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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: A\ - o Geo(gp

Email address:

NN & ~.aet.
Preferred contact phone number:

Ob 32771 78717

Your postal address:

482  Well -n%?‘lbr\ Roed
MQ con

Town: Moo WU

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

& Email O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

l;a’present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
& an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

& yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

{Z Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

4 Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal

of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement multi-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-out. (please tick)

OO0 Option 1 — Yes [ support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

& Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. Arate-funded coniribution of $100,000 1o
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. A rate-funded coniribution of $100,000 {o
Rangitikei Coliege only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 o Nga
Tawa Dioccesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. Arate-funded coniribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

@No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

\}:Z/Opﬁon 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

0O Option 2 — | think Council should increase

the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

;}E/Option 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

0 Option 2 - Ko — | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concenirate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy?

& Yes O No
What other issues would you like Council

to consider as part of its planning for
2016/177 (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1893

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
puipose of the annual plan process. The information

- will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
" Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct

any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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NGA TAWA

DIOCESAN SCHOOL To: o

- 6 MAY 2016

Multi-sports artificial turf facilities in Marton5 May 2016Submission on behalf of Nga Tawa Diocesan
School

Written by Roger Dalrymple Diocesan Board chair

Contact roger@waitatapia.co.nz

Phone 0274532400

My submission on behalf of the Nga Tawa Diocesan School community re the Rangitikei District Council’s
2016/2017 Annual Plan is focussed on Multi-sports artificial turf facilities in Marton. Issue A — How
should the insurance pay-out for damage to the Centennial Park turf be used?

We support the Rangitikei College proposal to build a multipurpose half turf, open for general public
use, replacing the damaged turf previously sited at centennial park. We believe this development will
have two major benefits — giving the Rangitikei families of today access to an improved sports facility
and investing in an asset that will help attract and retain future families in Marton and its outlying areas.

Issue B — To what extent should Council make a rate-funded contribution to the Nga Tawa and
Rangitikei College turf developments?

At Nga Tawa we are committed to building a new full-sized water turf as part of the larger project to
refurbish our artificial playing surfaces. This project is important for the long term sustainability of Nga
Tawa, but we believe it is also important for the wider Rangitikei community.

As you are aware every week during autumn, winter and spring hundreds of Marton primary and
secondary aged students travel out of the district for hockey practice and competitions. With the
financial assistance from the Rangitikei Council we will be able to provide free access to this water
hockey turf (using a booking system) for all Rangitikei primary schools. This will be a valuable community
asset that will help retain and grow our local sporting talent.

This facility will also generate more business in the local Marton community as it will allow Nga Tawa
and other sports groups who use the turf to host hockey events that we are currently forced to hold at
facilities outside our district.

In summary we support the Council assigning the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College and
ask that a rate-funding contribution of $100,000 is made to both Rangitikei College and Nga Tawa in
order for these important community growth focused projects to proceed.

We would like to attend the meeting to speak to our submission.

fOL 2 p oy 7ET Ny QQJ\\X
Roger Dalrymple Elaine Reilly
Diocesan Chair BOT Chair

Web: www.ngatawa.school.nz Email: admin@ngatawa.schoolPage 4 Telephone: +64 6 327 6429 Private Bag 1101, Marton 4741, New Zealand



Rangitikei College

20 Bredins Line, Marton 4710, NZ
Towards Higher Things

NGA TAWA

DIOCESAN SCHOOL

ulti-sports artificial turf facilities in Marton s-’fi!a:‘.l..f. p‘p“"'f‘
Combined Submission on behalf of Rangitikei College and Nga Tawa Diocesan School

Written by Roger Dalrymple Nga Tawa Diocesan Board Chair and Greg Carlyon BOT Chair of
Rangitikei College

Contact

roger@waitatapia.co.nz Phone 0274532400

greg@thecatalystgroup.co.nz Phone 021327774

Our submission on behalf of the Nga Tawa Diocesan School community and Rangitikei College re the
Rangitikei District Council’s 2016/2017 Annual Plan is focussed on Multi-sports artificial turf facilities
in Marton.

Issue A — How should the insurance pay-out for damage to the Centennial Park turf be used?

Both schools support the Rangitikei College proposal to build a multipurpose half turf, open for
general public use, replacing the damaged turf previously sited at centennial park. We believe this
site and development will have two major benefits — giving the Rangitikei children of today easy
access to an improved sports facility located in a central part of Town plus investment in an asset
that will help attract and retain future families in Marton and its outlying areas.

Nga Tawa Diocesan school is not an option for this facility due to its location being out of town plus
the need for supervision being required when members of the public want to enter the school
grounds.

Issue B — To what extent should Council make a rate-funded contribution to the Nga Tawa and
Rangitikei College turf developments?

The Rangitikei has a very large land base but only 1% of New Zealand’s total population. In the last
10 years the Rangitikei population has decreased 4.7% which is a loss of 693 people from our region.

Every day Rangitikei residents travel outside of our region for a number of reasons but the primary
reason being, they cannot find what they are looking for locally or there is a better option being
offered by our neighbouring regions.

We have a choice. We can either elect to invest in our local community, supporting our needs for a
strong vibrant community or we can accept that the Rangitikei population will continue to decline
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and residents will continue to travel for services provided in Palmerston North, Feilding and
Wanganui.

Marton is our largest town and has 11 schools which are within a 15 km radius of the town.  Our
local schools are all very important for the economic health of our Marton community, providing
jobs and business for local service providers plus helping keep our community local. Our schools
need to continue to provide modern up to date facilities along with quality education making them
the first choice for our local families and hopefully attracting students from outside our community
bringing much needed dollars into our region. At the moment we have busloads of children
attending schools outside of the Rangitikei which is a drain on our economic wealth.

Fantastic opportunity — It is not often that two schools in the same town work together with both
seeing a very positive outcome for our respective schools and the greater community.

The proposed Rangitikei Turf Development will help both our schools and surrounding schools, have
access to a modern Turf which will help retain and attract students to our region. It will also
provide a home for the 17 hockey teams which currently leave our district to play their games. It
will also provide a surface for soccer and other such sports encouraging fitness and activities within
our region. Itis likely to attract teams and provide another venue for national competitions
playing in Palmerston North and Wanganui such as the Masters games.

All of our local schools need supporting, with the recent closure of Turakina Maori Girls College fresh
on our minds we should not take our local schools for granted thinking they will just continue for
ever. Both Rangitikei College and Nga Tawa school’s rolls are below their capacity and need
Community and Council support towards the two proposed Turf developments. This development
will strengthen the facilities our schools offer for sport, which will help make our local schools the
preferred option for education in our local community and also attract students to the Rangitikei.

Both Schools request the financial support from the council, asking for $100,000 dollars each which
will help us achieve what will be great for our schools and community.

We would like to attend the meeting to speak to our submission

?{94,/ A Eaiin Qall
Roger Dalrymple Elaine Reilly Lesley Carter
Nga Tawa Diocesan Board Chair Nga Tawa BOT Chair Nga Tawa Acting Principal
)
( /
@e,(ﬁu‘ 7
ﬂ/ S/
o] VZ
Tony Booker Greg Carlyon
Rangitikei College Principal Rangitikei College Board Chair
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El DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULT

Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:me \Ntl&,@n‘

"ATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Email address:

dave & McuwﬂjCﬁAwM ‘L2

Preferred contact phone number:

OZ27 22246279

Your postal address:

6 mine =seex

Town: W’Uf

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relgfing to your submission and the hearings?:
Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

%present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
O an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

%yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?
(please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of

developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops — with a
50% external funding contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton Youth
Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — even if there was no external funding
contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to provide
the current after-school and school holiday
programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council delivering
youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCII
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial
turf facility in Marton using the insurance
pay-out. (please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the
$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating the
Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used to
help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

—+

A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
iﬁ?n the roading reserve

Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the purchase of
the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton
as the site for Council’s administration and
library services?

MOption 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two preferred
locations in the Town centre Plan for Marton’s
civic centre.

O Option 2 — No — | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition to
Council’s rates remission policy?

O Yes O No

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/17?
(use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information. The
content on this form including your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public
as part of the decision making process. Your submission will
only be used for the purpose of the annual plan process.
The information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access and correct any personal information included in any
reports, information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

Domd Machall

Email address:

AN
ro.
Preferred conlact phone number:

021321599

Your postal address:

Yorpwa £ond

Tour: tp (b0

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
« an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

IJOption 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

N/Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement mulii-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-outi. {please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do vou have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer coniribution be used
to help fund the ariificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Ranagitikei College only

f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

JOpﬁon 1 - | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

P

Should Council proceed w&th the + ™

purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/

Abraham & Williams propertieson . .

Broadway/High Street Marton as the site

for Council’s administration and library

services?

