: Asset Failure Modes

Where the physical condition of the asset is the measure

Structural of deterioration, service potential and remaining life
Where the level of under or over capacity of the asset is
Capacity measured against the required level! of service to

establish the remaining life

Level of Service Failure

Where reliability of the asset or performance targets are
not achieved

Obsolescence

Where technical change or lack of replacement parts can
render assets uneconomic to operate or maintain

Cost or Economic Impact

Where the cost to maintain or operate an asset is greater
than the economic return

Operator Error

Where the available skill level to operate an asset could

impact on asset performance and service delivery

5.1.1 Summary of Assets

The value of solid waste assets is shown in the table below:

Table 5.1.1: Solid Waste Valuations 30 June 2014

Asset Category Replacement Optimised Depreciated Annual
Value Replacement Cost Depreciation
Transfer Station $4,230,400 $2,574,000 $233,900
Landfill $5,207,063 $3,476,018 $95,101
Total $9,437,463 $6,050,018 $329,001

A summary of the solid waste asset valuation included in this report in Appendix 2.

5.1.2 Asset Groups

For the purposes of combining discrete service areas, levels of service, budgeting and
management the following key activity groups have been created and lifecycle plans

prepared:
. Waste Minimisation;
o Transfer Station;
. Landfill;
o Greenwaste;
. Recydling.
5.1.3 Lifecycle Activities

Expenditure is separated between operational and maintenance. Typical operation and
maintenance activities include contractors’ claims, consultants’ fees, administrative
costs, monitoring costs and Government levies.

Maintenance falls into two broad categories as follows:

. Planned maintenance: Proactive inspections and maintenance works done to
ensure continued operation of the asset.
] Unplanned Maintenance: Reactive maintenance to correct failures.
Nelson City Council
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5.14 Capital Expenditure
Capital expenditure in solid waste includes renewals and upgrades
Renewals include the renewal and rehabilitation of existing assets to maintain the asset
to their original size and condition. Renewal expenditure includes the following
examples:
. Replacing asset components and preventative maintenance;
. Rehabilitating leachate collection pipes and assets;
o Planting front face.
5.1.5 Upgrade
This work is intended to extend or upgrade the facilities or works and is required to
allow for new development and growth or to achieve a higher levels of service and may
include:
o Creating a new asset;
. Improve the asset capacity beyond its original capacity.
5.1.6 Asset Disposal
Assets may be disposed of due to under utilization, obsolescence, provision exceeds
required levels of service, uneconomical to upgrade or operate, or the service is
provided effectively by other means.
5.2 WASTE MANAGEMENT AND MINIMISATION PLAN
The Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan provides direction to the
management through proposing methods and policies that are required to achieve the
Council objectives and aligns the solid waste activities with the New Zealand Waste
Strategy.
The Waste Management and Minimisation Plan is built around three primary goals:
o Goal 1: Avoiding the creation of waste;
. Goal 2: Improving the efficiency of resource use;
. Goal 3: Reducing the harmful effects of waste.
5.3 OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE STRATEGIES
To ensure that the solid waste activity is delivered seamlessly to the community it is
imperative that the solid waste management plans and the performance of collection
services are monitored and reviewed on a regular basis by Council staff.
Site operations include those operations involved with receiving and managing waste
that is received at the transfer station and landfill.
The site management at the landfill and transfer station are contracted out and
managed by Council’s Network Services. Operations include inspections to ensure assets
are performing their intended objectives and general site maintenance.
Programmed maintenance includes regular cleaning and desludging of drains.
Reactive maintenance comprises those activities which are undertaken on site by
approved contractors as and when required.
5.3.1 Management Strategies
All services are managed in-house by staff with specialized activities and services
undertaken by contractors.
Nelson City Council
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5.3.2 Operations

Council performs the following activities in managing the solid waste activity:

. Contract management, monitoring and design;

o Renewal and rehabilitation of asset;

. Emergency capability such as response to adverse weather events.

5.3.3 Upgrade and Renewal Strategies

Renewals and replacements are aimed at renewing an asset to maintain the existing

levels of service.

Upgrades are capital projects aimed at creating new capacity to provide for changes in

the levels of service. The consideration of creating capacity in future for the collection

and treatment of separated organic waste material is considered to be a significant
change in the levels of service provided (facilitated) by Council.
5.3.4 Strategy

The strategy for replacement of solid waste assets is largely knowledge based and

depends on professional judgement on the viability and integrity of the assets to be

either maintained, replaced or relocated.

Figure 5.3.4: Lifecycle Replacement

Lifecycle replacement
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OrTgc;ng development of the asset register combining spatial, condition, value and
lifecycle information will allow renewals decision making to be improved in the future.
5.3.5 Prioritisation

Projects are prioritised based on the best value of a project to the community. Best

value is based on cost effectiveness, operational benefit while environmental and

community benefits are also considered. Community benefit may be ascertained or
confirmed through public consultation or through specific targeted surveys and are
typically conducted through the Long Term Plan process.

5.3.6 Policies

The Council has the following policies in place to direct solid waste activity

management:

. Policy 1.1.1 The Council(s) will promote waste minimisation, including especially
the reduction of waste, the diversion of materials, and a reduction in the
contamination of diverted material.

: Nelson City Council
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The Council will promote and encourage beneficial reuse of organic material through
home composting and work with the construction industry to develop improved waste
management strategies for construction waste.

. Policy 1.2.1 The Council(s) will engage in reducing waste through programmes
which support behaviour change.

The Council will continue to identify opportunities to develop and implement
programmes that will engage the community in waste reduction.

. Policy 1.2.2 The Council(s) take a leadership role in demonstrating waste
reduction behaviours.

The Council will provide recycling opportunities at Council facilities, consider waste
awareness when developing procurement strategies and engage with the community to
encourage ownership for the waste issues.

o Policy 1.3.1 The Council(s) promote producer responsibility and product
stewardship.

The Council will work with industry to implement product stewardship with a focus on
local businesses.

. Policy 1.3.2 The Council(s) engage with central government in reducing waste.

The Council will advocate that central government facilitate the development of markets
for recycled material and strategies to reduce the generation of waste.

. Policy1.3.3 The Council(s) recognise the benefit of collaborating with each other
and other parties throughout the community in reducing waste.

The Council will work with others on matters relating to waste reduction.

. Policy 2.1.1 The Council(s) work to improve the diversion of material through
promoting separation at source, and improved collection, storage and handling of
diverted material.

The Council continue to provide kerbside recycling to urban residential properties.

. Policy 2.1.2 The Council(s) consider waste minimisation services and waste
management services as components of an integral system.

The Council will continue to provide services at the transfer station and facilitate the
establishment of facilities to treat separated waste such as demolition and organic
waste etc.

. Policy 2.1.3 The Council(s) recognise the benefits of collaborating with other
parties in the provision of waste minimisation services and meeting future
demands.

Collaborate with other parties to realise mutual benefits.

. Policy 2.2.2 Improve the range of materials diverted taking into considerations the
whole life cost and product stewardship.

