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Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

#4 COMPLETE P

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:03:30 PM N )
Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:05:24 PM 0 6 MAY 2016
Time Spent: 00:01:54

IP Address: 125.239.227.124

PAGE 1

Q1: Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Disagree
Schedule of feesand Charges 2016/17?

PAGE 2

Q2: If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

Agree with park charges and hall charges.

Relating to:

Volumetric wastewater charges Base charge per

water meter connection charged per 3 month period includes 76m? of flow use per period $678.14

and

Domestic wastewater discharge consumption is calculated at 80% of the volume of water used as measured by water
meter . (This cost excludes trade waste) $2.23

We submit that these volumetric waste water charges should not apply to metered water supplies where the user is on
private septic tank system and not connected to the public wastewater disposal system.

It was difficult to find information regarding this new charge and difficult to understand exactly how it is applied. |
request that council in future explains these new changes more clearly for the lay person.

PAGE 3

= . - i venandsnt el inaad thic
Q3: If you wish to speak to your submission, please tick Resy anacnt SKipped this
the box below. question

Q4: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if ~Respondent skipped this
you would like your name withheld question

Q5: Would you like to participate in future engagements  Yes, | would like to participate in future engagements
with Council? with Council

1/2

Page 2



(i6: Address
Name

Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

2/2
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Mrs A Oliver

1A Otaihape Valley Road
Taihape

4720
akanania@gmail.com
063881822



Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

#1 COMPLETE

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link}

Started: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:46:41 PM

Last Modified: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:46:56 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:15

IP Address: 203.114.191.118

¢ , £y g

(5194 ;a»,mf_éi,,;émn»555,“.;;»;.‘3{”&5&.,

:1: Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Agree
Schedule of feesand Charges 2016/177?

Page 4




Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

Coliector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 3:20:36 AM

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 3:23:19 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:43

IP Address: 210.246.2.119

212 If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

The Committee are generally in support of the proposed changes with the exception of:
Library Charges - Fax (International) charge should be retained at $4.00.

Overdue Charges - We recommend the initiation of an overdue charge system, we feel when a book is overdue for >3
weeks (following the maximum number of renewals) a charge of $1 per item per day be levied.

Out of District Members - We recommend the initiation of a fee and propose an annual membership charge of $20. We
feel this will cover the cost of {oll calls to chase any overdue / missing books.

Parks Charges - Regular events (eg if 2-3 times a year or annually) should be provided with a discount.

Would you like to participate in future engagements  Yes, | would like to participate in future engagements

with Council? with Council

Address
Name Carolyn Bates
Company Marton Community Committee
Address Clo 7 Dalrymple Place
City/Town Marton
Postal Code 4710
Email Address martoncc.cab@gmail.com
Phone Number (06) 327-8088

2/3
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Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

COMPLETE

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:04:38 PM

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:40:10 PM
Time Spent: 00:35:31

IP Address: 210.246.2.119

#5

PAGE 1

Q1: Do you agree or disagree with the proposed
Schedule of feesand Charges 2016/17?

PAGE 2

e etV
N !!}lwft:l'\v/!

" b J

Disagree

Q2: If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

Overdue Charges - | recommend the initiation of an overdue charge system, when a book is overdue for >3 weeks

(following the maximum number of renewals) a charge of $1 per item per week be levied.

Out of District Members - We recommend the initiation of a fee and propose either

- An Annual membership charge of $20.
- A fee per item eg $5 per item
- Additionally overdue charges should be $10 per week.

This will cover the cost of toll calls to chase any overdue / missing books.

If library users live outside, but work in the district, they should be provided with preferential / discounted user charges

eg:
- An Annual membership charge of $10.

- A fee per item eg $5 per item

- Additionally overdue charges should be $5 per week.

PAGE 3

Q3: If you wish to speak to your submission, please tick
the box below.

Q4: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if
you would like your name withheld

Q5: Would you like to participate in future engagements
with Council?

112

Page 6

Respondent skipped this
question

Respondent skipped this
question

Yes, | would like to participate in future engagements
with Council



(i6: Address
Name

Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

2/2
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Carolyn Bates

7 Dalrymple Place

Marton

4710
a-chates@paradise.net.nz
(06) 327-8088



RECEIVED

05 MAY 205
To L& ____________
Fie: A\ -2 —)
SUBMISSION FORM e LB UZELT pamessihel
Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17
Please print clearly
Name: I;/IZCLbQJ-K mgﬁlan/{
Organisation: (if applicable) =

Property Address: __| 1'}1 %f&é}l’

Postal Address: v
ﬂ\o bho
|

Phone: (day)@&i&&] (mobile) O OR6[ b3

Email:

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees

isagree

If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

and Charges 2016/17?

Attach additional ipformation or pages if necessary
Signed: Al

< ./
£ [ |

Date: <)\ 774/43

Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17 1-1

Page 8



SUBMISSION FORM

REGEIVED

0 5 MAY 2016
(- RO \C(’c
File: L Y2\ 0 -2 -1

N T

Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

- Return this form, or send your
written submission to: :

‘Schedule of Fees and Charges
~ 2016/17 Submission
- Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17

Please print clearly

Name: L,ch,\ Kow(z:w\w(

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address:

Postal Address:_ 40 @@(d{\nd‘ﬂ S+
Toukupe

Phone: (day} —  (mobile) 023 242 105 .

Email: evm’rsdciﬂwhd @ 3 poul- conn

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees

If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

and Charges 2016/17?

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: w )

Date: <I§/|é’
1

Page 9
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SUBMISSION FORM e~ 16 u2bJ_
Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

Ysereity...

Please print clearly

T IOAQ///L F//)/)/"?

Submissions close at 12 Organisation: (if applicable)
noon on 6 May 2016.

\ Property Address: él Ik\‘Wl\ ﬁOé}ﬂ/

Return this form, or send your / e
written submission to: Postal Address: y

Schedule of Fees and Charges
2016/17 Submission

Rang;triitzité)iBs;gcltlcoozuncil Phone: (day) S%”lﬁ (mobile) O,Z, 526 L(.‘ {
Marton 4741 — 'H\Q/Zﬁ AN iAS Q (,7(7/(1‘ CO Nz

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

CS\

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees
Fax: (06) 327 6970 v - & S

and Charges 2016/17?
e Agree/Disagree
Oral submissions

You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you disagree, what changes do you think sho e considered?

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:
[0 Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them

here: Attach add/t/% nformiatjén or pages if necessary

Signed:

Date: Q/g'/l()[»‘o

Page 10
Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17 1-1



Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

#3 COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) E——
Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 11:57:48 AM 0 & MAY 2016
Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:02:57 PM
Time Spent: 00:05:09 ’ wGi

IP Address: 125.239.227.124

PAGE 1

Q1: Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Disagree
Schedule of feesand Charges 2016/177?

Q2: If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

Relating to:

Volumetric wastewater charges Base charge per

water meter connection charged per 3 month period includes 76m? of flow use per period $678.14

and

Domestic wastewater discharge consumption is calculated at 80% of the volume of water used as measured by water
meter . (This cost excludes trade waste) $2.23

We submit that these volumetric waste water charges should not apply to metered water supplies where the user is on
private septic tank system and not connected to the public wastewater disposal system.

PAGE 3
Q3: If you wish to speak to your submission, please tick ~ Respondent skipped this
the box below. question
Q4: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if Rf-t]'\fum nt sKipped s
you would like your name withheld question

Q5: Would you like to participate in future engagements  Yes, | would like to participate in future engagements

with Council? with Council
Q6: Address
Name Dr P J Oliver
Address 1A Otaihape Valley Road
City/Town Taihape
Postal Code 4720
Email Address peterandangela@xtra.co.nz
Phone Number 063881822
1/1

Page 11



RIEGENED

0 5 MAY 2016

o MG

O . P ’Q,w ......
16 bl (

SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

f Please print clearly
. O\¢€r aul A

Umererir...

: : ; Name:
vg‘j@ﬁ]mi@ﬂij close at 12 - Organisation: (if applicable)
~_noon on 6 May 2016. £
Sy . : Property Address:
~ Return this form, or send your
(ngjggﬂj_m]gg@ﬂL@o o Postal Address: T.o. P.:-o’)é' 144
S T anlhapo
el J@f‘tﬁavtb@rlﬁc&cm@‘mﬁm t
~ 2016/17 Submission s
~ Rangitikej District Council . -
~ PrivateBagl102 = Phone: (day) (mobile) OXx7Sao iz
~ Marton4741 Email: —

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees

and Charges 2016/17?

Agree/Djsagree
If you disagree, what changes do you think showld-heconsidered?