O Option 1 - Yes — | think this i$ appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations:in the Town Centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.” © 1 7 L

$o. %

D/Optson 2 - No — I don't think Council should
take this opportunity and.should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading’its:existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy? +*

[ Yes [J No

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2016/177 (use exira pages if necessary),

Privacy Act 1883

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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SUBMISSION ON RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2016-2017

To: Rangitikei District Council

Name of submitter: Federated Farmers of New Zealand

James Stewart
Manawatu/ Rangitikei Province
President

Brian Doughty
Wanganui Province
President

Contact person: Kristy McGregor
Regional Policy Advisor

Address for service: Federated Farmers of New Zealand
PO Box 945
Palmerston North, 4340

Mobile: 027 551 1673
Email; kmcgreqor@fedfarm.org.nz

This is a submission on the following proposed plan — Rangtiikei District Council Draft Annual Plan
2016-2017.

Federated Farmers could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

The specific provisions of the proposal that the submission relates to and the decisions we seek
from Council are as detailed on the following pages.

Federated Farmers wishes to be heard in support of this submission.
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SUBMISSION ON RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2016-2017

1 INTRODUCTION

11

1.2

1.3

14

The Manawatu/Rangitikei and Wanganui Provinces of Federated Farmers welcome this
chance to submit on the Rangitikei District Council Draft Annual Plan 2016-2017.

We acknowledge any submissions made by individual members of Federated Farmers.

Federated Farmers is focused on the transparency of rate setting, rating equity, levels of
service for key responsibilities and both the overall and relative cost of local government
to agriculture. We submit to Annual Plans and Long Term Plans through out New
Zealand. We also submit on central government policies that affect local government
revenue and spending, with the aim of ensuring that local government have the
appropriate tools to carry out their functions.

We commend the Council on providing a mechanism for community engagement through
the provision of this Annual Plan.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

That Council maintain transparency in future consultations on rating impact through the use
of example properties in the Consultation Document.

That Council continue to keep rates increases and spending to a minimum and look to
maximise efficiencies where possible.

That Council only use the general rate where there is a correlation between a ratepayer’'s
property value and the benefit they receive from the expenditure, or the amount the
ratepayer contributes towards the need for the expenditure.

That Council seeks to reduce reliance on rating as the primary means of funding services.

That Council employ the use of a differential which recognises that different property types
benefit from Council services by differing amounts.

That Council immediately rectify the decreasing use of the UAGC and bring the use of this
mechanism up to as close to the 30% statutory maximum as possible.

That Council flag a review of the use of the UAG and targeted rates in preparation of the
2018-2028 Long Term Plan, in order to make the Rangitikei District rating system fairer and
more equitable.

That Council engage in formal consultation with the community once a review of options for
a CCO has taken place.

That Council fund Youth Services through a targeted rate of the Marton and Taihape town
ratepayers.

That Council complete scoping work to explore the cost of refurbishing the grandstand so
that it is fit for purpose, and therefore has two options to compare.
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e That Council engages with the community in further consultation over development
opportunities for the park, and considers given the current economic climate which of these
are wish list items and which are imperative expenditure items.

e That the $100, 000 insurance pay out is assigned to the development of turf facilities a
Rangitikei College.

e That Council carefully considers the commitment of ratepayer contributions to a private
school, and ensures that any contributions made to developments on any school grounds
are followed by an expectation that the community and members of the public will have
access to utilise the facilities.

e Given the current economic climate, that Council consider providing no rate funded
contribution to the sports facilities at all.

e That should Council decide to fund the sports facilities, the activity is rated by a new rating
type, where the costs were allocated according to the wards that would be most likely to
benefit.

e That Council wait until the question of the Funding Assistance Rate is resolved before
seeking insurance.

e That the $200, 000 allocated is retained as the planned transfer into the roading reserve.
e That the rates remission policy for financial hardship is retained.

e That the policy is expanded to include hardship as a result of natural disasters.

FINANCIAL STRATEGY
Rates Increases

1.5 Federated Farmers notes the maintenance of the projected rates increase at 1.96% for
2016/17, dependent on the outcome of consultation on the Draft Annual Plan 2016/17.

1.6 Federated Farmers notes the inclusion of examples of the impact of rating proposals in
the Consultation Document. We are pleased that Council has included this information in
the summary, as when one looks at overall rating impact, it is often difficult to tell the
impact this will have on individual properties within the District.

1.7 We note that the rating impact for a rural property at Erewhon is proposed to be 0.43%
higher than the 2015/16 actual rating impact. We note that the rating impact on a rural
property in the rural south at Rangatira will see a 0.38% increase, while a large
dairy/pastoral property at Whangaehu will see a 0.15% increase. We are comforted by the
endeavours of Council to keep rates impacts on rural ratepayers to a minimum.

1.8 Given the current economic climate, as many of our dairy farmers enter a second season
characterised by low payouts, and our sheep and beef farmers endure multiple years of
low returns, we congratulate Council on keeping rates increases as low as possible. While
we understand that Councils are facing increasing pressure to provide more community
services, we encourage Council to continue to keep rates increases and spending to a
minimum and look to maximise efficiencies where possible.

Relief Sought:
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That Council maintain transparency in future consultations on rating impact through the use
of example properties in the Consultation Document.

That Council continue to keep rates increases and spending to a minimum and look to
maximise efficiencies where possible.

REVENUE AND FINANCING STRATEGY

General Rate

1.9

1.10

1.11

1.12

1.13

1.14

1.15

Federated Farmers recognises the general rate is based on capital value. While
Federated Farmers prefers the use of Capital Value when compared with Land Value
rating, we consider that rating based on property value does not reflect the benefit
received from Council services. It also means that high value properties such as farms
are contributing disproportionally more to rates than lower value commercial and
residential properties, regardless of the relative earnings and of the extent to which the
property creates demand for council services.

Compared to land value, rating on capital value achieves a better connection between
services received and costs than land value. In recent years, the value of land has
become highly elevated at the same time as the running costs of councils have increased,
and it is not practical, just, or sensible to rate on land value. At the extreme, land value
rating results in the strange situation where a large industrial operation on a rural block
that generates dozens of truck movements every day pays the same rates a neighbor with
an equivalent area of undeveloped land.

Federated Farmers is of the belief that Council should only use the general rate where
there is a correlation between a ratepayer’s property value and the benefit they receive
from the expenditure, or the amount the ratepayer contributes towards the need for the
expenditure.

Federated Farmers notes that the general rate in this year's Draft Annual Plan will
contribute 10.47% of total rates revenue, on a par with the previous year. However, when
we look at the graph on page 10 of the Draft Annual Plan, we see that the total non-rates
revenue has declined significantly over the period 2003-2013. Federated Farmers is
concerned to see increasing reliance on rating as a form of funding services.

Federated Farmers notes the illustration at the back of the Consultation Document (page
19). The use of visual aids is a useful and engaging way to show how Council activities
are funded. We note the comment that “urban district ratepayers provide 50.5% of the
rates money...and rural ratepayers 49.5%”. It goes onto suggest that this means that
urban and rural ratepayers share the costs of the district’s facilities and services almost
equally. Federated Farmers does not agree with this statement; in fact, as we suggest
below, it is unfounded.

The Consultation Document states that specific targeted rates and user charges are
divided in a way that makes our rating system as equitable as possible. Federated
Farmers, since our submission to the 2012-2022 Long Term Plan, has expressed concern
that the rating system could see a number of improvements in order to be more equitable.

We are concerned that the Rangitikei District Council does not employ differentials in
order to make for a more equitable rating scenario. The use of differentials is a useful
mechanism which recognises that different property types benefit from Council services
by differing amounts.
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1.16

1.17

1.18

By continuing to use the General Rate without a differential, farmers pay significantly more
than those occupying residential or commercial properties for activities such as
community awards, information centres, district promotions, emergency management and
halls. Farms clearly do not do not receive a benefit which is proportional to the level of
general rates they pay for these activities and therefore it would be appropriate to apply a
differential.

A major contributing factor to this disparity is that farming (excluding lifestyle) makes up
64% of the districts value even though it only accounts for 23% of the number of
properties. This means they pay 64% of any Roading or General Rate based activity.
While the residential properties account for over 50% of the districts properties, they pay
only 17% of the general and roading rate.

As called for during consultation on the Long Term Plan 2015-2025, we strongly
recommend that the Rangitikei District Council make use of differentials in order to more
equitably collect rates from high value rural properties which do not receive a higher rate
of service from the general rates collected. It is relevant to note that in the neighbouring
district of Manawatu a differential exits for both the general and roading rates.

Relief Sought:

e That Council only use the general rate where there is a correlation between a ratepayer’s
property value and the benefit they receive from the expenditure, or the amount the
ratepayer contributes towards the need for the expenditure.

e That Council seeks to reduce reliance on rating as the primary means of funding services.

o That Council employ the use of a differential which recognises that different property types
benefit from Council services by differing amounts.