Improve the quality of diverted material.

o Policy 2.2.3 The Council(s) will coordinate their statutory planning activities so
that the outputs of the Waste Management and Minimisation Plan lead into the
Long Term Plan process.

The Council will maintain the quality of diverted material during collection and
processing.

. Policy 2.2.4 The Council(s) monitor and measure progress on the efficiency of
resource use and the effectiveness of services.

The Waste Management and Minimisation Plan will be reviewed annually.
. Policy 2.2.5 The Council(s) will promote consumer awareness and responsibilities.

This wili be carried out by including specific questions in the resident survey to inform
the Council on the solid waste services achieving the desired quality, recording relevant

Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % e kauninersio WSSt
PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 57

information, identification of problematic waste streams, customer satisfaction and the
desired behaviour change.

. Policy 2.3.1 The Council(s) continue to maintain ownership of their waste
infrastructure and provide leadership in the provision of waste management
services.

Information on services provided is available to the community.

. Policy 3.1.1 The Council(s) continue to maintain ownership of their waste
infrastructure and provide leadership in the provision of waste management
services.

Council will facilitate refuse collection services and provide a refuse transfer station,
commercial access to the landfill, remove illegally dumped waste, litter receptacles and
continue to consider alternative disposal options of separated waste.

. Policy 3.1.2 The Council(s) will provide facilities and services to assist with
hazardous waste management.

Council provides hazardous drop off facilities at the Pascoe Street transfer station.

o Policy 3.1.3 The Council(s) maintain a user-pays charge system for waste
collection and disposal that provides cost recovery as well as incentives and
disincentives to promote the objectives of the Joint Waste Management and
Minimisation Plan.

Council will encourage user pays basis for waste services and encourage waste
separation through pricing incentives.

o Policy 3.1.4 The Council(s) may implement services that cannot be funded by user
charges where a public good outcome can be demonstrated.

Council will use revenue from waste services to fund waste management and
minimisation initiatives that does not attract a direct user charge.

o Policy 3.1.5 The Council(s) will jointly make the most effective and efficient use of
York Valley and Eves Valley Landfill space.

Having two landfills serving the two Districts is a duplication of services that could be
more effective if managed jointly.

. Policy 3.1.6 The Council(s) are to ensure jointly that there is landfill capacity in
the two Districts for the safe disposal of waste.

Having landfill capacity provides an environmentally secure repository for waste.

o Policy 3.2.1 The Council(s) are to ensure that solid waste services, facilities and
closed landfills have effective management plans and are managed according to
these plans.

Council maintain a landfill aftercare fund for the continued management of the landfill
after closure.

. Policy 3.2.2 The Council(s) are to consider the use of other instruments, such as
by-laws and/ or Resource Management Plans, to manage the adverse effects of
waste where these effects are not covered by currently available provisions.

Council record and maintain data relating to waste and diverted material in a format
and make arrangements to require private waste operators to collect and supply data to
the Council that will facilitate improved decision making in future.

. Policy 3.3.1 The Council(s) promote good health and safety practices with waste
management and minimisation activities.

Council ensure that any known health hazards in managing waste treatment processes
that are promoted by Council are communicated to the intended participants in such
activities.

5.3.7 Solid Waste Collection
A weekly kerbside refuse collection service combined with residential recycling collection
as contracted by Council. A contract is established between this contractor and the
Nelson City Council
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resident once refuse is put out for collection on the correct day in a refuse bag that can
be procured from most supermarkets or Council.

The public can choose their rubbish collection contractor and are required to make their
own arrangements with individual contractors who offer different collection services.

Information on collection services is available on the Council website or from waste
contractors.

5.3.8 Recycling
Council has a contract with Nelmac for the provision of kerbside recycling services to
residential properties in Nelson. The cost of the service is paid from the Local Waste
Disposal Levy included in the Landfill disposal charges.
Table 5.3.8: Recycling Operation
Recycling 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Staffing and overhead 31,555 31,555 31,555
Operations 863,028 863,028 863,028
Recydling is collected on the same day as refuse collection and must be put out at the
kerb in a 55 litre crate and separated materials contained in plastics shopping bags will
also be collected. Collection is alternated between glass and others every fortnight. The
following material is collected and processed:
) Glass botties and jars;
. Plastics 1 - 7;
o Metal cans and tins;
o Paper and Cardboard;
The Council contractor also collects recycled material from schools.
Figure 5.3.8: Tonnages Recycled
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The kerbside recycling provided by Council diverts over 3,000 tonnes per annum from
landfill. Recycling collections from the business and institutional sector are available
from private waste management companies. While the kerbside recycling contractor has
a contractual obligation to ensure that recycled material collected is diverted away from
landfill there is no certainty where commercial recycling end up as this is not controlled
by Council. It is likely that only high value commercial recycled material will find its way
into recycling markets with the remainder disposed of as residual waste at lowest cost.
Council, with Tasman District Council, continue to promote responsible recycling to
Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % te kaunihera o whakatl

PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 59

businesses and institutions. However, the lifecycle of commercially recycled material is
outside the control of Council.

Clothing and re-useable individual items are accepted at the Nelson Recycling Centre
and a range of privately run organisations.

5.3.9 Transfer Station
The Council owns a transfer station in Vivian Place (Off Pascoe Street), Tahunanui, for
car, trailer and small truck loads of waste. The operation of the transfer station is
contracted out.
5.3.9.1 Operations and Maintenance (Transfer Station)
The Pascoe Street Transfer Station has three distinct areas of operation:
. Collection, compaction and transport of general refuse and greenwaste
o Operation of a re-use shop
° Recycled materials processing centre
Table 5.3.9.1(a): Transfer Station Operation and Maintenance
Transfer Station 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Staffing and overhead 66,577 66,577 66,577
Operatians 1,212,987 1,208,291 1,204,046
Maintenance 62,591 92,591 62,591
Total 1,342,155 | 1,367,459 | 1,333,214
Figure 5.3.9 presents the estimated transfer station fees for mixed waste in comparison
with the landfill charges. Waste disposed of at the transfer station is charged on the
estimated volume basis. The increase in cost in 2016/17 is associated with overhauling
compactor chamber floor and walls.
Figure 5.3.9.1: Projected Transfer Station and Landfill Charges
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The total cost of running the transfer station is not recovered from gate charges and is
topped up from the Local Waste Disposal Levy charged at the York Valley landfill. The
transfer station is charged the Local Waste Disposal Levy for mixed waste disposed of at
York Valley.
The management of domestic hazardous waste and tyres are included in the transfer
station operational cost.
Nelson City Council
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Table 5.3.9.1(b): Income Projections for Transfer Station
Transfer Station revenue 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Transfer Station fees $603,243 $603,243 $603,243
Local Waste Disposal Levy $627,529 $652,833 $618,588
Greenwaste Overhead $107,527 $107,527 $107,527
Sundry Income $10,000 $10,000 $10,000

5.3.9.2

5.3.9.3

A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015

The Local Waste Disposal Levy shown in table 5.3.9.1(b) is the differential between the
landfill levy charged for the disposal of transfer station residual waste disposed of at
York Valley and the Local Waste Disposal levy distributed from the landfill charges to
support the transfer station activities.