,uylf \vm(u@m JJJ"T&‘{@%

Ifyou wraﬁ)@agt’ k to sy@w ;
- submission, please tick the box
L\@ m‘]a : : ! J ;

|'wish to speak at:

Attach addition< ]

Signed:

t""\r-‘ul

Page 12



SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

UmirerLy...

Please print clearly

Name-é:;v\(\or\&, S'\f\\"ﬁC)“\

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Organisation: (if applicable)

\ ,/ ~
Property Add ress:oylu %WM\ QCU) W\ o 4
Return this form, or send your ) 7

written submission to: Postal Address:A0 (dc( 02

Schedule of Fees and Charges
2016/17 Submission
Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag 1102 Phone: (day)CgffB%\’)Eq, (mobile) 07652\ Lo
Marton 4741

Email: W"n e\, L0 N
NG pa— )

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees
Fax: (06) 327 6970 L B Prop

and Charges 2016/177?

e (_Agree/Disagree
Oral submissions
If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:
[0 Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17 Page 13 1-1



RECEIVED

0 5 MAY 2016
G [ S \C& ................
fie: Ao AP =2 ’ /
5 L1y vade
SUBMISSION FORM ,__,,llml'l_.h“

Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

Please print clearly

Name: /M C//\P///(/ FﬂV)V'h"\
I&l\}*\agb (=nr~cun< b RonscA

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: bl k‘ ey K@{ (a/ [af{
Postal Address: ek 4 7‘& S

Phone: (day{/bg%//llﬁ (mobile)o)‘“S'Z‘o el 2
Email: Q;ﬁﬂl/lr\fr\t e XPhrgq =N~

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees
and Charges 2016/17?
Agree/ Disagree

If you disagree, what changes do you think should be considered?

ﬁﬂﬂaild‘@r:i‘lc .ﬂﬂl@@i@re@i@i’l
- Elected Members. Ifiy you haveany:special
~ requirements, such asithose related to visu
~or Inamqj ﬂ"]:&‘ﬂﬁ@ﬁfo d@m m@@d‘@

Attach additional infgrmatio if necessary

Signed:

Date: ' 6 /S///(D

Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17 - 1-1

Page 14




0 6 MAY 2016
[ [- S — K&
File: :‘P\ﬂ_?__-—,
BOC; <l b Y d 4 J

SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Schedule of fees and charges 2016/17

UsmeroiLr,..

Please print clearly

Name:ﬂwﬂ(aﬂd

Organisation: (if applicab/e)/)/CDl/

S
e pe
Property Address:?’ I/OL;(}\ Hal( ; do-22 M@L&t @#/
Postal Address: PD &Q’X 615
/)&Mw‘

Phone: (day){ﬁ!gﬁ [Z07) (mobile) Q] 0261 6002

Email: gg}ggbgzﬁ@ :iZ!llﬁ!Zz(:ZQ_w O.NZ

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed Schedule of fees

and Charges 2016/17?
Disagree

Email: info@rangitikei

Attach additional jaformation or pages if necessary

Signed:

Date: 6/%//é
N

Schedule of Fees and Charges 2016/17 1-1

Page 15




Gambling (Class 4) Venue and Tab Venue Policy

#2 COMPLETE )
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) ===
Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:03:34 PM STV ICIU)
Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:40:14 PM B e e | e
e Time Spent: 00:36:39
" IP Address: 210.246.2.119 0 5 MAY 2016

PAGE 1: Gambling (Class 4 Venue) Policy

Option A: No changes made to current CAP of 83

Q1: Which of the following options do you prefer?
Class 4 gaming machines permitted in the District

(please tick one response)

Q2: Would you like to see any other changes to Council’s Gambling Venue (Class 4) policy?

The wording of paragraph 4.1 indicates that when a machine ceases to operate then it cannot be replaced. This implies
that if a machine breaks down, the site cannot obtain a replacement machined, this appears unfair - that the site is
penalised, that it cannot replace faulty equipment. There should be an opportunity to allow faulty equipment to be
replaced - the same as if your car is faulty - beyond economic repair, you would replace it, ensuring you still have

transport.

PAGE 2: Tab Venue policy

Q3: Question 3: Which of the following options do you Option B: Permit new standalone TAB venues

prefer?
Q4: Would you like to see any other changes to Council’s current TAB venue policy?

If a TAB venue closes a new one should be allowed up to the current maximum number of venues.

| have no objection to temporary (for a special event) venue(s) being allowed, to a maximum of five throughout the
district at any one time.

Respondent skipped this

Q5: Do you have any further comments you wish to :
question

make to Council in relation to the TAB venue or
Gambling venue (Class 4) policies?

PAGE 3

Q6: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council No

Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

" . ; " g 5 RocnAanide P . [ T
Q7: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if Respondent skipped this

you would like your name withheld question

Q8: Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes

opportunities with Council?

1/2

Page 16



Address
Name

Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

Gambling (Class 4) Venue and Tab Venue Policy

2/2

Page 17

Carolyn Bates

7 Dalrymple Place

Marton

4710
a-chbates@paradise.net.nz
(06) 327-8088



Gambling (Class 4) Venue and Tab Venue Policy

#1 COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) e
S?ar::d?';:ridaey, |\;|r;y 06, 290161?2:47:26 AM P o(Mle ﬂ\\y// Emj

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 2:51:18 AM ﬂl EQJJ L[;,U

Time Spent: 00:03:51
IP Address: 210.246.2.119 & aan
0 3 MAY 2016
| {7 e Kér

rio: 3P T8

o Ny
PAGE 1: Gambling (Class 4 Venue) Policy Doc: 1‘)&'..?db
Q1: Which of the following options do you prefer? Option A: No changes made to current CAP of 83
(please tick one response) Class 4 gaming machines permitted in the District
Q2: Would you like to see any other changes to Respondent skipped this
Council’s Gambling Venue (Class 4) policy? question

PAGE 2: Tab Venue policy

Q3: Question 3: Which of the following options do you Option A: No changes made to TAB venue policy
prefer?

Q4: Would you like to see any other changes to Respondent skipped this
Council’s current TAB venue policy? question
Q5: Do you have any further comments you wish to Respondent skipped this
make to Council in relation to the TAB venue or question

Gambling venue (Class 4) policies?

PAGE 3

Q6: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council No
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

Q7: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if R(’SP"{”dC’”f skipped this
you would like your name withheld question

Q8: Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

1/2

Page 18



Address
Name

Company
Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

Gambling (Class 4) Venue and Tab Venue Policy

2/2

Page 19

Carolyn Bates

Marton Community Committee
Clo 7 Dalrymple Place

Marton

4710
martoncc.cab@gmail.com
(06) 327-8088



Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016 Parewanui Road

COMPLETE

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 3:40:20 AM

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 3:42:51 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:30

© IP Address: 210.246.2.119

#1

PAGE 1

Q1: Do you agree or disagree with the proposed
reduction in the speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h
along Parewanui Road, between High Street and
Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?

Q2: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

Q3: Would you like to participate in future engagement
opportunities with Council?

Q4: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if
you would like your name withheld

Q5: Address
Name

Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

Agree

No i do not wish to provide an oral submission

Yes

Respondent skipped this
question

Carolyn Bates

C/o 7 Dalrymple Place
Marton

4710
a-cbates@paradise.net.nz
(06) 327-8088

Page 20



HECEIVED
0.5 MAY 2016
Tor .. 6

File:. i'ﬂﬁ |-
o 1 u??3

SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016
Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speakat:
[} Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as thqsé related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Name: ’:YCA(\ZJ’GM @)(’J(L DElHL

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: \\q pafe,uJQ\nw' Q@O’
Postal Address:
LS MM Qoﬁd . Novand aile
lower Wt 5010.
Phone: (day) OL\Gbglﬂblc1(moblle) o2\ 508 25,
el \anev _ bue ® wawnz

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the

speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,

between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?

Agree/Disagree

Please explain: '
wWe aarer Yrar e spesd it

be reduted on Rurewanu Road.