Uniform Annual General Charge

1.19

1.20

1.21

1.22

Federated Farmers considers that Uniform Annual General Charges are a fair way for
Council’s to rate for services that provide an indistinguishable amount of benefit across
ratepayer groups. When these mechanisms are utilised every ratepayer pays the same
amount for the public good services of council. Higher use of uniform annual general
charges also reduces reliance on the property value general rate as a funding
mechanism, and flattens the distribution of rates bills between high to low value
properties.

The great strength of targeted rates, whatever their basis, is the fact that they are
transparent by appearing as a separate line item on the rates demand and being
reported separately from activities funded by the all purpose general rate. This makes it
easier to compare the cost of the service to a farm as compared to an urban business or
residential property.

We note the legislative cap on use of UAGC at 30% of rating revenue. Where a Council
is aware that they have not reached their maximum 30% UAGC allowance and choose
not to rectify the situation then they are actively choosing to disadvantage groups such
as the farming community.

The draft Long Term Plan spoke to a UAGC level of 23% for 2015/16. This Draft Annual
Plan sees a reduction in the UAGC from 23% to just 20%. This is concerning for
Federated Farmers, as we would hope Council would be increasing the use of the
UAGC rather than decreasing.
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1.23

1.24

1.25

1.26

This leaves scope to fund additional activities through the UAGC. Where the benefit
received or the contribution to the cost of the activity has no correlation to property
value, or where the activity does not provide any specific benefit to any particular
ratepayer groups, should be included in the UAGC calculation. These include halls,
property, community awards and environmental and regulatory services, where the
balance is not met by user charges.

We respect the Councils concerns that the effects of increasing the UAGC would be
regressive and impact upon lower capital value properties. Federated Farmers suggests
that the rates remissions scheme, alongside the broader central government welfare
system, remain the most robust and efficient methods of progressive redistribution, with
the ability to target each concern on a case by case basis in a way that is not possible
using the blunt property value basis afforded by rates.

We are not aware of any research the Council has carried out to establish the ability of
sectors of its community to afford or not afford its proposed rates impost, and it cannot
assume that the Rating Valuation of a Property is any indication of an individual’s ability
to meet the rates on that property. Like many senior citizens, farmers tend to have a
large property asset when compared to their income, because their business relies on
large areas of land to generate a modest income. Farmers face tough times, as is
apparent in the current media. Consideration about the economic pressures that these
rural businesses are facing is necessary, as it is unlikely that they are in a better position
to afford rates over the wider community.

We ask Council flag a review of the use of the UAGC and targeted rates in the 2018-
2028 Long Term Plan, in order to make the Rangitikei District rating system fairer and
more equitable.

Relief Sought:

e That Council immediately rectify the decreasing use of the UAGC and bring the use of this
mechanism up to as close to the 30% statutory maximum as possible.

e That Council flag a review of the use of the UAG and targeted rates in preparation of the
2018-2028 Long Term Plan, in order to make the Rangitikei District rating system fairer and
more equitable.

KEY ISSUES & CHOICES

Future Delivery of Infrastructure Services

1.27 Federated Farmers supports collaboration between Councils, where this enables

Councils to provide a more effective basis for the provision of management of roading,
water, wastewater, storm water, solid waste, and property and parks services. We
support the approach of Council to engage in formal consultation with the community
once the review of the feasibility of a Council Controlled Organisation (CCO) has taken
place. We look forward to providing feedback on the proposal in due course, should the
proposal look likely to have a financial or service impact on rural ratepayers.

Relief Sought:

e That Council engage in formal consultation with the community once a review of options for
a CCO has taken place.
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Funding for Youth Services

1.28

1.29

1.30

We note Council’'s question as to whether Council should continue to invest in youth
development and, if so, to what extent. There are four options presented in the
Consultation Document on the Annual Plan, with various rating impacts.

Some of our members have questioned the role of Council in delivering youth services,
considering this is not core Council business. However, we do recognise that where
there is a local and specific need and where the provision of services from other
organisations is failing, Council can have a role in co-ordinating funding and leveraging
additional funding for the community.

In this instance, the benefits will be concentrated on the Marton and Taihape town
communities. That same benefit will not flow to other communities in the District, nor is it
likely to flow to farm children who catch the bus home at the end of a school day. Our
members have suggested an alternative funding option for Youth Services. That is, that
the communities who will derive the benefit from the service fund the service. We
suggest that this is funded by a targeted rate for the Marton and Taihape towns.

Relief Sought:

o That Council fund Youth Services through a targeted rate of the Marton and Taihape town
ratepayers.

Amenity Block on Taihape Memorial Park

1.31

1.32

1.33

Federated Farmers has looked through the proposal for the construction of an amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park. We understand consultation has been undertaken with
the Memorial Park User Group, resulting in the proposed facilities. It appears however
that while options for a new facility have been explored, for a building at the considerable
cost of over $500,000, no work has been completed to ascertain the costs of
refurbishing the grandstand so that it is fit for purpose.

We are unsure how Council can therefore claim that the refurbishment would be more
expensive and therefore a less preferable option? We suggest that this work needs to be
carried out prior to a decision being made on the future of the Taihape Memorial Park.
Once there is information available on the cost of refurbishing the facilities we believe
that a decision on the best pathway forward can be made.

There are a number of development opportunities identified for the park, including
creating a network of formed tracks and walkways; upgrading and relocating the current
playground and skateboard facility and providing a towable covered grandstand. We
understand these are matters for further consultation and we look forward to
commenting on these in the future as more detail is provided. It may be prudent given
the current economic climate that some of these activities on the “wish list” are
considered later down the track.

Relief Sought:

e That Council complete scoping work to explore the cost of refurbishing the grandstand so
that it is fit for purpose, and therefore has two options to compare.

e That Council engages with the community in further consultation over development
opportunities for the park, and considers given the current economic climate which of these
are wish list items and which are imperative expenditure items.
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Multi-Sp
1.34

1.35

1.36

1.37

orts Artificial Turf Facilities in Marton

Federated Farmers notes the question as to how the insurance payout from the former
artificial tennis turf should be used. Like Council, we recognise the benefits of providing
the community with a more extensive turf facility for less rating impact. Council does
need to ensure that the community have access to these facilities even if they are on
school property, and we would hope that a MoU would go some way to addressing this.
Federated Farmers supports Option One which would see that the $100, 000 insurance
pay out is assigned to the development of turf facilities a Rangitikei College.

The second question posed in the Consultation Document is to what extend Council
should make a rate-funded contribution to the cost of these turf developments. It is
suggested that a District-wide rate impact for the contribution of $100, 000 would see a
rating impact of $15.16 per separately used or inhabited part. This would then potentially
mean an increase of $30.32, should $200, 000 be provided.

Our members are somewhat apprehensive about the provision of ratepayer contribution
to a private school. In addition, there is no mention in the Consultation Document about
the access that would be provided to the community should such contributions be made.
Where ratepayers have contributed to development costs, we would expect they would
be able to access and utilise the facilities. Our members are more supportive of a rate-
funded contribution applying to Rangitikei College.

Federated Farmers considers that the approach taken when Council considered the
issue in 2009 may be a more appropriate means of funding the activity, if indeed the
activity should be funded at all. The allocation was then split across the respective wards
and district wide, ensuring that those who were likely to most benefit from and use the
facility contributed the most to it. We would expect that despite the adoption of a district
wide approach to rates, a new rates type would need to be explored if Council decided
to contribute funding. However, considering the current economic climate, we would
suggest that Council consider providing no rate funded contribution at all.

Relief Sought:

e T

hat the $100, 000 insurance pay out is assigned to the development of turf facilities a

Rangitikei College.

o T

hat Council carefully considers the commitment of ratepayer contributions to a private

school, and ensures that any contributions made to developments on any school grounds
are followed by an expectation that the community and members of the public will have
access to utilise the facilities.

e Given the current economic climate, that Council consider providing no rate funded
contribution to the sports facilities at all.

o T

hat should Council decide to fund the sports facilities, the activity is rated by a new rating

type, where the costs were allocated according to the wards that would be most likely to
benefit.

CHANGES FROM THE 2015-2025 LONG TERM PLAN

Securing a Robust Roading Network

1.38

We recognise the significant impact of the June 2015 Flood Event on Council’s budgets,
and the significant cost of repairing the roading network. We also recognise there is

8
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uncertainty over the NZTA One Network Road Classification that is unlikely to be resolved
until later in the year. Council may have been spending too much or they may have been
spending too little.

1.39 Federated Farmers considers it would be prudent to wait until the question of the Funding
Assistance Rate is resolved before seeking insurance. Therefore, we support Council’s
preferred approach of Option One, in which $200, 000 is retained as the planned transfer
into the roading reserve.