A large part of the operation and maintenance of greenwaste is charged to the transfer
station operation and maintenance, and then recovered from the greenwaste account
based on the estimated use of the facilities by the greenwaste activity. (The greenwaste
overhead covers costs such as the operation contract, telephone, rates, equipment and
site maintenance, interest charges etc.)

General waste and separated greenwaste is received at the transfer station and charged
on a volumetric basis. The waste is deposited into separate hoppers and compacted into
28m? containers and transported to the landfill or composting service provider.

Transfer Station Capital Costs

Renewals and replacements are aimed at renewing the assets at the transfer station to
maintain the existing levels of service. A number of methods in the Joint Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan are aimed considering the value of rationalisation of
transfer stations in Nelson and Richmond.

Method 2.2.1.1 The Councils will investigate improving facilities that receive separated
diverted material, such as construction and demolition material, at the refuse transfer
station and resource recovery centres.

Method 2.2.1.2 The Councils will jointly investigate improving existing materials
recovery facilities or a new facility that enhances the diversion of recyclable materials,
particularly to accommodate paper and cardboard.

These methods are aimed at considering the advantages of integration of service
provided by the two Councils to provide improved services to the communities. The
upgrade and renewal programmes accommodate this strategy in that upgrade and
renewal projects are aimed primarily at maintaining the current levels of service.

Table 5.3.9.2: Transfer Station Upgrade Costs

Transfer Station Capital Expenditure| 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Renewal 0 0 0
Upgrade 15,000 30,000 0

The renewal work programmed for the 2015 to 2017 is associated with the investigation
and development of a public ablution facility at the transfer station.
Collection, Compaction and Transport of Waste

The hours that the Pascoe Street Transfer Station is permitted to open is controlled by

designation DN2.7 (ii} of the Nelson Resource Management Plan. The opening hours
are:

Monday - Friday 8.00am - 4.30pm
8.00am - 4.30pm
9.00am - 4.30pm
10.00am - 4.30pm

4,30pm - 7.00pm

Nelson City Council
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Saturday (Summer 1 Sept - 1 Apr)
Saturday (Winter)

Sunday and Public Holidays

Tuesday Evening (during daylight saving)
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Collection of Waste Disposal Charges

Council employs Nelmac to staff and manage the Transfer Station fee attendant’s office
and contracts out the end of day collection and banking to Armourguard.

Re-use Shop and Recyclable Materials Sorting Centre:

The operation of the re-use shop and recyclable materials sorting centre was tendered
in 2004 as part of the residential kerbside recycling contract. The contract was awarded
to Nelmac who sub-contracted the operations of the re-use shop to the Nelson
Environment Centre. Nelmac manages the materials sorting facility where the bulk of
the kerbside collection materials are sorted and then transferred to the adjacent Full
Circle property for bailing.

Landfill

The York Valley Landfill is a valley type landfill occupying approximately 3.5Ha. The site
is being filled in 3m lifts across the site progressing up the valley in a controlled
manner. The landfill has a landfill gas extraction system and is managed strictly in
accordance with the York Valiey Landfill Management Plan.

Goal 3: “Reducing the Harmful Effects of Waste”

Policy 3.1.5 "The Councils will jointly make the most effective and efficient use of
the York Valley and Eves Valley Landfill space.”

Method 3.1.5.2 “Nelson City Council will continue its shareholding in the York Valley
Landfill Gas Recovery programme, and the beneficial use of gas.”

Method 3.1.6.3 “The Councils will consider any application for the disposal of approved
waste generated from outside the Districts.”

Capacity of the York Valley Landfill

The total projected volume of gully one at the York Valley landfill is assessed to be
2,700,000m>. In 2008 a 3D surface model was mapped by Earthtech Consulting Limited
to provide a benchmark to value airspace consumption. The surface data used showed
that the remaining capacity of the landfill was 1,630,000m°.

The volume of the disposed waste at the landfill is surveyed annually and provides a
reliable way to determine the remaining capacity of the landfill to receive waste.

There are substantial areas within the land owned by Nelson City Council designated for
landfill activities.

Policy 3.1.6 requires that “The Councils are to ensure jointly that there is landfill
capacity in the two Districts for the safe disposal of waste.”

Method 3.1.6.2 states that “The Councils will manage the fandfill service such consented
landfill airspace is monitored and maintained so as to ensure there is at least five years
airspace available at any time.”

International benchmark for banked landfill
15 years

Performance of the landfill

The landfill has a resource consent which expires on 31 December 2034. York Valley has
adequate capacity to receive residual waste from Nelson City Council, Buller District
Council and Tasman District Council for a period exceeding 16 years. Even under a high
growth scenario the landfill is considered to have adequate capacity to comply with
Policy 3.1.6.
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Figure 5.3.12: Performance of Landfill
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Statistics of densities achieved at a range of eight landfills indicate that the York Valley
landfill will continue to consolidate over time and that there is potential to improve
compaction of waste disposed of at York Valley.

Table 5.3.12: Performance of Landfill

Landfill densities tonne/m’
Landfills Range | Density
1 0.78 0.78
2 0.67 0.67
3 0.82 0.82
4 0.58-0.89 0.89
5 0.21-0.97 0.97
6 0.48-1.26 1.26
7 0.86 0.86
8 1.07 1.07
Average 0.915
Benchmark 1.26
York Valley 0.829

Doubling the volume of waste disposed of at York Valley will decrease the unit cost of
additional work effort required to attain additional compaction. Improving total density
of the landfill will create additional airspace over time and will increase the useful life of
the York Valley guily 1.

In order to have confidence in the available airspace it is appropriate to conduct periodic
independent landfill surveys. The information gained from these surveys provide an
assessment of available airspace and can also be used to improve the management of
the landfill to extend the useful life of the landfill.

Leachate Levels and Quality

The leachate levels continue to be below the trigger levels set for commencing with a
detailed stability analysis. Perched leachate levels observed in individual monitoring
wells was investigated and reported to be anomalous considering the leachate levels in
adjacent monitoring wells. A stability assessment of the landfill carried out in 2012
indicated that the landfill was performing well but showed that water table
measurements are compromised by the performance of some of the monitoring wells.

%Nelson. City Counc_il
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 R

PDF 1310448



5.3.12.2

5.3.12.3

5.3.12.4

5.3.12.5

5.3.13

A130?:%88 i§a1s64ui>§lated: 5 February 2015

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 63

The report recommended that the assessment be reviewed following replacement of
well P2. The replacement well showed similar abnormalities to the previous well.

Further investigations into this well showed that the well is compromised in that the
perforations in the casing of the well are clogged up with clay material. Open trench
excavations carried out to investigate the existence of a perched water table could not
confirm the existence of any such abnormality around well P2. A drain was installed
along the trench excavated on the landfill side of the well as a precaution. Tonkin and
Taylor will now use the information gained from this work to review the 2012 stability
assessment report.