"\ms povhmof e road K ueu \ousjl
Witk Avadft o e n\em WO

on fery Load naning Ao hunin ad
dne \C‘O\Cd/\ cuvreat gD?d JQG higl
Bl por%m of the rosd. Tredic
dee¢ 00 " Cument slan) downd Soreh
%gu Tavenan S Meaf\ma ’(\‘wmmzdl{

ANAErUS

ttach addltlonal information or pages if necessary
Signed: ‘_M,\ pate:__ DT S-20 '6

Amended Spéeed Limit Bylaw

1-1
Page 21



o ue
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=

SUBMISSION FORM oo .. LD bl
Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:
[0 Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Signed: /&bu,v.— \'\L\,“\Q
J

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

Name: JaL « «Cxﬂzv» \'{‘q\/((_q

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: (87 “1?‘/\ g @w\U-
Postal Address:__{ &1 (*h(.{\/\, S

R .\y  ¢RIK

Phone: (day) b 22134 (mobile)

Email:

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the
speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,
between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?
gree/Disagree
A

Please explain: i

Evcellcu - decisioev~

ConwsS 4 ods  avae

wan oo fash QCM:V'Q‘

L (@] \"&&V‘

< Jlave ave o warvalow

O/‘ o ~Q (L\/Wk d/\ 2 A~ v\ Ca k C \q

' | Y & ]
““AQJ}I\- \;\1(1.\/\\ ('—0 '*"’”‘@VO'\M Sclaool

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Date: (i” b - ”o .

Page 22 1-1



SUBMISSION FORM

k& ,
-0RQ-i—7
16 u-20

UmEpP@ILy...

Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:

[0 Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,

with a further five minutes for questions from

Elected Members. If you have any special

requirements, such as those related to visual

or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Signed: ’)\/(,c)c)\&ﬂ\

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

Name: Jur\ e CQC,\Abur/‘\

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: {34 RT&\\’\ =k S

Postal Address: 12y A ODE

Phone: (day)o_ 222.10%7] (mobile)

Email: v > > = & ™

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the

speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,

between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?
Wbisagree

Please explain:

6&? O\\‘rx(“\’\n’\W\AY‘b -

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Date: X 71— Ol — Vo

Page 23 1=1



john.bowen@vodafone.co.nz Tue 26 Jan 14:58
to becmcneil@live.com; andy.watson@rangitikei.govt.nz; sarah_timharris@xtra.co.nz

cc ian.mckelvie@parliament.govt.nz; s.bridges@ministers.govt.nz

Speed Restrictions on High Street Bulls

To whom it may concern

I’'m writing to express my concerns with the speed limit on High Street / Parewanui
Road in the township of Bulls.

The present location of the 50km speed restriction sign starts near 176 High street on
the approach to the Town.

My main concern is that on the other side of the road residential property including
my own extends much further out of town.

My request is that council consider moving the 50km limit further out past the last
remaining residential property closer to Ferry Road. | believe that this sign has been
situated in this position for probably in excess of fifty years and since then more
houses have been built still within the town zone but bordering on what has
overtime become the local racetrack. A lot of the traffic leaving town and heading
toward Parewanui Road is accelerating and exceeding the speed limit long before it
gets to the open road sign. Complaints have been made in the past both verbally and
in writing to Traffic/Police only to be told that this doesn’t come under a State
Highway and appears to have been ignored.

My main reasoning for this request is that most motorists do not brake until after
they reach Taumaihi Street. Mowing the berm as we are required to do is extremely
unsafe with trucks travelling past me in excess of 90 km and barely a meter away.
The other factor to be considered is children crossing High street by Taumaihi Street
on their way to and from Clifton Street school.

This request falls under the Safer Journeys - New Zealand's road safety
strategy 2010-2020.

Best regards
June Cockburn

G High Street
Bulls
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SUBMISSION FORM

Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amend;ﬁélﬁt 2016

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:
0 Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Signed: (/UM“Q—/Q—'

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

Name: [MAZIK X VUM W

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: 'L\/Qz Pﬁﬂfwm\t SN
Postal Address: “H;,_ﬂ LAz L RoAd
2o 4. Buus
89w
Phone: (day)_0b 322 <514 (mobile) _o2( (21 636
Email:_ 7 ey powefIS@ yames - (o A
e 3

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the
speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,

between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?

Please explain:

o/ At . TRAFGC TaAvELs ar 8PN @omn

EDS eveN  1F TvewnKs To w2 zon ANZeo
O Cannn  Lohd - We  UepR AR CfeeninKs
Masan Canan ReAd Foned + GRS To AULS,
TPHFAL \S SLowd b RoNE wAe€D AT
lo© a1 Ruces’ TS Cndnvse o 8O
SouLd Ueld MAKE The STReTUL SAREL,

A Peoesiinny TRALAC & Ui Y Al AelwA .

A lowSune OF Séen umar Swould Acso
e P memdc oad Qg fACE MAWTEUANCE -

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Date: 7{/’1"//(0 2
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SUBMISSION FORM

Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Ameéndment 2016

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:

0 iviarton Councii Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,

with a further five minutes for questions from

Elected Members. If you have any special

requirements, such as those related to visual

or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Signed: @‘90.’)7/

Z

L

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

S~
1 —08- ' =)

Name: M& P -A"*—b7
Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: /?3 'é//'Cv/'/ 57/2 EE7T
-y —

Postal Address:

Phone: day)z&lo &5 (mobile)

Email: W Aa/(ff @/(’/”T" co }'f)'

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the
speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,
between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?
Agree/Disagree™

Please explain:

@t&oé —faw'n\/fd?/ @,&77%? 50%
Dobiddrin on, Irikss Ko /www

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Date: /2' ALPR JLO/»é
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SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016
Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Name:/vé(fd(,(éé WW,Z To: <\’J

; . File . PR W or VR TR
Submissions close at 12 Oranisations ( apelicable) A

noon on 6 May 2016. L‘u\/: -....ﬂ...-.}-....u
Property Address: /29 Fareivanue L

Return this form, or send your /; a/
written submission to: Postal Address: /5 ol —

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag 1102 ‘ ]
Marton 4741 Phone: (day) (mobile) OZ7 To7 91275

Email:

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Rax:1(06)i32716370 Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the

speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,

Oral submissions between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?
You may wish to speak in support of =

your written submission. Agree/Disagree

Please explain:
Isfyou‘w!sh to speakjco your :,: //umk 2 /\J 7(0 Iﬂfhf/’b
ubmission, please tick the box ;
below. QA‘\D{/ ¥ W éé/ 70 -
| wish to speak at: ‘pam (e @"L (5§ o D"O(J ‘ Sf’if
0 Marton Council Chambers '{)o/‘ o ()[/\(J/{ b o o//mf //Wl/(
16 May 2016 50 i< SZOW S _1// /

~S

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: /VT—AV Date: Z)/‘ od - 1S

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw Page 28 1-1



SUBMISSION FORM o k|
Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment 2016
Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Useverty...

Name: S ey C@uz\[){f-

Submissions close at 12 Organisation: (if applicable) Ecns ((M_,J (Dect. L‘M .
noon on 6 May 2016.

Property Address:

Return this form, or send your p )
written submission to: Postal Address: - O~ Boe 25 -

@V\MS.

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag 1102 - ] ,
Marton 4741 Phone: (day) (mobile) ©2F¢ 43S0 2

Email: <<Tev@ -<Coud @ 2crSla, « Co D & «

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Faxli06)i3 270070 Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the

speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,
Oral submissions between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?

You may wish to speak in support of _
your written submission. @sagree

Please explain:
If you wish to speak to your

submission, please tick the box
below. Ee AS\C«\,‘; <AQ Sco mu°\ el B .y

| wish to speak at:
[ Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: // ! Date:__ (( //45‘/2}‘(/

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw 1-1
Page 29



SUBMISSION FORM

Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendmen&'g 2016

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:
[J Marton Council Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,
with a further five minutes for questions from
Elected Members. If you have any special
requirements, such as those related to visual
or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

Signed: -

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

k&
-0R-1-~7

v rU

/ ] ,
Name: /@’VM CAO[(Q
Organisation: (if applicable) Q Lkl/““

Property Address:

Postal Address: /? 49‘1 " éé

Phone: (day) (mobile) D224 ~LfOF ?9&\
Email: T Chowe O ANAAI2 - CO .2

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the
speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,
between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?
Agree/Disagree-

Please explain:

O /yéff&%
Fyppen -, He
(/

Attach additional informatio 7965 if necessary
Date: 9 //s )'9/ % -
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&
SUBMISSION FORM g B Dg.":’ .
Proposed Speed Limit Bylaw Amendment iihé

Parewanui Road

Please print clearly

Submissions close at 12
noon on 6 May 2016.

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Speed Limit Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions
You may wish to speak in support of
your written submission.

If you wish to speak to your
submission, please tick the box
below.

| wish to speak at:

0 Marton Councii Chambers
16 May 2016

Five minutes are allowed for you to speak,

with a further five minutes for questions from

Elected Members. If you have any special

requirements, such as those related to visual

or hearing impairments, please note them
here:

signed; AU | Z _ Lot

Amended Speed Limit Bylaw

Name: LU 'L COUO&J

Organisation: (if applicable)

Property Address: qu/ H‘C"H Sl &'I/\- S L]'g/lg
Pf‘? ﬂw@mw/

Postal Address:

Phone: (day) 3220 | 70" (mobile) N (-
Email: N[(/

Do you agree or disagree with the proposed reduction in the

speed limit from 100km/h to 80km/h along Parewanui Road,

between High Street and Brandon Hall Road, Bulls?