Relief Sought:

e That Council wait until the question of the Funding Assistance Rate is resolved before
seeking insurance.

e That the $200, 000 allocated is retained as the planned transfer into the roading reserve.

RATES REMISSION POLICIES

1.40 Federated Farmers supports the inclusion of a remission policy as described. We are
supportive that where financial hardship, disproportionate rates or other extenuating
circumstances apply, ratepayers are able to consider reducing or waiving of rates.

1.41 The policy should also be expanded to include hardship as a result of natural disasters.
Natural events such as drought, flood, earthquake or wildfire can have significant impact
on ratepayers and affect their ability to pay rates that year. Farmers face the additional
challenge that if their property suffers from a natural disaster, their ability to earn a living is
also compromised. Their homes could also be seriously affected.

1.42 As an example, the Horowhenua District Council has Remission Policy 9 for Properties
Affected by Disasters. This is available to all ratepayers and is on an application basis. A
natural disaster is indiscriminate and a flood could affect a farm just as easily as a
landslide could affect a residential property. Providing a relief policy that any ratepayer
could apply for is an equitable way to allow people to get back on their feet after a
disaster.

Relief Sought:

e That the rates remission policy for financial hardship is retained.

e That the policy is expanded to include hardship as a result of natural disasters.

ABOUT FEDERATED FARMERS

Federated Farmers is a not-for-profit primary sector policy and advocacy organisation that
represents the majority of farming businesses in New Zealand. Federated Farmers has a long and
proud history of representing the interests of New Zealand’s farmers.

The Federation aims to add value to its members’ farming businesses. Our key strategic outcomes
include the need for New Zealand to provide an economic and social environment within which:

e Our members may operate their business in a fair and flexible commercial environment;

e Our members’ families and their staff have access to services essential to the needs of the
rural community; and
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¢ Our members adopt responsible management and environmental practices.

This submission is representative of member views and reflect the fact that local government rating
and spending policies impact on our member’s daily lives as farmers and members of local
communities.

Manawatu/Rangitikei and Wanganui Federated Farmers thanks Rangitikei District Council for
considering our submission.

—

FEDERATED
FARMERS

OF NEW ZEALAND

10
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Katrina Gray

From: Fred <fred.cynhammer@ymail.com>

Sent: Thursday, 14 April 2016 8:59 p.m. M2 =N IZIH\'\

To: Katrina Gray \\ IC S|\ \U)

Subject: Re: Transfer of District Plan submission to Annual Plan & S =/ == = ==
MAY 2016

Yes | understand | need to move my submission to the annual plan,thank you Fred hammer g\’\‘ ...........

File:

00016-&130-0

Sent from my iPad

On 14/04/2016, at 10:47 am, Katrina Gray <Katrina.Gray@rangitikei.govt.nz> wrote:

Good morning Fred,
As discussed over the phone could you please reply to confirm that you would like to:

e Move your submission to the Annual Plan process, and in doing so, withdraw your
submission from the District Plan process.

Note: Annual Plan submissions close 6 May, with oral hearings scheduled for 16 May. We would be
in touch closer to the time to arrange an oral hearing.

Kind regards,
Katrina
| Katrina Gray | Policy Analyst/Planner |

| Rangitikei District Council | 46 High Street, Private Bag 1102, Marton 4741 |
| P06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522 | F06 327 6970 | www.rangitikei.govt.nz |

If you have received this email and any attachments to it in error, please take no action based on it, copy it or show it to anyone. Please advise the
sender and delete your copy. Thank you.
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Ref: Form 5, Clause 6 of the First
Schedule of the RMA 1991

Version: 1

Submission on Publicly Notified Issued: 29 February 2016

Rangitikei District Council

Proposal for Plan Change 46 High Street

B‘...I....,,,, Private Bag 1102
Marton 4741

Tel: 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522

'RECEIVED

s e Cmell W s

Section 1

Submission

To: Rangitikei District Council

Name of submitter: | 2221 AHam AL

e ———————————

Section 2

This is a submission on the following proposed plan (the proposal):

Proposed Rangitikei District Plan Change 2016

U1 could El/could not | gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
(if you could not — go to section 3)

Mam Q1 am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—
(a) adversely affects the environment, and

(b) does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade
competition

Section 3

_ Thesspecific provisons of the proposal that my submission relates to are:

W S/p ek Naw hep<

My submission is: to support U to oppose U to amend

Page 1 of 2 O ():>
Page 23 . w1



| seek the following decision from the local authority:

‘%&C&W/aéewm' DlPged o Cigoraco
,@@[a_,\hﬂ M We}? /’&ﬂ//s /QM/MQL /Q«brdmé A‘SZ(
W% Termess CafR /“4/""5 (278 5./:0«,9 cnoA W«a
WW&/'%L;‘@VMMEOAO W(/ceea( 7o ‘ivcnuc.m

ex/J&/xo e To TAeir teghs o TX popu7 , DO e.x,(s 7R 7.
- 2 Wta’/ﬂm J/v -ﬁ«,&x byl Ty Ok A Vo

%J«( Mﬂf(/drt% 8~

Submission hearing:

1 donot wish to be heard in support of my submission

If others make a similar submission:

WII O 1 will not consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing

Section 5

Signature

Name: %’0 Wé‘%/‘—’\]‘

Signature of submitter* (or person
authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

* A signature is not required if you make
your submission by electronic means

Date: VZ!/O 5//6
i

' Section 6

Submitter Details

Address: 4

26 povestor TRE| Ty
Telephone: D2 Z4 824 339
Fax:

Contact person: %‘7{)

(if other than the submitter)

Page 2 of 2
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

GRETTA MLLS

Email address:

millsnz@ gmail .conn

Preferred contact phone number:

06 3276459

Your postal address:

48 HAWKESPONE RO AD

Town: MARTOWN

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at the

hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

IE/present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
& an individual, or
[0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter A lreadl Y veeive Thas,

RECEVED

05 MAY 201

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?
(please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal of
developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape

Youth Club iste—Yettir-Sne-Stop-Skeps — with a

50% external funding contribution

O Option 2 — | support developlng the Marton Yout
Club and Talhape Youth CI ne Stop

de

ing to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 —No | don’t su i mi;
i fCES.

Do you have an alternative option? std@

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial
turf facility in Marton using the insurance
pay-out. (please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the
$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei Coliege.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating the
Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used to
help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other: 'gee a‘ftacﬁad@

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
into the roading reserve

I}/Option 1 — 1 agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the purchase of
the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton
as the site for Council’s administration and
library services?

O Option 1 - Yes — | think this is appro
given these sites were o € two preferred
locations in n centre Plan for Marton’s

ould

Stration and library buildings
youldings <o o sftached (3)

Do you agree with the proposed addition to
Council’s rates remission policy?

Yes O No Sec é&aﬂhﬂc{ @

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/17?
(use extra pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information. The
content on this form including your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public
as part of the decision making process. Your submission will
only be used for the purpose of the annual plan process.
The information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access and correct any personal information included in any
reports, information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Rangitikei District Council Consultation on the Annual Plan 2016/2017

Submitter: Gretta Mills

HON =

Council Investment in Youth Development

Ratepayer Funding of Multisport Artificial Turf in Marton

Council Purchase of the Cobbler/ Davenport/ Abraham & Williams Properties
Council Rates Remission Policy

1. YOUTH DEVELOPMENT

The local ratepayer has some responsibility to financially assist provision for local
youthful citizens, particularly our most vulnerable youth. This is also a funding
responsibility for central government whose long-term policies have contributed to
the barriers and challenges that vulnerable youth and their families/whanau face.

o

Marton & Taihape Youth Clubs

Nathan Kane/Hype Academy are to be commended for their past and present
initiatives and the consistent support and hard work that they continue to
provide for youth in Marton and Taihape. They inspire creative team ideas
and have the drive and enthusiasm to encourage young people, build trust
and provide much needed support, mentoring and referral services.

YOSS (Youth One Stop Shop)

YOSS sound like a grand idea but they are inappropriate for the modest
buildings and professional staff availability in small rural communities such as
Marton and Taihape. Much more space and privacy are required if youth
health and other needs are going to be addressed on the Youth Club
premises. A more creative solution is required for linking youth and the
relevant services/trusted providers in our small rural fowns.

YOUTH DEVELOPMENT Document (31% March 2016, RDC)

This document is not coherent. It focuses on a random list of Council policy,
priorities/wishlists, youth attendance and some other irrelevant and
incomplete statistics. It also provides lists of supporting agencies.

The only voice of youth is supposedly from a youth survey ‘Your View”
undertaken by Travis White in late 2010. This was a poorly constructed piece
of ‘research’ which in my opinion, is not sufficiently robust to be referenced in
support.