The quality of leachate shows that no determinants had elevated levels in relation to
historical results.

Groundwater Monitoring

Groundwater monitoring does not indicate that leachate from the landfill is affecting
groundwater. All indicators are consistent with historical measurements at the
monitoring wells.

Surface Water Monitoring

Comparison of upstream and downstream data indicates no significant adverse impact
of landfill operations on the surface water quality.

Stormwater Monitoring

There is no evidence of landfill activities adversely impacting on stormwater quality. The
electric conductivity in the York Stream upstream of the landfill typically exceeds the
conductivity measured in the stormwater treatment pond.

General Quality of Site Management

The annual York Valley Landfill Monitoring Report reviews conducted by an independent
consultant reports that the ‘snapshot’ site inspections supported the landfill monitoring
reports compiled by Tonkin and Taylor in that there are no obvious problems with
leachate, gas collection or issues with bird, litter or odour control.

Landfill Gas

Energy for Industry a division of Pioneer Generation Ltd pays Nelson City Council 50c
plus CPI (2006 baseline) /GJ for the use of landfill gas harvested at York Valley plus one
third of the avoided Carbon Tax generated by this project for such part of the Carbon
Tax that is above $15/tonne of CO,.

Figure 5.3.13: Landfill Gas Diverted

Landfill Gas Harvested

———— SO 1

6,000 —— - SR
o~
(U
ES,OOO
Lo
S
2 4,000
o
5 3,000 —
Q.
=
= 2,000 —
=1
o
e 1,000 —
(=4
wi
W W NN 0 0 0 O O O © A =W + &N NN ™M O ™M
O O O O © © © 0 O d d =oH A o o o o = «
cC > L 0 o0 5 O o= 3H = W e € > - 2 0 5 9
S 820032 @838 5 53582 90 39
az<mmﬁO§H§<:82<m¢HD
o D A O M - O O 0 m «
N QN NN mgmmmmmgmmw ™

|
!
|
|

Nelson City Council
te kaunihera o whakatd

101



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015
Page 64

Energy for Industry uses the gas to generate power for the boilers at the Nelson
Hospital. The landfill is expected to provide a source of energy until well after closure of
the landfill and it is expected that the volume of landfill gas harvested will increase with
the continued increase in waste disposal to the landfill,

5.4 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PLAN
The landfill is operated and maintained in accordance with the Nelson City Council York
Valley Landfill Management Plan. Apart from the landfill gas recovery system which is
operated by Council the operation of the landfill is contracted out and specialist
consultants are contracted to carry out the consent monitoring. Access to the landfill is
restricted to approved contractors.
The landfill activity is funded from landfill charges.
Table 5.4: Landfill Operation and Maintenance
Landfill 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Staffing and overhead 186,901 186,901 186,901
Operations 904,690 914,879 915,562
Maintenance 20,000 20,000 20,000
Figure 5.4: Forecast of Expenditure
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Landfill charges====Landfill surplus Waste stabilisation fund
There is significant uncertainty how Emission Trading Scheme obligations will impact on
landfill costs. There does not appear to be international consensus around how to deal
with greenhouse emissions and this uncertainty is reflected in the price of Carbon.
The projected landfill surplus and Waste Stabilisation Fund demonstrate that projected
charges are adequate to maintain a surplus of $1imil per annum plus retain the Waste
Stabilisation Fund above $400,000.
The Waste Stabilisation Fund will be used to manage landfill charges in a way that will
prevent fluctuations that will be difficult for users of the landfill to manage. The fund will
be used to offset fluctuation in cost that is outside the control of Council, i.e.
fluctuations in cost of Carbon, fluctuations in tonnages of waste disposed etc.
5.4.1 Renewal and Upgrade Plan

The plan does not anticipate any large capital expenditure items over the next few
years. Capital is allowed on the plan for the resealing of the landfill access road, to
replace the gas meter, the drilling of another piezometer well and planting the front face
of the landfill.

Nelson City Council
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Table 5.4.1: Landfill Capital Cost for Next Three Years

Landfill Capital 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Renewals 57,499 0 3,500
Upgrade 0 41,499 13,000

GREENWASTE

Council encourages green-waste diversion through education and providing a facility to
the public and contractors to drop separated green-waste off at the Pascoe Street
Transfer station. The charges for separated green-waste are consistently lower than the
charge for mixed waste. The treatment of green-waste is contracted out.

Table 5.5: Greenwaste Operation Cost for Next Three Years

Greenwaste 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18
Staffing and overhead 16,514 16,514 16,514
Operations 175,897 175,897 175,897

There are also a number of well established composting businesses located in the
Nelson Tasman area. Within the context of providing affordable services to the
community it is considered that Nelson residents are well served by a well developed
composting industry.

Residents of Nelson have a wide choice of waste contractors who provide green-waste
collection services for those who are not in a position to compost their own green-
waste.

While a ban on green waste to landfill can be considered and is identified as a method in
the Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan to achieve increased diversion of
green-waste from landfill this is only one of a mix of methods that will be considered
jointly with Tasman District Council in future. An affordable disposal option of separated
green waste is considered the most appropriate method to encourage the establishment
of private initiatives within the region for the proper treatment of green waste. Nelson
City Council will actively encourage the establishment of adequate green waste
processing capacity within the commercial sector and phase out the reception of
separated green waste at the Pascoe street transfer station over a period of three to
four years.

Method 3.2.2.4 The Councils will investigate regulating the disposal of certain
materials to landfill and/or cleanfill through solid waste by-faws.

The cost of treating green-waste to Council is slightly more than disposing green-waste
at the landfill.

Policy 2.2.1 The Councils work to improve the diversion of material through
promoting separation at source, and improved collection, storage and
handling of diverted material.

Method 2.2.1.3 The Councils will jointly investigate facilities that enhance the
diversion of organic materials (e.g. organic kitchen scraps and garden
foliage).
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6. FINANCIAL
The works proposed in the previous sections on Levels of Service, Future Demand, Risk
Management and Lifecycle Management all impact on expenditure.
There are cost implications in:
. Meeting levels of service;
) Meeting future demand;
. Managing risk;
. Maintaining/improving asset condition;
° Maintaining/improving asset performance;
e Operating assets;
° Maintaining assets;
that affect the Operations and Maintenance, Renewal and Capital Financial Plans.
Depreciation is an expense which allows for the future replacement of an asset by
setting aside its replacement value during its working life.
Operations and Maintenance is an expense to run assets and keep them in good
working order.
Renewals are an expense to replace existing assets.
Capital is an expense to create new assets.
6.1 FUNDING
The solid waste activity is a self funded account. Income generated from fees, charges,
levies and grants are used to fund all expenditure with any surpluses retained in the
solid waste special reserve fund.
Solid waste activities, such as waste education or recycling, are funded from the
National Waste Levy and the Local Waste Disposal Levy. (Landfill Levy)
6.2 FEES AND CHARGES
Fees and charges are set following the approval of the annual budget and makes up the
largest part of the income stream for the solid waste activity. Landfill charges are set to
generate a targeted surplus of $988,000 in year one plus a Waste Stabilisation fund of
$400,000.
6.3 SOLID WASTE AFTERCARE FUND
With the eventual closure of the York Valley tandfill there will continue to be aftercare
costs for the next 30 years after closure. With projected income after closure is limited
to landfill gas harvesting a Solid Waste Aftercare Fund was established similar to the
depreciation reserve, to provide for the aftercare of the landfill.
6.4 WASTE STABILISATION FUND
A Waste Stabilisation Fund will be established from surpluses generated from landfll
activities and will be used to manage charges in a way to minimise fluctuations in
landfill eharges. Landhll surpluses will in the first instance be used to ensure that the
fund is maintained at level of at least $400,000. The investment in the fund will be
determined by Nelson City Council in consultation with Tasman District Council.
6.5 GRANTS
Grants are only included within revenue figures when eligibility has been established by
the granting agency.
Nelson City Council
A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015 % t= kanifera @ g g=t