Agree/Disagree

Please explain:
Tlhictic sPeeds fhsT ol
CATE AT Ace Howds THE
SO0KL 56 15 |Caopled #5
THE  Ae BT HieH SPee»
Befofie THes Rafict THE (00 1
SO TIAE Coue in1p Bulls

Moo T Hyees A eXcess sfeed

Phst Me SO ¥ Sicw rhvet -

SeVcEphe Huedl Ep e TLes

Kf Q)LﬁC Slow il WO SD K,

Attach additional information or pages if necessary

Date: 4’»1) L}! 1ot b
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#5 COMPLETE o
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) \[lc \ﬁ \

I _J
Started: Tuesday, April 26, 2016 9:44:34 PM W E]U \‘/ E )
Last Modified: Tuesday, April 26, 2016 9:45:43 PM
i Time Spent: 00:01:09
~© IP Address: 103.224.128.92 05 MAY 2016

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes
Owner Classification found within the policy (including

751 & 7.5.2)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes

should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 Yes
years the right timeframe for inspections?

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered
tick only one response only at the discretion of Senior Dog control officer

(discretion)

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes

Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Q6: Do you have any further comments you wish to Respondent skipped this
make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and question

Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

PAGE 4
Q7: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ No i don't wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

Q8: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if  Yes, | would like my name withheld
you would like your name withheld

9/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

35: Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

Q10 Address

10/ 14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#1 COMPLETE

“‘, Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
- Started: Thursday, April 14, 2016 7:40:42 PM

NERE ﬂ\\‘!“lﬂ\/
i) \i \‘”“\ =

Last Modified: Thursday, April 14, 2016 7:55:24 PM

{ Time Spent: 00:14:41
~ IP Address: 119.224.41.38

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including
7.51 &7.5.2)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog

owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5
years the right timeframe for inspections?

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please
tick only one response

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

1/14

Page 34

Yes

No,

Comments

| believe that inspections are important as a good
owner however | dont believe good owners should be
subjected to random inspections as this is in my view
as a rate payer a blatant waste of ratepayer funds. |
would much rather the non good owners were
subjected to random inspections and checks on a
regular basis only. | am tired of constantly being told |
must pay out more money each year to council and
having very little choice about it and then to see
blatant wasting of that money really does my head in.
Spend the resource carefully where it is most needed
and control the menace directly and follow the
menace if and when it re locates within the district.

No,

Comments

Menacing animals and their owners need to be better
controlled which can only be done by constant
measures and stretching inspections out to as much
as 5 years potentially is counter productive.

Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be
neutered (blanket)

Comments

| agree that compulsory neutering is the only way to
go as long as the ratepayer is not footed with the cost
burden.The owner of the animal should pay only.



DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

{35: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes
Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

©)7: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ No i don't wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

@i8: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if ~ Yes, | would like my name withheld
you would like your name withheld

19 Would you like to participate in future engagement No
opportunities with Council?

2/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#8 COMPLETE AN M ASIn
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) {D\ \ [—-w\\)—) \ E’l ‘ \W E U)
Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:04:35 PM WL/ =

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:40:24 PM

Time Spent: 00:35:49 0 § MAY 2016

IP Address: 210.246.2.119

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes,
Owner Classification found within the policy (including c ¢
7.5.1 & 7.5.2)? Ames

7.2.8 and 7.5.1l have different parameters - 7.2.8
states a 5 year visit cycle when 7.5.1l indicates an
annual visit would be required.

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and

the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 No,

ight timefi fori ions?
Pears Ietghe i fonspec e Comments | recommend an interval of 2-3 years.

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be
tick only one response neutered (blanket)

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes
Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

1/2

Page 36



DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

36: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and
Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

7.5.2 Responsible Owner
The proposed consequence of changing the fee payable for all dogs when only one dog may be a "problem” is an
overly harsh consequence for owners of multiple animals.

If an owner has more than one dog, the penalty/full fee should apply only to the specific dog for a minimum of 12
months. If more than dog is an issue (eg regularly found roaming) within a 12 month period then the full penalty is then
applicable for all dogs (or a stepped system should be considered dependent on the number of dogs an owner has).

Acknowledging that the greater the number of dogs owned then the greater is the chance of there being a problem, to
simply apply the penalty for all dogs "from day one", to me is overly severe.

Animal de-sexing
Inexpensive opportunities should be provided to have animals de-sexed.
A trial is suggested for 6 months of up to three open days for animals to be de-sexed - at a minimal cost to owners.

Dog Exercise Area Use - Parking at Wilson Park

Dog owners at Wilson Park have been seen parking on Marumaru Street and walking their dogs through the children's
play area. Several dogs have been sighted defecating in that area - | recommend leaving the gate to the car park
(times to be the same as the toilets, so the same person can open/close gate and toilet). This will allow dog owners to
park away from the road and still access the park away from the Children's play area.

Additional Dog Exercise Area
I recommend that an additional area is provided at the north end of town to allow dog owners to exercises their animals,
without the need to transport them to Wilson Park.

"o
e

©17: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ Noidon't wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

Q%: Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

Carolyn Bates

Address 7 Dalrymple Place
City/Town Marton
Postal Code 4710
Email Address a-chates@paradise.net.nz
Phone Number (06) 327-8088

2/2
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#7 COMPLETE

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, May 06, 2016 2:51:53 AM

Last Modified: Friday, May 06, 2016 3:19:46 AM
Time Spent: 00:27:53

IP Address: 210.246.2.119

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including
7.51 & 7:52)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5
years the right timeframe for inspections?

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please
tick only one response

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

13/14

Page 38

DI
NISWISIN L

0 5 MAY 2016

Yes,

Comments

7.2.8 and 7.5.11 have different parameters - 7.2.8
states a 5 year visit cycle when 7.5.1l indicates an
annual visit would be required. 7.5.2 Responsible
Owner We feel the proposed consequence of
changing the fee payable for all dogs when only one
dog may be a "problem" is an overly harsh
consequence for owners of multiple animals. We
recommend that if an owner has more than one dog,
the penalty/full fee should apply only to the specific
dog for a minimum of 12 months. If more than dog is
an issue (eg regularly found roaming) within a 12
month period then the full penalty is then applicable
for all dogs (or a stepped system should be
considered dependant on the number of dogs an
owner has). As the greater the number of dogs owned
then the greater is the chance of there being a
problem, but to simply apply the penalty for all dogs
"from day one" seems overly severe.

Yes

No,

Comments
We support more regular visits eg annually.

Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be
neutered (blanket)



0

DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

Gi5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of

Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Yes

6: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and
Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Animal de-sexing

We recommend inexpensive opportunities are provided to have animals de-sexed.
A trial is suggested for 6 months of up to three open days for animals to be de-sexed - at a minimal cost to owners.

£i7: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council

Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

2% Would you like to participate in future engagement

opportunities with Council?

114 Address
Name
Company
Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

14 /14

Page 39

No i don't wish to provide a oral submission

Yes

Carolyn Bates

Marton Community Committee
Clo 7 Dalrymple Place

Marton

4710
martoncc.cab@gmail.com
(06) 327-8088



Alxssa Takimoana

From: Alex Staric
Sent: Friday, 6 May 2016 12:07 p.m.
To: RDC Information T T (=1 =)
Subject: FW: MCC Submission on Dog Bylaw ) ‘%\tff{""i '[_‘ '.\ “\‘\.‘: ',' |2l \
IMIG\W kU =
U Ui/ ==
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 5 s o
Flag Status: Completed MAT
Categories: Alyssa To; %’pw( —\ 20
Filg: .. ‘, ....... :";. '
rj, o e s3do

From: Carolyn Bates [mailto:martoncc.cab@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, 6 May 2016 11:55 a.m.

To: Alex Staric <Alex.Staric@rangitikei.govt.nz>
Subject: MCC Submission on Dog Bylaw

Hi Alex,

When completing on-line submissions for MCC, I may have omitted an item.

As the system does not provide a copy of entered data I am not able to check my potential omission.
It would be helpful if you would arrange to have the following included (if I had not provided this):

Dog Exercise Area Use - Parking at Wilson Park

Dog owners at Wilson Park have been seen parking on Marumaru Street and walking their dogs through the
children's play area. Several dogs have been sighted defecating in that area - we suggest a Trial for say, six
months leaving the gate to the car park (times to be the same as the toilets, so the same person can
open/close gate and toilet). This will allow dog owners to park away from the road and still access the park
away from the Children's play area.