The youth development document clutches at straws and suggests that the
solution lies in many government agencies holding hands-so that they can
tick their boxes for at risk/ youth/ Maori/ Pasifika? It also suggests the need
for a youth services coordinator?

What is needed?

The Marton and Taihape Youth Clubs must continue but they need to be able
to build longer term strength and security for youth, their families and
communities, staff and volunteers.

Youth Club Coordinators need to have:
1. Security of employment
2. Access fo further education/professional development
3. Operational funding sufficient to provide interesting and challenging
programmes and projects- after school and in the school holidays
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¢ Funding for buildings, overheads, utilities, salaries, operational costs
Funds should be sourced from RDC (Rangitikei District Council) & MSD
(Ministry of Social Development) or perhaps the DHB (District Health Board),
MoE (Ministry of Education) or Ministry of Justice.
Other opportunities to strengthen this provision for youth should be explored:
1. OSCAR (Out of School, Care and Recreation) funding
2. Life to the Max
3. Homework Cenlres
4. Creative Community Fund

2. RATEPAYER FUNDING OF MULTISPORT ARTIFICIAL TURF IN MARTON

° A general purpose (multisport) turf facility at Rangitikei Coliege
(estimated cost $450,000)
| support the Council’s proposal to assign the $100,000 insurance payout {o
Rangitikei College to replace the multi-sport (tennis, netball, hockex&rﬁﬁcial
turf in Marton. | also support a rate-payer funded contribution of a further
$50,000-%$100,000 to Rangitikei College. Rangitikei College is our local State
school that has already secured funds towards this project. The facility, once
built, will be used by the school and will be available for use by the
community 24/7 at no cost.

* A national standard hockey water turf (hockey/soccer) at Nga Tawa
Diocesan School for Girls (estimated cost $1.6 million).
I do not support the Council using ratepayer’s funds to support this project.
Nga Tawa is a State Integrated Boarding School for Girls. It is a ‘de facto’
private school that receives considerable tax payer education funding which
the school is able to supplement substantially by student ‘contributions’ to
support the ‘special character’ of the school. It has Trust Board investments
which support developments that the school undertakes. In the past 20 years
the school has funded many development projects including its equestrian
centre, sports/events centre, music department etc.

Nga Tawa has stated that the specialised turf would be available for
hockey/soccer tournaments and for players from the community to practice.
Fees would be charged to assist with the maintenance of the specialised turf.
However, Nga Tawa is a Girls boarding school that has girls on the premises
24/7 throughout the school year. | do not see how the school will be keen to
enable co-ed Rangitikei College and other teams to access the facility during
school hours, after school or in the weekend. | recall when the school was
fund-raising for their sporis/events centre it was touted as a facility that would
be available for the benefit of the wider community. However this, to my
knowledge, has not happened.

Perhaps those who play and support hockey in Rangitikei need to strategise how
they can fund an expensive national standard hockey water turf that is more
accessible to all local players and that will also be available for weekly regional
tournaments without the support of ratepayer funding.

3. COUNCIL PURCHASE OF THE COBBLER, DAVENPORT, ABRAHAM &
WILLIAMS PROPERTIES

| do not support the proposed Council purchase of the Cobbler, Davenport, Abraham
& Williams properties as the site for Council’s administration and library services.
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Reasons for opposing the proposed purchase of these four Category 2 listed historic
buildings:

a.

In 2015 Bow Belis Limited in conjunction with the other building owners
attempted to obtain permission to demolish these four buildings and
had plans to build a new building across the entire block whilst
retaining the fagade of only one of the historic buildings on Broadway.
Resource consent for this demolition was opposed and the process stalied.
Note: | was a submitter to this resource consent process and the draft plans
for this new building looked as if they had been configured for Civic Centre
purposes including a library!

In 2016 Bow Bells Limited now owns all four buildings following a
mortgagee sale of the Davenport and Cobbler buildings. The Mayor and
Council seem intent on rushing in and buying this site for $170,000 + GST so
that they can use the existing Bow Bell plans and consent proposal to
demolish the historic buildings and build a new Civic Centre on the entire site.
Why have Bow Bells abandoned their original plan and now want the
ratepayer to take it over?

if this sale proceeds the ‘cheap’ price will be far from a bargain. The
Rangitikei District Council with be creating expense and many problems for
its funders- the long-suffering ratepayers:
Engineer reports- it appears that no specialist structural engineer’s
reports have been commissioned to determine the structural integrity
of each of the buildings. This will be needed before any application for
demolition of historic buildings.
Resource consent process for demolition of Category 2 historic
buildings. If Heritage New Zealand opposes demolition then the
whole process could stall and nothing would be able to be done with
the buildings.

Demolition will create a precedent

if the Council or any other party gain permission to demolish four historic
Category 2 buildings in the main street of Marton then, like a pack of cards,
any other Category 2 building owner in Marton will be free to demolish their
buildings because a precedent will have been set! Goodbye to Marton’s
historic ‘streetscape’, welcome to ‘tin shed’ alley.

Sale of Council buildings
If a Civic Centre is built in Broadway then existing Council sites will be sold to
pay for it. These are listed as:
High Street Council building complex
Marton Library and Plunket Rooms
Marton Memorial Hall and Land. It is proposed to relocate the
Captain Cook Cottage and other historical buildings to Marton Park
and somewhere else would have to be found for Marton's War
Memorial.

What other sites have been explored by Council?
Old Marton Post Office? The other Broadway site identified by
Creative Communites was the Broadway & Follett Street corner. The
old Marton Post Office is a large old majestic historic building that
needs to be imaginatively re-purposed. The large northern two
storeyed block at the back of the section may provide good protection
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for a library collection. There is a central area that would make a great
courtyard garden or meeting area. This building is near to parks,
banks, Horizons and there is parking available in Hair Street.

White Hart Hotel-this building is in the process of being demolished
as it doesn’t have an historic Category- it is only being listed as a
‘character’ building. It seems destined to be replaced by a modern
building not necessarily in keeping with the two storeyed Marton
streetscape. If the Council is determined to establish a Civic Centre in
the middle of town, this site would be even more convenient to Civic
Square! It would also be convenient for an information centre and
other community functions.

4. PROPOSED ADDITION TO COUNCIL’S RATES REMISSION POLICY

Council needs to consider the fairness of its rating system. It has been quick to
decide to remit rates of those who choose to relocate or start new businesses in
Marton but it forgets about those who are already live in the Rangitikei and operate
businesses. Each year the rates are increased by certain formula that the council has
developed but no consideration is given to the fairness or benefit to be gained from
the rates payments demanded.

C@rfa Sl I
oy 2046
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: Ho o thoy 'ﬂ\or‘o:\

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

O b 322 510 (answeiphene)

Your postal address:

B2 Atandor i\ Qoo RO\ Aulls

Town:

B\ 3

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

O Email @ etter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

Present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
& an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

RECEIVED
- 6 MAY 2016
BY: S\

TR .
| -AP-t—

1 8 (V) 3 2 b
Should Council continue to invest in

youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution-

IE/Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand

Dol o m\lww. @me@s mebhes
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CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Providing a replacement multi-sport Should Council increase the sum
artificial turf facility in Marton using the transferred into the roading reserve

insurance pay-out. (please tick
pay (P ) O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning reserve
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei ) . .
College. IU/Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating $400,000

the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park. . .
Should Council proceed with the

Do you have an alternative option? purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 = Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

IB/Option 2 — No - | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Should a ratepayer contribution be used Do you agree with the proposed addition

to help fund the artificial turf? 1y L sy :
(pleaspe circle preferred option) ;Councﬂ s rates remission policy?
Yes

O No
Options — | support the following option as . . .
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf What other issues would you like Council
development: to consider as part of its planning for
2016/17? (use extra pages if necessar)&/\
a. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to page le Bullg mu K puspose commun e

Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa {) The frocos=
Diocesan School
: DADC wants v Bulls Nooddg .
b4 @A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to B
Rangitikei College only 3) ADC iuplimondoha A

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga 4) Bulls [
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa  Privacy Act 1993

Diocesan School Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to information and submission will be made available to
Rangitikei College only the media and public as part of the decision making

process. Your submission will only be used for the
f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga purpose of the annual plan process. The information
Tawa Diocesan School only will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
s g. Other: ?pou\‘go - kDLMQ(hq,(( a(cess -lo any personal information included in any reports,
e information or submissions.