PDF 1310448



Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page 67
6.6 LOANS
Upgrade projects can be funded through 30 year term internal loans. In principle a
single loan services multiple upgrade projects as the funding requirements are rolled
into loans for other activities.
6.7 OPERATIONAL COSTS
Operation costs relate to all the costs associated with the operational function of the
solid waste activity and include the cost of capital and depreciation.
6.8 RENEWAL AND UPGRADE COST
Renewals are funded by way of the depreciation fund.
6.9 VALUATION METHOD
The solid waste assets were valued by OPUS International Consultants (OPUS) in 2008.
All assets are valued based on optimised replacement costs (ORC), assuming the use of
modern techniques and pipe materials. The values are adjusted by council officers
annually based on an index provided by OPUS. Once the revaluation is completed the
values are peer reviewed by OPUS.
All costs are reported in June 2014 dollars and Goods and Services Tax is not included
in the costs.
All assets have been revalued as at 30 June 2014.
In addition to direct purchase/construction costs, professional fees for investigation,
resource consent (where applicable), design, construction and ‘as built’ information
have been included.
Financial charges incurred in carrying project costs in the period prior to commissioning
are included in valuations.
Replacement costs have been optimised to represent the lowest cost and most efficient
combination of assets providing the same service as the existing assets. Optimisation
involves adjustment to deduct any surplus capacity or over design.
Land, access roads and fencing are included on the inventory, as they are recorded in
Council’s Fixed Asset Register.,
6.10 DEPRECIATION
The value of the assets has been depreciated on a straight-line basis over their nominal
working life. Table 6.10 shows the nominal working life or total life (TL) of each of the
classes of assets,
Table 6.10: Asset Life Expectancy/Nominal life
Asset Asset Component Material Base Life Average
Description remaining
life
Earthworks No depreciation
Roads 25
Chip seal 12 4
Vehicle wash 49 23
Resource consent 24 23
Leachate Monitoring wells 50 38
Drain 100 91
Pipes 80 73
Peizometers 10 2
Stormwater Open channel cut off drains 15 3
Nelson City Council
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Asset Asset Component Material Base Life Average
Description remaining
life
Settling ponds Concrete 100 88
Pipes Helcoil Aluminium 90 64
Pipes Plastic 60 36
Pipes 80 65
Manholes 90 64
Sumps 90 64
Intakes 80 54
Wingwalls 80 54
Gas collection Pipes 70 62
Wells 70 62
Flare 20 9
Water supply Pipes Asbestos cement 80 52
Pipes PVC 85 52
Hydrants 80 52
Valves 80 52
Sewer Pipes PVC 80 58
Manholes 80 74

The construction year for each individual section of pipe has been researched from field
books, plans and other records. This information has been entered into the database to

allow the age of the pipes to be calculated.

Sometimes assets have either a positive salvage value or significant disposal cost (that
is, a positive or Negative Net Realisable Value).

Sometimes an asset may have a Residual Value at the end of its economic life, instead
of being totally removed or replaced, all (or part) of it continues to be used. It has been
assumed that the items have zero residual value.

6.11 FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND PROJECTIONS

Operations and maintenance in running the solid waste activity includes:

Management;

Engineering supervision;

Electricity and telephones;

Maintenance of the solid waste activity includes:

o Regular and ongoing annual expenditure necessary to keep the assets at
their required service potential;

o Work which provide for normal care and attention of the asset including
repairs and minor replacements;

o Unplanned maintenance. i.e. failures requiring immediate repair to reinstate
the asset;

o Planned maintenance.

A1300889 - last updated: 5 February 2015
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6.12 BACKGROUND : OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE
Operations and maintenance constitute the cost of running of the solid waste activities
and includes the following:
» Staffing and Overhead: Engineering supervision, asset management, corporate
services, IT support, etc;
e Operations: Reactive maintenance, telephones, rates, closure costs, levies,
resource consent compliance, reactive maintenance etc;
e Maintenance: Programmed maintenance and minor renewals.
Figure 6.12: Operation and Maintenance Cost of Solid Waste Activity
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6.13 ASSUMPTIONS
It is assumed that operations and maintenance will be carried out at the same level as
at present. Items such as the stability analysis of the landfill are scheduled in the plan
and programmed in accordance with forward projections. These activities are
programmed based on best guess and will be reviewed as information becomes
available.
6.14 LONG TERM PLAN PROJECTIONS
Each of the five separate components of the Solid Waste Activity will be discussed in
terms of operation and maintenance, upgrade and renewal, and income. (A financial
summary is included in Appendix 1)
6.15 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
Table 6.15 shows the planned 12 year operation and maintenance financial plan.
Nelson City Council
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Waste Minimisation

The Waste Minimisation activity includes waste education initiatives, feasibility studies
and planning projects identified in the Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan
and is funded through the Local Waste Disposal Levy, National Waste Levy and grants.
All projects in the first three years of the Long Term Plan are aligned with the budgets
of the Tasman District Council.

Figure 6.15.1: Waste Minimisation Cost
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The plan includes an amount of $35,000 for investigation and development of joint
waste management and minimisation initiatives in line with the Joint Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan. Additional aliowance of $15,000 in 2016/17 and
2017/18 is included for a Waste Assessment and the development of the next
generation Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan as required in terms of the
Waste Minimisation Act 2008.

The plan also includes a budget of $21,000 per annum for waste grants and $10,000 for
the first two years of the plan for the management of electronic waste in anticipation of
the development of a Government approved Product Stewardship initiative for electronic
waste by 2018. The residue of electronic waste recycled by Council accredited
organisations will be received at no charge at the Pascoe Street transfer station.
Organisations will be accredited at the sole discretion of Nelson City Council. The aim of
the scheme is to provide an affordable electronic waste disposal option to Nefson
residents and bridge the period until central government establishes a compulsory
electronic waste stewardship programme.

Recycling

The recycling activity funds residential kerbside recycling, school recycling and Central
Business District recycling bins. No provision is made on the budget for commercial or
institutional recycling.