Very many thanks.

:-)  Carolyn

Carolyn Bates
+64 (021) 342-524 | +64 (06) 327-8088
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

y ]
jo Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) N H b ] E
Started: Friday, April 15, 2016 10:22:45 PM L ]l““ J :I“ '
Last Modified: Friday, April 15, 2016 10:26:37 PM
Time Spent: 00:03:51 0 5 MAY 2016
IP Address: 111.69.104.245

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes
Owner Classification found within the policy (including
7.51&7.5.2)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes

should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 1996?

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 No,

ears the right timeframe for inspections?
y g P Comments

| think this should be more regularly if possible, maybe
every three years?

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered
tick only one response only at the discretion of Senior Dog control officer

(discretion)

Comments
| feel that the decision should be made on a case by
case basis, with owner responsibility being taken into

account
PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw
Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes
Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?
Q6: Do you have any further comments you wish to Respondent skipped this
make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and question
Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?
PAGE 4
5/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

017: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ Noidon't wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

«#: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if  Yes, | would like my name withheld
you would like your name withheld

<% Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

3107 Address
Name
Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

6/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#2 COMPLETE

Answers Entered Manually

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, April 15, 2016 2:36:22 PM

Last Modified: Friday, April 15, 2016 3:04:27 PM
Time Spent: 00:28:04

IP Address: 103.243.90.253

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes,
Owner Classification found within the policy (including c
7.5.1 & 7.5.2)? omments

Control of the owners as well as the dogs. the owner
has to prove they have undergone training prior to dog
ownership.Once they have a certificate, they have a
dog trained as well. All dogs removed if training not

undertaken.
Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes,
hould ularly inspect all properties of istered d
should reg y insp properties of registered dog TR,

owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and . .
the Dog Control Act 19967 Have not had an inspect my property in 22 years.
Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 No,

ears the right timeframe for inspections?
y g P Comments

Yearly. randomised and not let owner know

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be
tick only one response neutered (blanket)

Comments

Its a dilution of the act. The whole behaviour of the
dog changes when it is neutered- more controllable.
Pitbulls are breed to fight .

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes
Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Q6: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and
Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

More staff and better training of dog control officers/ dog control rangers. Officers need to know what is happening in the
community. delegating work out to junior/cadet dog rangers. Is it possible to have a space dedicated in Marton as a Dog
Park (e.g boundary line of ward near blue gums) for dogs to run off their leash and socially interact with other dogs.

3/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

©7: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ Yes | wish to speak to my submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

1% Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

10 Address

Name Judy Williams
Address 2 Whanganui Rd
City/Town Marton
Email Address adviceline.marton@gmail.com
Phone Number 0272525283
4714
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#6 COMPLETE
Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Thursday, April 28, 2016 12:28:51 PM WA ! o (”h /—/ L__J
Last Modified: Thursday, April 28, 2016 12:47:39 PM ‘; i |-‘ Y D
Time Spent: 00:18:47 d U=\Y) !,i-gU \J/

~ IP Address: 122.61.85.17

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes
Owner Classification found within the policy (including
7.51&7.5.2)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes

should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 Yes
years the right timeframe for inspections?

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be
tick only one response neutered (blanket)

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes

Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Q6: Do you have any further comments you wish to Respondent skipped this
make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and question

Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

PAGE 4

Q7: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council  No i don't wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

Q8: All submissions will be public, please tick this box if Yes, | would like my name withheld
you would like your name withheld

Q9: Would you like to participate in future engagement No
opportunities with Council?

11/14
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

310: Address
Name

Address
City/Town
Postal Code
Email Address
Phone Number

127114
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

#4 COMPLETE
3 Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)
Started: Monday, April 18, 2016 2:35:48 PM “)] —](m ‘ »1[1 7[ '_"1‘ \
Last Modified: Monday, April 18, 2016 2:38:43 PM | E U
Time Spent: 00:02:54 L _]\U 1; U \_/ L—JU

IP Address: 203.97.30.62

0 5 MAY 2016

PAGE 1: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog Yes
Owner Classification found within the policy (including

751 &7.5.2)?

Q2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers Yes

should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and
the Dog Control Act 19967

Q3: Is a maximum interval between inspections of 5 No,

ears the right timeframe for inspections?
y 9 P Comments

Should be a shorter timeframe as situations change
quickly - especially with rental proporties.

PAGE 2: Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Q4: Which of the following options do you prefer?Please  Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered
tick only one response only at the discretion of Senior Dog control officer

(discretion)

3

Comments
If the animal is reported to give a reasonable reason to
do so - ie act menacing or potential to do so/be.

PAGE 3: Control of Dogs Bylaw

Q5: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Yes
Council’s Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Q6: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to the Dog Control and
Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

| find them very helpful and act quickly.

PAGE 4

7114
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DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL OF DOGS BYLAW

217: Oral submissions will be held at the Marton Council ~ Noidont wish to provide a oral submission
Chambers on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak to my
submission

G%: Would you like to participate in future engagement Yes
opportunities with Council?

10 Address

Name 9 Cameron Road
Address RD 11
Address 2 Turakina
Postal Code 4581
Email Address lisadross@gmail.com
Phone Number 0272956292

8/14
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RECEIVED

g4 SUBMISSION FORM
© 2.¢v-1-20DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND

JRESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
16 03396 OF DOGS BYLAW

Name: m(o\\d %V‘n" )

Organisation: (/fappllcable)j’p\l\'\m (‘O(vw\.,um\j gﬁcﬂ‘ﬂ
phone: D2 \\S2b (_\—( Z

Property address: bl \Cown’ ﬂo@o/t T@"L@f{

Postal address: LLW A0

Email:‘H\L;L‘aV\V\l'r\S Q\L-\fa il &< 1 i A

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1

&7.5.2)? E/
Yes (1 No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the

Dog Control Act 19967
\m/Yes U No

Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections? m/
U ves

Bor Gt ban - Shotkes Yerellame
i%_ﬂ‘@/S v\\q]\r\* Lor. Maval .

Please turn over

Page4o




Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Plegse tick only one response

@}gption A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

(] Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments:

Control of Dogs Bylaw
Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

@Y/ésQNo

Comments:

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

/&m#@xa lo rornca - Ega«% Lo ls e oet

ouvidss erowg . 1641 Slation Jo enall

7 3
55?5’125«%’%;2! Lorndrol ¢ @’%W&/& +o acf

4‘(? _ /gﬁ/ fﬁj‘ i j’(;‘}mtj > / [5 fg? ‘j{:” 5 s G Ve g
/g;sm%/@ 04 ;

1Cl S A gpmforce. , | Nape Batest

R N : ] ,f -
A{, e g1 6{5’57%6”“ ) AS miuch oS ' Sftﬁé/f
b o proachVe 7

Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: /1%7 f‘M Date: b /i//’/é
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Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to my submission a

Ten minutes are allowed for

you to speak, including
questions from Elected
Members. If you have any

S'pécial requirements, such as
those related to visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here:

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like your name withheld

a

SUBMISSION FORM

DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

P \| ([YL_‘J In
i e e MELEIVED
Name: LJ__»_.:-C\C\ NcCiaaire

Organisation: (if applicable)

" ADD an4

F Ldl

[ o
i,—— e -1-10.
v

e
D Ui 3:.

Phone:_o=b 288012 Tc
Lo
LE7IDs

Property address: 4

Postal address: <1 Anaat-a

—’i_—c;\ ;\f\é-‘ﬁ)e
5 ]

Email:

?\)*\-camﬁ xIraa . co. nZe

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1

& 7.5.2)?
Mes U No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the
Dog Control Act 19967

®'ves O No
Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections?

U ves Q/No

Comments: , -
Dm&a\e}m‘«‘- (_,\o()i lobeeds caumcA hostl oW ~e s

4)“\«:«\&\ R S =t leadt cwe < 'ﬂa::.l"
‘ A Please turn over

V\oéf\’ B e 6"\_‘;‘1 Y o ?\éce‘ \\zkv\ \o’\“"A

In{a?c—'c:i P,fo‘)a‘.k%\e—g wohen Neawn = Dﬂg g‘,’t’c:@ p

ol e\t \\/’\'S()ec.:_‘.* w et A ¢c,_c)\ N o
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Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?
Please tick only one response
Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)
(] Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments:

P o‘\—\w‘r’ A=Ss 534@ T Ao be=ue Hemn nedeiad

Control of Dogs Bylaw
Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

dYes U No
Comments: _
LA
D

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

x/&nc_\ac\\ &-"‘d\[/c}r y—en-’\ds Ve ek ""v \ac:, MQ,—<‘ . ehe (:J

AN =D & \3 M){kg:‘ :.#B(_{ ‘Q\‘ AN A nu\‘s-\e "\\/\\g

c:ét -\o \0(_, m\-ﬁ:\\;} e ﬂ; &.43\—-\ \_
0-0—;»0\{2, \.»\o\——\&/\ —ti_ —(\’J'\"‘OG'\L 0"""\/c\ \._oc:oQ.

Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: /(/,// ’\/ﬁ/ ?C‘—’:& Date: 2 9/04‘//é
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Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to-my submission [

Ten minutes are allowed for

you to  speak, including
qguestions from Elected
Members.  If you have any

special requirements, such as
those related to  visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here:

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like your name withheld

a

RECEIVED

11 ﬁ 2016
- SUBMISSION FORM

16 (., DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

Namezgmg, h;_\gg: .
Organisation: (if applicable) il
Phone: _Ob 322 \\0OS
©
Property address:kﬂgg Q@Qggmg gg‘g@_& .
Postal address: gﬂg& QQEQ;A ms?&@, i
RO \ Buls.

Email: b.mgg = 5 ) ¥ARAR L, COH.NZ2

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1
& 7.5.2)?

&vYes O No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the
Dog Control Act 19967 _

Q/Yes U No

Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of

5 years the right timeframe for inspections?
U ves %
Comments: .

BEc S M

Please turn over
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Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Plegse tick only one response

Béption A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

(1 Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments: . \ .
W Ao dng (s Wetonena  Qokunclolag. T ARa, kv o GO
% N .v \ N
s :'w«L!;.s e00c o 0% BAaid oy e o

/\n«a u\c—u&d Carl r&g‘smm a. \O e W ’Q@mdw%

Control of Dogs Bylaw
Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

&Yes O No

Comments:

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

Rooer coneiane i&c&?@&m Wna e 2s Godine?. aan
e WAeRe oo ‘CRB\@ Wuck UNale %\M@j{é\,\

() A" o e oy ing e e 8 M@*&.\Wﬁb&tﬁﬂa
M aos WorY aps Mo cae s )9\/\%3\’ QQL‘*\Q\%Q(&
_bovrauwes &,

Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary
Signedgﬁ%ﬁrﬁgﬁz Date:ﬁ&_km;\_?@ 1S
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Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to my submission H |

Ten minutes are allowed for
you to  speak, including
questions from Elected
Members. If you have any
special requirements, such as
those related to visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here: ‘

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like  your name withheld

5

RECEIVEL

-5 MAY 2016 t
| ' SUBMISSION FORM
BY: SV

—e7 —1-2o. DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
REIStbONSiéILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

Name: MK@ :r H-u((je

Organisation: (if app//cab/e)

Phone:

Property address:
Postal address: 2 Q;/eu <‘}

M C«r‘"“Dn

Email:

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1
& 7.5.2)?
W(Yes U No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the

Dog Control Act 19967 J
U ves M No

Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections?

U ves L No
Camments: .
) = » D \J nee. O,‘,
a_problem gbout a doq(s\-— )n%om‘hrms

Iease turn over

UV\.W\Uft"o‘}L. aYé ct bféaolf\ 0‘{\ Fﬁ\/acc.j .cndl
U stfed
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Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

.y

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Please tick only one response

L1 Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

MOption B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments:

Aup o niY after documented ¢oidence  vecarding Hhe
Eg%a\j’i()ﬁ“ érf: %e Cﬁagj and (A&umc’émlé?cﬁ (@m\?f}mxn ic,¢21[!bp7
Wy Hfﬁ\ e puonel -

Control of Dogs Bylaw

Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

ﬁ Yes U No
Comments:

T enclose e Bamilon | f\%rm(:;(’)ﬂ S _Gn @n;fhijif,, £ et =
needed hore. Ao @mu{de <hd euidan e ué\bf‘m wohich to base-
Qetion =k . Then —H%e%‘? Lo be &@aaxm%&b{({%i ‘Q’)i’% d@%;
WS pwoner and e Apinpg_ COTROL SFEC SRS

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

ﬁﬂé}sﬂ See ’ Hreieens Boumime DMsae L. Corpnde Thley

Lor Compiamts Hanaing and CusSemer Feedacdr ™ o
*Q}f Jolla Q&C\;i%ﬂ Dig \5{: u“’%aﬁ"&d S weedad 1(%? 4R gpﬁm&; il CCM@%E
Tu_parbcda A dhe CED needs to Consdar e noad Lo i
émg\{f{m 128! vd o -AF c&{«(@% ) \L}Qj{\%%c ) f‘f @%f{maﬁ Ceﬂlﬁéf

DLl p& J*%ff}sf}&jﬁfh ot ARe Qod wn whied ‘%@ii ’ixé{:azge_

Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: VJW Date: 5 5: /é?'
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Misc facts re Barking Dogs.

Reporting a Barking Dog

Persons disturbed or annoyed by the persistent and loud barking or howling
of a dog,should report the dog to the local Animal Control Unit. You can find
their contact

Upon receipt of your complaint you will be asked to keep a record noting the date,
time and length of each barking incident. You will be expected to identify and establish
whether the animal is distressed or simply being a nuisance. Armed with this
information, Animal Control may:

1. Send an officer onsite to assess the situation.

2. Notify the owner that their dog has a complaint against it.

3. Provide written feedback to the complainant.

If there is no improvement after Animal Control’s investigation, and a separate
complaint is reported against the same dog, the Council will then take the necessary
steps to try to resolve the problem.

It is unlawful for your dog to persistently bark, howl or yelp between the hours of
10:30 p.m. and 7:30 a.m. or when no one is home; resulting in the dog being a public

nuisance.
o A violation is defined as at least three “habitual” occurrences in a six-month period

of “persistent” noise for 30 minutes or longer.
This is from Colorado. What is the equivalent NZ definition?

Hamilton City Council

Barking Dogs
Barking is a normal and healthy means of communication for a domestic dog. However,
when the
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barking is not responded to in the agmm;zﬂatc manner it may become a nuisance. Under
the Dog Control Act 1996 a dog is allowed to bark but not so that it creates a nuisance by
ersistent and loud barking or howling.

Reporting a barking dog
If you find yourself being affected by persistent and loud barking or howling of a dog, there
are a few steps you can take to remedy the problem. Please remember barking problems
can take time to remedy.

e Talk to the owner. More ﬂﬁ;m than not, dog owners appreciate being made awar
that their dog may be causing a nuisance. They may be unaware their dog is

creating a nuisance and w;EE look to remedy the problem. if you do 1 not feel
com:oﬁabie talking to the owner then you can pop the attached flver into their
ailbox.

e &@?kmg record she@ts if the barking continues we will require you to complete

this attached record sheel. This is necessary so we can demonsirate that we hay

reasonable grounds to enter onto private property. You will be required to note d

time and length of each barking ‘m dent.

What happens next. If the dog is still creating a nuisance by persistent lou
tion & Control Officer will assess the barking

@

~ -

X
P
imal Educa

barking or howling. An An g
problem and offer advice to the dog owner for remedial actions.
Please contact Animal Education & Control for further information or to report a barking
dog.

if you suspect your dog is barking
A dog barking from boredom or seeking attention can create a nuisance to neighbours. If
you suspect your dog of barking while you are away consuit with your neighbours asking
them 1o monitor the barking while you are not home. Also when you are at home and your
dog barks you should rectify the problem immediately.
Preventing nuisance barking:

s ﬁe@a} your dog occupied.

. Eﬁs e your dog is comforiable.

e Ensure your dog has &éew e daily exercis
. Ef’zswf each day you spend time with your fziegg
= Bones, toys, %;9%%5 etc. w%%% help &@ep your dog amused

. Leave your dog with friends, family or doggy da

. House the dog in a position where he/she cann @é sex

s House the dog near other animals for Ccm%m ionshig

= NEVER hit your dog. This i:fzé;s uilds mistrust and w

«  Obedience exercises help stimulate your dog and prev
barking

«  [f all eise fails seek advise from a professional such
obedience ¢
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b Hamilton City Cou ncil. RECORD OF BARKING DOGS Customers Name:

Te kaunihera o Kirikiriroa. Address:
Record of Barking Dog : DCO Number:
Address of Barking Dog: Phone:
When did you speak to owner of barking dog? Date: Time:

Name of person you spoke to:

Comments:

DATE TIME START TIME END Type of Noise Impact

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM BY (Date)

| declare that the information recorded above is a true Customer has substantiated barking by
sighting offending dog

and accurate account and | am aware that this information could be produced as evidence at
a hearing or in a court of law, and | may be required to give evidence in this regard.