Fac\hy vt b Legal aqraorent piechicany tlesasts
Submissions close at midday on Friday,

/ h. No rate-funded contribution to either school 6 May 2016.
3 ek s 5 not-lhabegmatng of Lelbas Hundhing oy ROCH,

L S T |
W“;(S q-@a\\-l\'%r VW&w fapeyers wde - o e X""\‘) * Page 32
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Ross McNeil Do norce File ref: ROA 01 04 P 06 952 2800

Chief Executive e 14 U255 e PAT:KMW F 06 952 2929

Rangitikei District Council hori

Brivats Bag 1102 www.horizons.govt.nz

Marton 4972 BY EMAIL AND POST

Dear Ross

SUBMISSION ON DRAFT ANNUAL PLAN 2014-2015

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your Draft Annual Plan 2014-2015.
This submission is made in the spirit of local government working together.

Horizons Regional Council supports the Rangitikei District Council’s overall
direction.

WASTEWATER

Horizons supports the District's ongoing commitment to achieve compliance for
its many wastewater discharges, and acknowledge its progress to date. We urge
you to continue to give resolution of outstanding consent and performance issues
a high priority.

Marton

We note that the Marton wastewater treatment plant is currently not complying
with the conditions of its resource consent. This non-compliance is associated
with the high levels of nitrogen being discharged from the Marton wastewater
treatment plant into the Tutaenui stream. Horizons acknowledges that
considerable resources and effort have been expended on this plant in the
2013/14 financial year. We support the retention of the $1,438,000 allocated in
the 2014/15 Draft Annual Plan for the upgrade of the wastewater plant to meet
the nitrogen standard set in the plant’s resource consent conditions. Horizons
would welcome opportunities to discuss, at officer level, ways our councils can
continue to work together to achieve full compliance with all resource consent
conditions for the Marton plant. Palmerst

Ratana T

Horizons’ ongoing concerns regarding the Ratana wastewater plant have recently
been highlighted by community members and leaders making contact with us. Taumarunui
The wastewater plant is recognised as presenting environmental concerns
primarily during low flow periods. The annual Ratana Pa celebrations, which
bring a huge number of people to the community, place further pressures on the
wastewater plant and receiving environments. Horizons is also aware that a sixty
lot subdivision will be developed at Ratana Pa sometime in the near future. With Woodville
these issues and matters currently before Ratana Pa, significant attention and

24hr Freephone 0508 800 800




investment into the upgrading of Ratana’s wastewater system will be necessary.
Horizons is willing to support, where possible, both the Ratana community and
Rangitikei District Council on this matter.

Bulls

Horizons acknowledges that the District's focus for the Bulls wastewater
treatment plant in the coming financial year is on obtaining resource consent, and
support the allocation of $150,000 to obtaining resource consent for this system
in 2014/15. We understand that the consent for Bulls’ wastewater upgrade will
also include sewage from Ohakea and Sanson, and look forward to receiving the
necessary amendments to the consent application. Horizons again supports the
District’s intended level of service target to achieve 100 per cent compliance with
resource consents for the Bulls wastewater treatment plant from 2014/15.

Horizons also looks forward to the planned upgrades commencing in 2015/16.
We are aware that there was a substantial sum ($2,578,000) allocated to
upgrading the Bulls wastewater system in 2013/14 which does not appear to
have been spent, and seek confirmation that this funding will remain available for
the works planned in 2015/16.

Hunterville and Taihape

Upgrades to the Hunterville wastewater plant have resulted in a significant
improvement to the quality of the discharge, and the new consent for this plant
commenced in March.

We are confident that the Taihape wastewater plant will follow in the same direction
with a granted consent in the near future.

ENVIROSCHOOLS

In this submission Horizons is asking all district councils in the Manawatu-
Wanganui Region to support the Enviroschools programme in our Region.

The Enviroschools programme is a non-regulatory method that many councils
use to achieve their objectives and policies. The programme facilitates a whole
of school and community approach to effective resource management, and
promoted the sustainable management of natural and physical resources by
addressing issues relating to waste, water, energy, transport, and biodiversity.
Additional information about the programme and how it aligns with the
L.ocal Government Act 2001 is attached to this submission as Annex A.

In the Manawatu-Wanganui Region there are currently 33 schools, early
childcare centres and kindergarten associations in the programme with a further
12 Friends of Enviroschools wishing to join the full programme. Promotion of the
programme has been carried out to a limited degree in 2013/14 for the first time
in several years and this is partly due to the support Horizons has received from
some territorial authorities.

Horizons Regional Council currently coordinates the programme but needs the
support of territorial authorities in the Region to grow the programme. A
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partnership approach, based on building capacity over time and focusing on
depth of practice will create a solid network of Enviroschools in our Region.
Horizons’ officers will be seeking opportunities to discuss the programme and the
types of support it needs with the District.

Horizons would like to take the opportunity to present our submission orally to the
meeting. We would prefer to speak at the Marton office. Please contact
Karen Winchcombe, Group Secretary Strategy and Regulation, on (06) 9522 849
or by email karen.winchcombe@horizons.govt.nz regarding arranging a hearing
time.

Yours sincerely

MichaeLI McCartney
CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Copy to: Clare Barton, Manager Policy and Strategy
Richard Munneke, Regulatory Manager
Nic Peet, Group Manager Strategy and Regulation

Encl: Annex A - How the Enviroschools programme aligns with the Local
Government Act.
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ANNEX A

How the Enviroschools programme aligns with the
Local Government Act

The Enviroschools programme is a framework (or non-regulatory tool) that can be used to
achieve numerous Council resource management and public service objectives such as
reducing waste to landfill, increasing the use of non-car modes of transport, reducing water
and energy usage, protecting and enhancing environmental assets, and building resilient,
efficient and sustainable communities.

The programme has been implemented nationwide with over 870 schools and early
childhood centres — representing a reach of over 240,000 young people and their families.
Enviroschools is managed nationally by The Enviroschools Foundation, a charitable trust,
and was originally developed in the late 1990s by councils in Waikato as a non-regulatory
tool. It is recognised internationally as a best-practice programme and has been adopted as
a tool by 44 councils, including all unitary authorities, 80% of both the regional and city
councils and 45% of district councils.

The programme targets community level actions and behavior change through an approach
in which children and young people plan, design and implement projects, and become
catalysts for change in their families and the wider community.

The programme is a tool the Council can use to provide good quality infrastructure. This is
done by facilitating a whole of school and community approach to effective resource
management. The Enviroschools programme reduces pressure on infrastructure such as
water reticulation, stormwater networks, landfills and roading networks.

The programme has a strong focus on minimising impacts on the environment and restoring
natural ecosystems (such as streams and wetlands) so that less money has to be invested
in hard infrastructure (such as stormwater pipes and sediment ponds). More naturalised
systems are proven to be a more cost-effective way of managing resources. The
programme also supports local communities to utilise alternative transport modes to reduce
congestion on roading systems, and it has achieved significant results in reducing the levels
of waste going to landfill which in the short term reduces user costs and in the long term
reduces council / ratepayer costs for building new landfills.

Schools also report immediate direct financial benefits from Enviroschools, such as lower
water, electricity, and waste disposal bills. Long-term economic benefits arise from the
innovation and enterprise that this enquiry-based action-learning approach engenders in
young people, and many Enviroschools projects are turned into money-making ventures by
enterprising young students.

In addition to the quantitative resource management outcomes the programme achieves,
there are also secondary outcomes that contribute to building resilient and efficient

File Ref: ROA 0104
03 April 2014
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communities, as well as creating economic growth opportunities in local areas. Students
develop financial literacy through budgeting and implementing real-life projects and also
build leadership skills and self esteem. There have also been notable reductions in truancy,
bullying and vandalism in schools involved in the programme.

Enviroschools has been recognised for the quality of its approach to the integration of Maori
perspectives into the learning and action undertaken in schools and communities. The
majority of participating schools have developed relationships with local marae resulting in a
range of positive community outcomes and connections. This is an effective way to support
and complement council obligations under the Treaty of Waitangi.

The Enviroschools programme is an extremely cost effective way for the Council to deliver
good quality local infrastructure and public services. The programme is not a one-off subject
taught in a classroom, it is a holistic long-term facilitated programme that engages the board
of trustees, principals, students, parents, businesses, community groups and leaders. The
reach of the programme due to the school and community networks it supports has proven
to influence not only the students in the school, but the actions of their friends, families, local
businesses and community networks. In each region a handful of local Enviroschools
facilitators each support a number of schools and groups and make critical networks within
councils to ensure the efficient delivery of local services.

File Ref: ROA 01 04
03 April 2014
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Katrina G@x

From: Irene Loder <tardisone@vodafone.co.nz>

Sent: Friday, 15 April 2016 8:52 p.m.

To: Katrina Gray

Subject: RE: Transfer of District Plan submission to the Annual Plan

That’s fine to move my submission to the Annual Plan.