The Waste Stabilisation Fund and a portion of the surpluses generated from landfill
activities appropriated by Nelson City Council can be used at the discretion of Nelson
City Council to provide low interest loans or seed funding to assist outside agencies to
achieve the goals of the Joint Nelson Tasman Waste Management and Minimisation
Plan. The funding allocations will be distributed at the discretion of Nelson City Council.
Typical projects that will be considered for funding will include initiatives to:

¢ Improve commercial recycling activities;

» Improve capacity within the recycling industry that will allow Council to phase
out Council controlled recycling activities once alternatives are established within
the commercial sector;

%Nelson' City Coumiil
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e Moving waste products upwards along the waste hierarchy.
The Council receives no income from recycling activities in the City as the proceeds from
the sale of recyclables are accrued by the supplier of the service.

Figure 6.15.2: Recycling Operation Cost

Recycling Operation Cost
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6.15.3 Transfer Station

Solid waste is received at the transfer station and charges are based on volumes as
assessed by the ticket office operators.

General waste bulking factor
Transfer station| 2009/10 | 2010/11 | 2011/12 | 2012/13 {2013/14P
Bulking factor 3.4 3.2 3.1 3.2 3.2

The bulking factor has remained consistent over an extended period.

Figure 6.15.3: Transfer Station Operation and Maintenance Cost
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The cost of managing hazardous waste and tyres are included in the transfer operation
cost. The greenwaste activity contributes to the over head cost of the transfer station.
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6.15.4 Landfill Management

The landfill is operated and maintained in accordance with the Nelson City Council York
Valley Landfill Management Plan. Apart from the landfill gas recovery system which is
operated by Council the operation of the landfill is contracted out and specialist
consultants are contracted to carry out the consent monitoring. Access to the landfill is
restricted to approved contractors.

The landfill activity is funded from landfill charges.

Figure 6.15.4: Landfill Expenditure
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The following figure presents the actual cost of managing and operating the landfill and
does not include levies.

Figure 6.15.4(a): Landfill Operation and Maintenance Cost
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6.15.5 Greenwaste Operation

Green waste is accepted at the transfer station and then provided to a suitable
contractor. The successful contractor must comply with the requirement of Council to
treat the green waste sustainably. Currently the green waste contractor is paid to
receive and treat the separated green waste received at the transfer station. The cost to

%Nelson_ City CounEil
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Council for disposing of green waste in this manner is slightly higher than disposing of
the green waste at the York Valley landfill, ($7 differential)

The cost of managing the green waste at the transfer station is not accounted for
directly within the activity but is accounted for in the form of an overhead calculated as
a percentage of the cost of operating the transfer station.

Figure 6.15.5: Greenwaste Operation and Maintenance Cost
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The Council will endeavour to establish green waste recycling capacity within the
commercial sector and with the aim to phase out the reception of separated green
waste at the Pascoe street transfer station over a three to four year period.

6.15.6 Capital Cost
Table 6.14.6 shows the planned 12 year operation and maintenance financial plan.
Nelson City Council
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6.15.7 Transfer Station Capital Programme

Capital development at the Transfer station is affected by the methods identified in the
Joint Waste Management and Minimisation Plan advising the rationalisation of transfer
station activities for the Richmond/Nelson area. Improvements in level of service are

closely linked to joint disposal opportunities identified in the Joint Waste Management
and Minimisation Plan.

Figure 6.15.7: Transfer Station Capital Programme

Transfer Station Capital Programme
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The upgrade work identified for years 2020/11 is for improvements to recycling storage
and handling facilities at the transfer station.

6.15.8 Landfill Capital Programme

The York Valley landfill is relatively new with mostly long life assets.

Figure 6.15.8: Landfill Capital Programme

Landfill Capital Programme
200000 — ——

150000 SRES——
100000 .
soo00 -Ql- - ———— S l
. -I__ o W -
N0 P ™

5 O N N

\"’\'”\'»,»\,\"’,Q\"',L\"’

S S A M SO
8]

Renewals M Upgrade

With expected useful life of most of the assets exceeding the working life of the landfill
little capital investment is required over the period of the Long Term Plan.
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The procurement of a compactor is expected to be cost neutral. The procurement cost is
expected to be recovered from operational savings and the value added will be realised
in increased airspace,

Greenwaste Capital Programme

Capital assets used at the transfer station for the management of green waste is
incorporated in the transfer station capital programmes and accounted for as an
overhead on that budget.

Level of Service Improvements

The total anticipated capital cost for projects that are aimed at increasing the level of
service is shown in figure 6.15.10.

Figure 6.15.10: Capital Cost Associated With Improvement of Levels of Service
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Income

The source of income and distribution of income plays a significant role in how the solid
waste activity is managed.

Direct and indirect subsidisation of waste management and minimisation activities
through the local waste disposal levy that is funded from fandfill charges should be fully
appreciated.

Table 6.15.11 shows the sources of income for the different activities. The charging of a
local waste disposal levy will have a significant impact on any joint waste disposal model
that might be considered in the future.
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6.15.12 Waste Minimisation

The income from the national waste levy was estimated conservatively and did not
include any increase in the national levy. It is likely that this levy will be increased by
Government in future once economic growth warrants this. Such increase will effectively
increase the income that Council will derive from this source.

Figure 6.15.12: Waste Minimisation Income

Waste MinimisationIincome
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The Local Waste Disposal Levy is used to make up the cost of funding the waste
minimisation activity.

i Recoveries: Levyreimbursement M Local Disposal Levy Regional Landfili

6.15.13 Transfer Station Income

Solid waste disposed of at the transfer station is charged based on a visual assessment
of the volume of waste discharged. When setting the charge the waste received during
the previous year is compared with the tonnage of transfer station residual waste
disposed of at York Valley for the same period. The conversion rate between volume
and tonnage is then used to set a transfer station volumetric charge so that the disposal
cost for mixed waste at the transfer station is comparative with the landfill charge.

The differential between the mixed waste charge and the separated greenwaste charge
encourages the separation of greenwaste. A mixed waste load containing a substantial
volume of greenwaste will attract a much higher charge than a separately greenwaste
load.
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Figure 6.15.13: Transfer Station

Transfer Station Income
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6.15.14 Landfill Income

The estimates for landfill tonnages for the first three years of the plan are projected to
grow by 5% per year and are associated with the acceptance of treated sewage sludge
from the Nelson wastewater treatment plant.

With subjective observations of trends in residual waste generation suggesting that our
community understands that waste reduction is the responsibility of the individual waste
generator and no growth in tonnage is projected for the period after this.

Figure 6.15.14: Landfill Income
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6.15.15 Greenwaste Income

The cost and income for the greenwaste activity is balanced with a contribution from the
Local Waste Disposal Levy.
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Figure 6.15.15: Greenwaste Income
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Separated green-waste received at the transfer station has decreased gradually over
the last few years. It is considered likely that users of the facility have found alternative
service providers. Some of the private service providers accept separated green-waste
at lower charges that what applies at the transfer station.