Signature:

AC/F13
Version 4
3.2.04
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HORIZON HOUSING ASSOCIATION LIMITED CORPORATE POLICY

TITLE POLICY FOR COMPLAINTS
HANDLING AND CUSTOMER
FEEDBACK

DATE OF APPROVAL 4 OCTOBER 2012

DATE OF REVIEW OCTOBER 2015

1. INTRODUCTION

This policy demonstrates how Horizon responds to complaints and other customer
feedback such that it complies with the requirements of the Scottish Public Services
Ombudsman’s for Housing Association complaint handling.

2. SCOPE

The policy sets out how we will handle complaints and positive customer feedback

3. PRINCIPLES

The following principles govern the operation of this policy:

Customer feedback about the services we provide is welcomed, noted,
acknowledged and reviewed.

Feedback received about policies and procedures is taken into account at the
next relevant review.

Front line employees are encouraged to offer and implement immediate
responses to complaints where appropriate and meeting the reasonable
expectations of the customer.

4. OBJECTIVES

The objectives of the policy are to ensure that:

Wherever practical and possible, complaints are resolved informally by front
line employees.

People providing feedback know that their comments will be used to evaluate
the quality of our services and to influence reviews of policies and
procedures.

Records of feedback will be organised for ease of retrieval and analysis.

Should complaints be referred to external agencies we shall be able to
provide records of each case to assist further investigation.

People making complaints are advised clearly about the process and their
opportunities to escalate the case to independent authorities.

Page 1 of 9
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5. APPROACH AND METHOD

Horizon’s Board, in its formal approval of the policy, accepts full responsibility for the
policy and ensuring its implementation. Day to day responsibility for the operation and
monitoring of this policy lies with the Operations Director and Service Managers. All
relevant employees have a responsibility to ensure that the policy is applied as
instructed.

The policy will be implemented using the following approaches:

e  We shall devise systems and procedures for compliance with the policy

e We shall record positive feedback, constructive criticism and complaints
impartially

e We shall review procedures at least every 3 years and implement measures
to improve efficiency and customer satisfaction

e Complaints will be handled in accordance with Horizon’s Complaints Handling
Procedure (adapted from the model issued by the Scottish Public Services
Ombudsman): this is a two stage process, with the appended flow chart
reflecting the approach and required timescales.

e  We will provide training and support for staff to build confidence and skill in
responding to customer feedback, resolving complaints at the earliest
opportunity, and investigating complaints where this is required.

6. MONITORING, PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT AND REPORTING
We will monitor, evaluate and report on customer feedback as follows:

e  Provision of training and / or information to staff
e  The need for review of policy, procedure or practice

e Feedback will be analysed for trends in the nature and frequency of subjects
which are cause for complain or positive feedback.

e  Numbers of complaints, numbers resolved at each stage, numbers referred to
the Ombudsman or other external agencies, and any unresolved at the time
of reporting.

e Assessment of the extent to which complaints are resolved at each stage to
the satisfaction of the complainer.

Service Managers will hold this responsibility, reporting to the Operations Director.
The Managing Director will deal with any significant issues of concern should these
arise, reporting these to the Board and to Link Group Chief Executive if appropriate.

Quantitative information on complaints and compliance with resolution and
investigation timescales will be provided to the Board within the quarterly Key
Performance Indicators report. A short quarterly summary of complaints received and
resolutions will be posted on the internet and so available to tenants and external
stakeholders. An annual customer feedback report will be made to the Board and to
tenants, which also reports on any changes to policy or practice made as a result of
feedback.
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10

The Internal Auditor and / or the Link Group Strategy & Business Support Team may
carry out audit of compliance with the policy, reporting to Horizon's Audit Sub-
Committee, and to Link Group’s Audit Committee,

APPEALS

In accordance with the Model Complaints Handling Procedure, if after making a
complaint to Horizon complainer remains dissatisfied he/she may be able to refer the
matter to the Scottish Public Services Ombudsman. Horizon will advise complainers
on conclusion of a Stage 2 investigation that this is their right Horizon will also advise
the complainer if a service other than the Ombudsman would be more appropriate to
consider the case.

REPEATED COMPLAINTS AND UNACCEPTABLE ACTIONS

A small minority of complaints may not be accepted. This will be the case when the
same complaint has been addressed and we have given a final decision at the end of
stage 2 of the CHP. We may also decline to consider complaints in which no clearly
identifiable issue can be determined, or where the complainant continually raises new
issues following completion of our investigations. These complaints place a strain on
time and resources to the disadvantage of other tenants or customers. Horizon's
Unacceptable Actions Policy sets out actions which the Association considers to be
unacceptable in pursuing a complaint, and its policy for managing such actions.

EQUALITY AND DIVERSITY
An Equality Impact Assessment has been carried out in developing this policy and

resulting actions shall be developed to ensure the policy and procedures are available
to customers with diverse needs.

POLICY REVIEW

The policy will be reviewed every three years.

Effective Date: Review Date: Reviewed by: Approved by:

October 2012 October 15 | Gray Board
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COMPLAINTS - FIRST DRAFT OF FLOW-CHART — FRONTLINE RESOLUTION STAGE

Complaint received — via telephone,
face-to-face, e-mail, website, letter

etc

11l

Staff member
receiving complaint
takes ownership of
it.
Log in system as

Decision —is it
actually a complaint?

)

/Explain to customer what
Horizon will do —e.g.
respond to report of ASB,
explain policy decision (e.g.
allocations), process claim

\for compensation etc

\

w,

s

Clarify nature of complaint and customer’s expectations \

Attempt to resolve complaint

If not possible, explain why not and what customer should

expect next

Identify and contact colleague (via workflow) who can
assist in providing “frontline resolution”

Inform customer of outcome & update system

Deadline is 5 working days

i
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COMPLAINTS - FIRST DRAFT OF FLOW-CHART — INVESTIGATION STAGE

A complaint should be escalated to the Investigation Stage in the following

circumstances.
Frontline resolution was Customer refuses to Issues raised are Complaint
tried but customer take part in frontline complex and require relates to high
remains dissatisfied resolution process detailed investigation risk or high

S iy

Clarify customer’s complaint and what they want to
achieve by complaining. If their expectations are

unrealistic and unachievable, they should be told this

as soon as possible.

L1

/Investigation carried out by manager of relevant
service. Full response signed off by Operations
Director.

Advise customer of their right to ask SPSO to
consider their complaint & time limit for doing so

%,

~

,

1%
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Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to my submission Q/

Ten minutes are allowed for
you to speak, including
questions from Elected
Members. If you have any
special requirements, such as
those related to visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here:

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like your name withheld

Q

RECEIVED

- b MAY 2016
k.G
BY: 3-84--30

SUBMISSION FORM

DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

l)\ezlkj e~ = Oy

Name:_tA c-w—o\.\ovc’j
Organisation: (if applicable)
Phone: (DG ] B22I0OFS

Weods oo, =t
L{/o‘"%aﬁ st
Balls «wg1§

Property address:___ <

Postal address: ?

e 3 - —

Email:

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1
& 7.5.2)?

d ves O No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the
Dog Control Act 19967

4 ves U No
Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections?

M ves U No

Comments: ‘
As loma, oe the ociiey loe beci~

"I coesuled LWile-e ex il cAoe Please turn over

, — 1
D o @z, T ke f—-«jp(ei-c:(yfﬁ Po e
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Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy

may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Please tick only one response

L] Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

M Option B: A dbg classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments: .

f\zf«s*cv-e{:j M“(bi—ws»é&zo e, | b, ‘Lj*t" 4!’74 OJQE“) [ »J\vel @*-QZ(‘QJQ

T Maesmvee o T3 L % v;cd I Y é’,/j{ Mozi do@j
VoAl d Ve o achede

Control of Dogs Bylaw v

Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

& Yes U No
Comments: , ‘
T C.c:w\'“f C/xu—\o(ﬁvﬁ*‘*cﬂ\_a,{ L/&L\‘—/B N sy a&s(ﬁ‘\ [ Y=
€SS &2 0(5“’%/‘\6.}‘ 1’7 et < (‘j("’ MO‘W@Q‘/% _/(’(.’:34’34 <L~\C">L i /fk“ﬁ\}

“W«w w\c:@:\cuc’sm:,tx ry(oc:»;&f’ V),—-— Q{fli‘é’ *L(_) ZO::" %‘i’?‘c/j *“@
{{4@)5 ‘—1’(/1‘“% *\ut:’c}‘f oot bove, o 150{)(,.;—9.,/ 3%“*@«