Irene Loder. RIERIEIVIE

MIZ(R[ENNIIER
{EWiEHE)

From: Katrina Gray [mailto:Katrina.Gray@rangitikei.govt.nz] R

Sent: Thursday, 14 April 2016 11:09 a.m. 06 MAY 201

To: 'tardisone@vodafone.co.nz' i

Subject: Transfer of District Plan submission to the Annual Plan : [ D &\’\’ ............

| File: \V‘\‘o""“’ .........
Good morning, Doc: lf.l..hg.u.l.

As discussed over the phone could you please reply to confirm that you would like to:

e  Move your submission to the Annual Plan process, and in doing so, withdraw your submission from the
District Plan process.

Note: Annual Plan submissions close 6 May, with oral hearings scheduled for 16 May. We would be in touch closer
to the time to arrange an oral hearing

Kind regards,
Katrina
| Katrina Gray | Policy Analyst/Planner |

| Rangitikei District Council | 46 High Street, Private Bag 1102, Marton 4741 |
| P 06327 0099 ext 861| DDI 06 327 0161| F 06 327 6970 | www.rangitikei.govt.nz |

If you have received this email and any attachments to it in error, please take no action based on it, copy it or show it to anyone. Please advise the sender and delete your
copy. Thank you.
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Ref: Form 5, Clause 6 of the First
Schedule of the RMA 1991

3 = ianifls & Version: 1

Issved: 29 February 2016

Rangitikel District Councl

45 High Street

Private 83g 1102

Marton 4741

- Tel: 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522

g i

Rangitikei District Council

Name of submitter: lrene  Loder

£ b’;)posal_):

Proposed Rangitikei District Plan Change 2016

E{I could LT({I could not | gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
(if you could not - go to section 3)

Oiam E1amnot directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—
(a) adversely affects the environment, and

(b) does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade /!

competition o Zhink se ,/.

The specific provisans of the hﬁsubmiséion relates to are:

T B

My submission is: I dzo support O to oppose ' O toamend

to  estublish a  publre lovatery dvid  bus shelter  on the
village green, oppesite she 0-C 3. S H.T.

F#)Lsa —  CcHANce  slons of  emdry  ed paangaweRe
+o v MﬁNGﬂWFKI,q Page1of2
VieeAGE .

| seek the following decision from the local authority:

78 construet  the laatery 8 s She Her .
there nawsd alreacly be a Sewes [ing nearky as Yhere
X o house .

75b - VILLREET 70 RETD S/

Subm‘;sibq;Ahéaﬁngg':

wish to be heard in support of my submission

If others make a similar submission:

El/will I O will not I consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
ctio
o
Name: /., Logler ot ol

Signature of submitter* (or person
authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

* A signature is not required If you make
your submission by electronic means

Date: 3/1/ //6 .

Address: /. (- Box &4
Maﬂynwe‘lﬂ-

Telephone: 0 3 L25€LE6,

Fax:

Email: fardhs ey @ vosledome -Co-wa

Contact person:
(if other than the submitter)
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: SQCC'[ i ! O

Email address: i gfl):j ‘oL :§$! ) :3 @

s -co -2

Preferred contact phone number:

Ob BESGDNS

Your postal address: < Y\~

Lo

Town: —TEONWNEE.

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

mail [ Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

[0 present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

0 dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

[0 dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
an-individual, or
[0 on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

[ yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent? ‘
(please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal of
developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops — with a
50% external funding contribution

O Option 2 - | support developing the Marton Youth
Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — even if there was no external funding
contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to provide
the current after-school and school holiday
programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council delivering
youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

EZ/Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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File No: 1-PL-2-6

Lyn Watson
PO Box 41
L

iWiar TEEWE eka 4746

-

Dear Lyn

Submissions

Following our phone cali on 14 April 2016, please confirm you approve of part of submission #010 and th
whole of submission #011 being considered as part of the Annual Plan process, rather than the District
Plan process as follows:

s Submission #010 — retain point 1 regarding the zoning of the property as a submission to
the Proposed Rangitikel District Plan Change 2016.

Submission #010 - consider point 2 regarding public toilets as a submission to the Annual

Plan 2016/17 and withdraw it from consideration from the District Plan Change process.

L)

e Submission #011 ~ consider the submission regarding Mangaweka being retitled as
Mangaweka Village as a submission to the Annual Plan 2016/17 and withdraw it from
consideration from the District Plan Change process.

[, Lyn Watson agree with the proposal abave,

/ P .
Date: {~— - 7 Ol

Note: mwwk Plan submissions close 6 May, with oral hearings schedulad for 15 May. [ will be in touch
closer to the time to arrange an oral hearing for the Annual Plan process. You will also retain the right to
speak to your District Plan Change submission. | will be in touch closer to the time to arrange a speaking
time.

To aid in your consultation with vour lawyer regarding the subdivision, | have enclosed the subdivision
application and decision documents.

Yours sincerely
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Ref: Form 5, Clause & of the First
Schedule of the RMA 1981

Version: 1

issued: 29 February 2016

Rangitikei District Councl
=146 High Street
. | :Private Bag 1102
UhMErtonid741
Telf 06 327 0099 or 0800 422 522

Rangitike! District Council

Name of submitter:

e~ Wadae
Eo—

Proposed Rangitikei District Plan Change 2016

11 could E;‘:j/i could not | gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission

{if you could not — go to section 3)

rd
& am Tliam not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

{a) adversely affects the environment, and

{b} does not relate to the trade competition or the effecis of trade
competition

My submission is [Jto oppose [W%o amend
5 .
a i !f e - A
. o~ y by o p
' ;{”;1;\ W ff} )} ) TN \{f}%?« e &wﬁ:u v &w)
. :\} o [
s % o g -y
Mosex S = S22 B @ .
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| seek the following decision from the local authority:

Mldo 1 donot wish to be heard in support of my submission

T will 3 1 will not consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing

. . A .
Name: 1\\{ ~ \\,3\}0\&‘; o~ \QJ)\;;?“\ < L

Signature of submitter™ (or person
authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

* A signoture is not required if you make
your submission by electronic means

Date: £ . {fg{ﬁ’z/ﬁgi\g

Address: .o Bor Lo\

Telephone: . - . e
relep O S S Ay
Fax:

Emeail:

satact person:
iFother than the submitter)
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Ref: Form 5, Clause 6 of the First
Schedule of the RMA 1891

Version: 1

lssued: 28 February 2016

Rangitikei District Council

46 High Street

Private Bag 1102
_Marton 4741

| Tel: 06327 0095.0r 0800 422 522

To: Rangitikei District Councll

Mame of submitter:

Proposed Rangitikei District Plan Change 2016

Eﬁceuid not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission
{if you could not — go to section 3)

[E/icculd
o

Chlamnot directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that—

@/! am
T

’ {a} adversely affects the environment, and

{b} does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade
competition

% 3 5
Ay ]
ool ve e

L i
LA ) %’1 N \ ‘3\ =
Y \@»Af%w QAo \JN\\CA
A <~»¥u}

0 amend

My submission is: 1 to support [1to oppose
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i seek the following decision from the local authority:

Clido {Jidonot wish to be heard in support of my submission

mﬁii LT will not consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing

413
Name: (U =N S
ame LA

Signature of submitter” (or person - QJ
authorised to sign on behalf of submitter)

* A signature is not required if you make
vour submission by electronic means

Pate: S5- 4 - 7201

Address: S @Qy ey
i ;e {
WMo ~a avooe i T U
N

Telephone: D =l A G |

. O SE AT A
Fax:
Ernail:
Contact person:
{if other than the submitter)
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SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Schedule of fees E@E’%§ chsé‘*gsﬁ 2@3%}'1?

Please print clearly
! ¥

Do you agree or disagree with the gﬁ;@;fj/cf ] Schedule of fees

and Charges 2016/17 ?/, e

o

1 f/
fgw ﬂ@%grec, W nag;z; Tiges do vou thinksi
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Submission
Form

Submitter details:
Your name: I\/‘m'\ﬁ Eui~lod

Email address: :
WS gfov'tvw'\af\@ﬁf\ul. Lo M2

Preferred contact phone number:

CL 4 2327

Your postal address: _ .

20 MNarian ?l@ &, inNi~ FINLYANML

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

mmail

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please choose):

Oletter

BT present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
[J an individual, or

E/on behalf of an organisation, if yes please

provide details: 2 stes (fe
Sowivmgy educhon  ta Sphads 1o

Organisation: € i 1 TR | Contbef.-
E’ﬁ“"""\ﬁ Uée i Ane
Position:

¥ yes I would like to subscribe to Council’s -
newsletter

e ah:j\’t'llﬁ(ﬂ

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?

JZ/ Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops —with a 50%
external funding contribution

O Option 2 — I support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One
Stop Shops —even if there was no external funding
contribution

0  oOption 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity block in
Taihape Memorial Park?