6.15.16 Recycling Income

The national Waste Levy income is located to the Waste Minimisation activity. This was
done in order to simplify the reporting on the allocation of the Waste Levy to the
Ministry for the Environment. While the Waste Minimisation Act allows for the use of the
Waste Levy for and waste minimisation activities the Ministry prefer to see the Waste
Levy funding used for new projects rather than established recycling coilection and
processing projects.

Figure 6.15.16: Recycling Income
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Residential kerbside collection is provided free of charge. It is estimated that the
opportunity to recycle more than half the cost of waste disposal for residents who use
the service extensively.
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6.15.17 Local Waste Disposal Levy

Figure 6.14.17 shows the value of the local waste disposal levy per tonne of residual
waste disposed of at the York Valley landfill. This levy funds waste management and
minimisation activities that provides a public good but cannot be fully funded through a
user pays model. This situation comes about when a higher level treatment of waste is
required and the alternative available to the general public to place this waste out with

general waste will provide a more affordable solution to their waste management
problem.

Figure 6.15.17: Local Waste Disposal Levy
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Changes in the local disposa! levy mainly reflect changes in funding for waste

minimisation and recycling. The local levy is also used to balance the transfer station
and green-waste activity.
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7. ASSET MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
7.1 ACTIVITY MANAGEMENT
Council adopted an Asset / Asset management plan Policy in 2010. This policy confirms
that the Solid waste asset management plan should be developed to a “Core Plus" level
as best reflects the needs for a city of Nelson’s size.
7.2 INFORMATION SYSTEMS
All asset information is stored on Arcinfo, a computer based Geographical Information
System, and Asset Spreadsheets. The accounting system used is integrated computer
software supplied by Napier Computer Systems. The various systems are linked.
7.3 ACCOUNTING/FINANCIAL SYSTEMS
7.3.1 Background
Accounting is carried out to International Financial Reporting Standards to comply with
the Local Government Amendment Act Number 3 (the No. 3 Act). The Nelson City
Council uses integrated computer software supplied by Napier Computer Systems.
The General Ledger is linked to packages that run Debtors, Creditors, Banking, Rates,
Fixed Assets, Invoicing, Billing, Job Costing, and Payroll.
Internal monthly financial reports are generated by activity and sub-activity.
External financial reports by significant activity are published in the annual report.
Monthly summaries are presented to the Finance Committee of Council.
7.3.2 Definition of Expenditure Categories
Expenditure can be divided into two broad categories:
. Ongoing day to day operations and maintenance works;
. Programmed works that upgrade or renew the asset to provide the required level
of service.
All expenditure on infrastructure assets will therefore fall into one of three categories:
. Maintenance Expenditure;
. Capital Expenditure - renewals/replacements;
. Capital Expenditure - creation/enhancement.
7.3.3 Maintenance Expenditure
Maintenance may be planned or unplanned, and is the regular ongoing day to day work
necessary to keep assets operating, including instances where portions of the asset fail
and need immediate repair to make the asset operational again. This includes:
. Regutar and ongoing annual expenditure necessary to operate and keep the
assets at their required service potential;
. Day to day and/or general upkeep works designed to keep the assets operating at
required levels of service;
. Works which provide for the normal care and attention of the asset including
programmed repairs and minor replacements;
o Unplanned (reactive) maintenance i.e. isolated failures requiring immediate repair
to make the asset operational again.
7.3.4 Capital Renewal/Replacement Expenditure
Renewal expenditure is major work which does not increase the asset’s design capacity
but restores, rehabilitates, replaces or renews an existing asset to its original capacity.
Nelson City Council
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This includes:

. Works which do not increase the capacity of the asset, but restores them to their
original size, condition capacity, etc;

. The replacement component of augmentation works which restores the assets to
their original size, condition, capacity, etc;

. Reconstruction or rehabilitation works involving improvements, realignment and
regrading;

o Renewal and/or renovation of existing assets, restoring the assets to a new or

fresh condition consistent with the original asset.

Capital Creation/Enhancement Expenditure

Capital works create a new asset that did not previously exist, or upgrade or improve an

existing capacity. They may result from growth, social or environmental needs. This
includes:

. Construction works which create a new asset that did not previously exist in any
shape or form;

. Expenditure which purchases or creates a new asset (not a replacement) or in any
way improves an asset beyond its original design capacity;

. Upgrading works which increase the capacity of the asset;

e Construction works designed to produce an improvement in the standard and
operation of the asset beyond its present capacity.

Depreciation and Loss of Service Potential

Depreciation and Loss of Service are calculated in spreadsheets.
GEOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION SYSTEM

Background

When the decision was made to implement the Geographical Information System in
1993 it was recognised that the existing asset information was not of a suitable
standard to be entered directly into the system. A contract was let for the capture and
delivery of data in digital format suitable for entry into the Geographical Information
System.

The data capture included contours, building outlines, road markings, kerb and channel,
manholes, sumps, valves, hydrants etc. To ensure that underground services were
captured as accurately as possible, students were employed to identify and mark every
surface access point (e.g. manholes, valves).

The data was captured using photogrammetry in March 1994 and progressively
delivered over the following three years. Nelson City Council staff carried out accuracy
checks on the co-ordinate data supplied, searched all the engineering plans and field
books for information on pipe alignment, material and age and entered this information
into the Geographical Information System.

Maintenance of Geographical Information System Data

New data is updated into the Geographical Information System system on a monthly
basis.
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INFORMATION FLOW REQUIREMENTS AND PROCESSES

Existing Information Flow and Business Processes

In June 2000, Opus International Consultants Ltd completed a report entitled “The
Development of Business Process Mapping for Asset Management Systems” preparatory
to Nelson City Council purchasing and implementing a computer based Asset
Management System.

The report details the existing business processes used by the Nelson City Council in its
Asset Management planning.

The report identified a preferred process for the management of Council assets and
identified gaps in the current process for each asset group and recommended actions
required to correct the gaps and implement the transition to the preferred management
process.

The report concluded that the majority of data required for Asset Management is
already collected and stored. However the data is stored in a myriad of systems and
files and is therefore not extensively used to support the Asset Management planning
decision making processes.

SCADA TELEMETRY

Council has a “Kingfisher” SCADA (Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition) system
and an “Intouch” system at the base station. The system is used to monitor and control
critical aspects of the network.