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

”EQ e ihcxojte"w«( avrises i =l e e Sy
Qcﬁ']r D~ o perso ~( Dae, B S ey \ = Sez/‘( e
Qu«mr‘%‘m e R Qg% Al Jf/i = = e

,Q\,.g% D cooun < e QC&(LKQ.»;W o s % oz
om @ o Al Ao <:>fc:>n:4 Q»c:/ C}z(‘u:"‘;(j OO ez )

N

1/\%&—,4 e r‘\o«\v\jr‘fs ok e e D= "’rL\eM e Mr“é

l—w too J% ”Dc:brz,l wedim ey [howo Haew c:zfc:éc,j bsz%‘{ Qw('Y(
Counc:l welcomes additional mformat/on czr pages if necessary A <,<,:\ D, (B &Ou\x <, Bt ez [

N RS e Bemumld v e :
bm\/&’\ﬂ;xﬁw cpc/{cy{ Al \\.‘Q‘ W V,——scm@&a“”sﬁ (313252-1 ) LA—QQE/{ .
Signed: . A / Date: 5 ~ &~ -/C
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Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to my submission a

Ten minutes are allowed for

you to speak, including
questions from Elected
Members. If you have any

special requirements, such as
those related to visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here:

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like your name withheld

Q

RECEIVED
27 APR 2016

SUBMISSION FORM

-0 ' *7"7DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
RESPONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

201~

Name: ?’YZ{EA i }Ol\HUQ\-‘\{ls
Organisation: (if applicable)
Phone: g ZfQ ;533—\ K S(

Property address:" & nWALKER CORES ‘J’EQULLS

Postal address: C&{)

&Va© 0s

Email: L'L‘;Q)'{"C\,hl A (6}’ @ Y W(l ' CO 4\'3}-

-

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1
& 7.5.2)? /

yes O No

Comments:

Scheduled registered owner property visits

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the
Dog Control Act 19967 ,

@'ves O No
Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections? -

U ves mo

Comments:

Please turn over
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Neutering Menacing Dog ,

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Please tick only one response

EI/ngtion A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

(] Option B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments:

\ Y\/\,\x‘zzgea‘l A, /Pu/\ahé; 5o on
lead A TBpne.

Control of Dogs Bylaw
Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

@ 'ves O No

Comments:

¢ 4 " " Q
e Aag2dl Loy Coucsr g aod  now
Ay i~ decidad.

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

whet  dhout ‘\,08&94 ) Qinua s nol/ \'I\/LK&/‘V’

Auan € bohpy o ot\gﬂ/&o R <44 ’/j\) ﬂdo

Oolimial  has | dond Lokl WM, . Odlesus i
e T Bl \ ' |
“can Cattn Orbnn  aud ruval

o Cuathign. /PQ( nk Whet ot notres  Ghogd f)ﬂf{‘ CReyCI5€C
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=4

Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: l/\/\/\/gﬂbw Date: ol-(’}{\"‘ pglfz\d- JOIL
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TO ADD TO THE PREVIOUS PAGE

We are lucky in Bulls to have the Domain but there is a serious lack of signage. The only sign says
to keep dogs off the playing areas.

In the regulations it says the dog exercise area is in the North of the Domain. How many people
know where North is? Surely a few signs would be a good idea.

In Napier where I often go and walk my dogs . On one park there are signs by a small bridge .
One side of the notice says dogs on one side (where the play grounds and picnic areas are) a dog
must be on a lead. the other side of the sign says that it is the dog exercise area. On both sides that
owners must clean up after their dogs or face a hefty fine. There is no one to police this that I have
seen, but it makes the owners aware of their responsibility. Of course there are bags provided.

A good place for signs would be at the ends of the fence around the Rugby Field.
I recently had an unpleasentexperience with a young man exercising his dog on the Dog Club
grounds who told me that the Domain was public ground and he could do as he liked and if he did

not feel like cleaning up after his dog he would not do so. That seems to be the attitude of many
people. Surely a few signs could make the Domain nicer place.

oS Shset
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RECEIVED
=4 MAY 2016

Submissions close at
12 noon on
6 May 2016

Return this form, or send your
written submission to:

Dog Policy & Bylaw Submission
Rangitikei District Council
Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Email: info@rangitikei.govt.nz

Fax: (06) 327 6970

Oral submissions

Oral submissions will be held at
the Marton Council Chambers
on 16 May 2016. | wish to speak

to my submission M

Ten minutes are allowed for
you to speak, including
guestions from Elected
Members. If you have any
special requirements, such as
those related to visual or
hearing impairments, please
note them here:

Privacy

All submissions will be public,
please tick this box if you would
like your name withheld

a

BY: __¥&

SUBMISSION FORM

’-i et - 10 DRAFT DOG CONTROL AND
(ﬁE§PONSIBILITY POLICY, AND CONTROL
OF DOGS BYLAW

Name: ot /”/u/ 'C/,v )?/‘/Z/

Organisation: (if applicable)

Phone: O8& S 2745 #F

Property address: 24 /7640//70/6’/ 57

Postal address: 2% /VOQ//;C-,/Hf SF

ST, i F2 /O

Email: s /viesrs22, € wtees. co. N2

Dog Control and Responsibility Policy

Dog Owner Classification

Question 1: Are you generally supportive of Section 7.5: Dog
Owner Classification found within the policy (including 7.5.1

& 7.5.2)?

Comments:

K'ves U No

2.8/ &) a/(z/‘ f/cu///vo/ e on /’Mﬂ/)r)/a/ cwrre oo/

0/'7[ 9)5 cu// /L (-’xe/a,écn)

/)’Om /’)C(/nt/ff SPA . /(0/"‘70’7(’,4/ on /(/gs/4¢/) sT )R

Scheduled registered owner property visits

/))J (t’e 47 o«o/o/’ /*"

Question 2: Do you agree that Council’s dog control officers
should regularly inspect all properties of registered dog
owners to ensure compliance to the Policy, Bylaw and the

Dog Control Act 19967

Aves O No

Question 2a: Is a maximum interval between inspections of
5 years the right timeframe for inspections?

Comments:

/ /{o»fut’ ;o/ nec por J/A’/n

A ves O No
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Neutering Menacing Dog

Under the Dog Control Act 1996, a dog can be classified as menacing if the Council’s dog
control officers believe that the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, poultry,
domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of observed or reported behaviour of the
dog or any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type. Council’s Policy
may also require all menacing dogs to be neutered

Question 3: Which of the following options do you prefer?

Please tick only one response

(] Option A: All dogs classified as menacing must to be neutered (blanket)

HOption B: A dog classified as menacing is neutered only at the discretion of Senior Dog
control officer (discretion)

Comments: ' ,
'7_0 nea/e/ 1 Aoy (;/Oes‘ /7(:-/ /77 ECrH Ac” a7 5‘/€ c’/o;nj‘e

7‘/69/)' Jc—’/c» Oy ﬁnc, /7:-7* e  Peowin Ot A A menov(./h/

.4/ /75/ (;0041/ .4/,0 /)ro/:e//c/ //0/7) <or /o(/ﬁﬂfc /0«/‘(’ '/7(' CerI€ Sy
/79(9(/ 7(0 ge ?o/d/(c//?af/ AOU fo rrse o /jﬂd

Control of Dogs Bylaw
Question 4: Are you generally supportive of the contents of Council’s Control of Bylaw?

| ves U No

Comments:

/VO /)c’/’f o/ /(36‘4(, 5"/(4/// /( > ’/_2‘(4/” Lr '/’2;(4//7 ﬂc’r‘ €7 -
o /,./ Cress ol (orr/Jﬂ/ 4;/ /,2/7 Ao, boerr ’/&u/o/ /c/// So fEr Cone-
/4'3“/ // //Cw/ c/c’J /7:/ .4:’//9 #(/4/‘7 iON"/é’/ j/(t//// (‘r:/ 4/10(/(/(%/

Question 5: Do you have any further comments you wish to make to Council with regards to
the Dog Control and Responsibility Policy, and/or the Control of Dogs Bylaw?

« L(’ /%7“ 044/0,/’/;”(/ Lrom P o0 SIXD o cen 4)’,,0'/%);4 Pl Lr Pl #iain
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& 73'4"4 S¥Ines eys v Vo bs fa‘,ﬂ—ﬁ/ <2 o«f'/f/ //}/ fees obne besanes c)//e/c‘uzie
Here coil be o1 fane for e/ oé//nv, so. Cewalole Bult Dorcene efe ./
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Council welcomes additional information or pages if necessary

Signed: ;:A/ﬂ/' /22"2/‘ % Date: 4;/5;/20/(
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