The only solid waste activity that utilises the SCADA system is the gas flare.
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8. IMPROVEMENT PLAN
8.1 PERFORMANCE MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT
The effectiveness of the Solid waste asset management plan will be monitored in
various ways and the results used in the updating and revision of the Plan as described
in Section 8.6.
8.2 CURRENT LEVEL OF SERVICE OBJECTIVES
This Solid waste asset management pian contains levels of service in Section 2.0.
Compliance with the current level of service objectives wiill be monitored by internal
audit.
8.3 CAPITAL AND RENEWAL WORKS PROGRAMME
The carrying out of the annual capital and renewal works programme will be monitored
to ensure that the works are completed on time and within budget.
8.4 MAINTENANCE WORKS PROGRAMME
The carrying out of the maintenance works will be monitored to ensure that the works
are carried out within the required response times, to the required standard, and at the
least cost.
8.5 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMME
8.5.1 Improving Accuracy and Confidence in Asset Management Plan
Asset management improvements and associated objectives are noted throughout the
Asset management plan.
These improvements will improve the accuracy of, and confidence in, the Solid Waste
Asset Management Plan.
A risk assessment is an essential element of any asset management plan. This involves
identification of critical assets, risk analysis and development of risk reduction and
contingency planning to suit the business situation.
8.5.2 Core to Advanced Gap Analysis
Asset Management Planning is a constantly evolving process, with underpinning Asset
Management systems constantly providing better information. The previous Solid Waste
Management Plan was adopted by Council in 2005 and did not include an improvement
plan.
In recent years it has been recognised that a new rating level of “Core Plus” is the most
appropriate rating for cities of Nelson’s size. This rating reflects that parts of the asset
can be managed at a Core level and parts at an Advanced level. The resultant provides
an effective asset management tool without becoming un-necessarily expensive.
8.6 MONITORING AND REVIEW PROCEDURES
The plan will be reviewed annually and revised every three years to incorporate,
amongst other things, improved decision making techniques, updated asset information,
and Council policy changes which impact on targeted levels of service.
The effectiveness of the Asset management plan will be monitored in various ways.
8.6.1 Statutory Audit
The Local Government Act requires that an annual, financial audit of the operations of
the Council be carried out. Audits may include all significant activities such as Asset
Management planning.
Nelson City Council
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8.6.2 Internal Audit

An internal audit will be taken to assess the effectiveness with which the plan meets its
objectives prior to the development of the 2015 Asset management plan.

8.6.3 Review and Updates

The Solid waste asset management plan programmes and costs will be reviewed and
updated annually by 30 August each year for incorporation into the Annual Plan.
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9. ACTION PLAN
Throughout the Asset management plan, objectives, targets, capital works,
maintenance and improvements to general business processes are referred to:
. Ongoing management actions;
. Record landfill tonnages monthly;
. Record diverted recyclables monthly;
. Continue Civic House recycdling;
. Continue landfill monitoring.
Actions Progress
AP-1 | Investigate construction and demolition waste recovery and 2016"
diversion of clean fill material.
AP-2 | Landfill development plan. 20178
AP-3 | Solid waste bylaw. 2015%
AP-4 Review of solid waste activities to determine effectiveness and 2015
efficiency of solid waste management activities.
AP-5 Investigate joint refuse collection. 2015-2018
AP-6 Investigate joint green-waste composting initiatives. 2015-2016
AP-7 Investigation into organic waste collection and treatment. 2015-2018
AP-8 Landfill Compactor Lease/purchase. 2015-2018
AP-9 Re-use of glass. 2015-2018
AP-10 | Commercial Food waste/collection and treatment. 2015-2018
AP-11 | Develop a policy for allocation of funds from Waste 2015
Stabilisation Fund. (Refer Landfill Agreement)
AP-12 | Review policy for discounted fees for bulk loads and special 2015
circumstances in consultation with TDC.
Note: C - Completed, R - Revised.
Some Joint Waste Management and Minimisation initiatives between Nelson City Council
and Tasman District Council have been delayed as a result of slower than projected
progress with the development of the Joint Landfill Initiatives.
These joint programmes will need to be reprioritised over implementation period of this
asset management plan.
The mechanism for the setting of joint waste management and minimisation
programmes is currently under review.
Nelson City Council
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Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025
January 2015

Page 90
Transfer Station 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 2022/23 2023/24 2024/25
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Transfer Station 603,243 603,243 603,243 711,827 711,827 711,827 711,827 711,827 711,827 711,827
Sundry 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
Green Waste O/head 107,527 107,527 107,527 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Local Disposal Levy 627,529 652,833 618,588 618,874 618,874 623,570 663,664 639,061 639,061 639,061
Total Income 1,348,299 1,373,603 1,339,358 1,340,701 1,340,701 1,345,397 1,385,490 1,360,888 1,360,888 1,360,888
Total Staff Time 66,577 66,577 66,577 72,166 72,166 72,166 72,166 72,166 72,166 72,166
Provide: Operator Contract 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427 139,427
Provide: Cartage Contract 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117 76,117
Provide: Hazardous Waste 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000
Provide: Car Tyre Disposal 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388 4,388
Provide: Operator/Ticket Offic 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210 110,210
Landfill Charges 568,174 563,478 558,783 554,087 554,087 558,783 565,826 568,174 568,174 568,174
Electricity 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rates 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884 15,884
Water By Meter 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432 26,432
Insurance 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328 1,328
Building Maintenance 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752 12,752
Grounds Maintenance 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657
Plant & Equipment Maintenance 47,182 77,182 47,182 47,182 47,182 47,182 77,182 47,182 47,182 47,182
Total Depreciation 250,027 250,027 250,477 250,927 250,927 250,927 253,977 257,027 257,027 257,027
Total Expenses 1,342,155 1,367,459 1,333,214 1,334,557 1,334,557 1,339,253 1,379,346 1,354,744 1,354,744 1,354,744
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Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025

January 2015

Page 92
Greenwaste .2015/16 2016/17 2017/18- 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021/22 -2022/23 ~2023/24 2024/25
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Fees: Green Waste 137,281 137,281 137,281 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Local Disposal Levy Regional 55,130 55,130 55,130 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total:Income 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811 185,811
Total Staff Time 16,514 16,514 16,514 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
Provide: Green Waste Disposal 52,560 52,560 52,560 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Provide: Transport Green Waste 15,810 15,810 15,810 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
Transfer Station Overhead 107,527 107,527 107,527 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Expenses- 192,411 192,411 192,411 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0
‘Recycling 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20 2020/21 2021722 2022/23 uuonw.\Nh 2024/25
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

-Local Disposal Levy Regional 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583
Total Income 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583
Total Staff Time 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555 31,555
Kerbside Contract 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000 824,000
Recycling Bins 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000
CBD Bins 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863 5,863
Schools 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165 13,165
Total Expenses 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 -894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583 894,583
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Appendix 2: Solid Waste Valuation

Draft Solid Waste Asset Management Plan 2015-2025

Asset Category June 2014
RV ($) | DRV {$) |Depr($)| Land Value
Transfer Station 4,230,400 [ 2.574.000 {233,900 1,998.000
Landfill 606,000
Stormwater Systam 1,023,936 | 731824 | 11434
Gas Collection System 659,762 | 340,872 | 21614
Sewsr Collection System 456,411 | 308,691 5,724
Leachate Collection System 633,272 1 523,888 7.072
Water Supply 244197 | 150,423 3.363
Internal Road 1,083,6¥v6 | 903,634 7.128
Resource consent 705,741 | 264653 | 29.406
Vehicle wash 23,813 9,720 486
Whiteware/carbody area 134143 | 110,514 1,675
Maonitoring 2421121 131,802 | 7,395
TOTAL 9,437,463 | 6,050,018 | 329,001 2,604,000

January 2015
Page 93
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