44~ Option 1 - Yes I support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 - | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial turf
facility in Marton using the insurance pay-out

JA~  Option 1—Yes | support Council’s proposal
to develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the
$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College.

| Option 2 — | support the option of
reinstating the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial
Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used to help
fund the artificial turf?

Options — | support the following option as the

Should Council proceed with the purchase of the
Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton as
the site for Council’s administration and library
services?

D{ption 1 —-Yes—1think this is appropriate given
these sites were one of the two preferred locations
in the Town Centre Plan for Marton’s civic centre.

[J option 2 - No — I don’t think Council should take
this opportunity and should concentrate on
strengthening its existing administration and
library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition to
Council’s rates remission policy?

[ ves O no

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/177?

ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development (please choose):

a A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b / " A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to

! Rangitikei College only

C A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g Other

h No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
into the roading reserve

dOption 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading reserve

[J option 2 — I think Council should increase the
sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information. The
content on this form including your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public as
part of the decision making process. Your submission will
only be used for the purpose of the annual planprocess. The
information will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46
High Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 6 May
2016.
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MARTON CONTRACT BRIDGE CLUB (INC.)

64 Pukepapa Rd

Marton 4710

Phone: 027 326 3491

Email: martonbridge@gmail.com

S .
. ’ — \ —
19 April 2016 i ). B b e
DG .- 1D sk,

The Mayor

Rangitikei District Council
46 High Street

MARTON 4710

Dear Sir

Re Submission to the Annual Plan

Rangitikei District Council

Marton

The Marton Bridge Club support the plan and funding for the measures to prevent flooding in
Marton, in particular the flooding on Pukepapa Road. Our Club Rooms, at 64 Pukepapa Road,
have been flooded three times in recent years, where raised roading pavements and blocked
culverts are of serious concern to the members.

John Vickers will speak to this submission on our behalf, ph 327 7280.

Yours faithfully

Heather Bostock
Secretary

Marton Bridge Club
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RANGITIKE!I DISTRICT COUNCIL
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: /)/)((//\Q//([ /%V){’)IV)

Email address: —f‘\ Q;{Z?l’)n 1‘7’\5@1)(‘;[&1
(0 -NZ.

Preferred contact phone number:

WwRINNAYIPE

Your postal address:
b2 kivn fload
T hepe.
T pe

AL /'\A
How would you prefer to receive éorrespondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

O Email etter

Town:

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
O an individual, or

Wbeha!f of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:'//al },\Qm/ (OMML'V\“H
Loocd !

Position: |
Cha (s person

{
O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

hECENVED

06 MAY 201
To: ... S\N
File: ...} "\4\0—- t—
Doc 3‘1

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops — with a
50% external funding contribution

Option 2 — | support developing the Marton Youth
Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — even if there was no external funding
contribution

Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to provide
the current after-school and school holiday
programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs.

Q/Option 4 — No | don't support Council delivering
youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

U/Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurhiching facilities in the grandstand. .

> oA FaNe 4

h . weyr 3
~ ¢ )= \

{ I -~ R JR
C Ol DY O A N D L"AS =

i J v"{\’s@ 7,‘7.'7 7¢ L \
¢ s : \ " :
1 \ : , V'.\,\'".,: AN :/)r\r\.;'v\u/.' vy, QDo 2910
e*h/\ b 1 N ' ALl o vy A > ) - »
g \uu ne v«/ Hn Loma AU awaineSs N ."b.:?
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CITIKEL DIS
CONSULTATION

Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial

turf facility in Marton using the insurance
pay-out. (please tick)

Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the

$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College.

O Option 2 - | support the option of reinstating the
Council's hockey turf at Centennial Park

Do you have an alternative option?

i i -
'ﬂéu\ f!}rl’\if (R ‘r’v\i’mﬁﬁ‘#‘;’g .

M. T2 b auedlalbl Ao

wwdof’\é .

/K:A Moo %)66 CBY | nsulen

MNoneh 15 4 %Jwa ﬁ,ﬁjr

cbv«%w))aﬁ;m& m 20C

Should a ratepayer contribution be used io
help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the |
the ratepayer contril
development:

ollowing option as
ition towards the turf

A rate- f‘ur—dcé co
Rangitikei C

&Y

O

A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. Avrate- F' nded contribuiion of $50,000 1o
Rangitikei College and S‘QO 000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

@

Arate-funded contribution of
Rangitikei College only

f $50,000 to

ety

A rate-funded contribution of
Tawa Diocesan School only

$50,000 to Nga

g. Other:

@No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
into the roading reserve

O Option 1 -~ 1 agree with Council’'s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

ption 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred ‘ig the roading reserve o
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the purchase of
the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton
as the site for Council’s administration and
library services?

O Option 1 ~ Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two preferred
locations in the Town centre Plan for Marton’s
civic centre.

00 Option 2 - No ~ | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and umraa“wg ”{s @x%sting
administration and library buildin

Do you agree with the proposed addition to
Council’s raies remission policy?

es O No

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/177
(use exira pages if necessary)

'{,}‘;

[0 e

Privacy Act 1993
Please note thai submissions are public informalion. The
content on this form inciuding your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public
as part of the decision making process. Your submission wil
only be used for the purpose of the annual plan process
The information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right fo
access and correct any personal information inciuded in any
reports, information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Taihape Community Board Submission on Annual Plan 2016/2017

0§ MAY 2016
- . SV\/
Should council construct a new amenity block in Taihape Memorial Park? iy e

We support option 1.

But would like to see a broader discussion with the community on possible facility and location. We
do have concerns with the lack of community awareness of this annual plan and the awareness of
this proposal on Memorial Park. The amount of $600,00 warrants Taihape public approval which
requires further public consultation.

Should council proceed with the purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams properties
on Broadway/High Street Marton as the site for Councils administration and library services.

We support Option 1 only if the majority of Marton residents support it as we feel they should have
the most input.

We are ambivalent about these options and do not see the need for haste but will support the
Marton Community view.

Other issues would you like Council to consider as part of its planning for 2016/2017?
Heating Taihape Town Hall.
Taihape Community Board would like council to revisit this issue.

There has been a rising demand in the last 12 months in the use of the Taihape Town Hall, such
events like, Vera Lynn, The Beat Girls — Majestic Picture Theatre fundraiser, Dusty Springfield —
Taihape Drama Club, 2 Health and Social EXPO’s — TCDT and 4 Taihape Market Day — Taihape
Playcentre and Taihape Plunket.

Heating is needed for at least 5 months of the year, there is no alternative source of heating.
Taihape Community Board want’s Council to look at options to get the heating back on.

e Bring the plan forward on discussion the future of the Taihape Town Hall.

e Put money aside for temporary heating.

e Investigate a use of a generator to provide heating and emergency power for the town.

e Puton hold the demolition of Conference centre and use this money for heating the Town
Hall.
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Submission Form  E-MAILEp

Submitter details (please print clearly): Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
Your name: extent? (please tick)

MI'O/) Q///Z/ Z%VH’) I \D@tion 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal

of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop

i /-
71/\0/#61/] N ('n 5@ )(’Vq (o-Nz2_ Shops — with a 50% external funding

contribution

Email address:

Preferred contact phone number:

[0 Option 2 — | support developing the Marton

() | ( 3,2 L2 Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into

Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

Your postal address:

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,

J
Town:/r—&; v Ir\ 17 /OL while acknowledging Council may not secure

long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

/ .
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?: O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council

I Email Letter delivering youth services.

Would you like to speak to your submission at Do you have an alternative option?

vouwian o (lease ok e naed o dail b

O present in person in Marton at the Council QUvZ C_/L\‘\A/U‘\ /\(OV‘—H’\
Chamber 0\\\/@2/&’\4 T ’Y*m N

dial in via skype from the Taihape Council )
Chamber They \\@Z 5 lD:\&n e
S\Qbmodx & hove Aor beo

O dial in via skype from another location (please ]
provide skype details) )’\1}/ a\ XDJ\ Couin c,.'\ ,
Are you writing this submission as: /\\c\LY‘ﬂ\S dz})mw % VUS55

O an individual, or . \,LL \'L ‘ UY\L U 3
[0 on behalf of an organisation ot A b= iV\ & O - ' ’

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide

details: Should Council construct a new amenity
e block in Taihape Memorial Park?
Organisation: (please tick)

Option 1 = Yes | support Council’s proposal
Pasition: of constructing a new amenity block in _
: Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter



Providing ar | sport
artificial t usmg the
ynce t (please tlck)

Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal to

develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

@A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only
c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

j} \r\AS been o el Ased

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

O Option 2 = No — | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy?
D’(e:u O No

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for

2016/17” (use extra pages if necesszy)
[ /4;0

/ﬂl Aorf)e, ]0 wnN /’fa//

e Mo \ash \2 aaM-s -

LerlYy She oy -(-au\\\-’\ Tt L\c(

2 S0 QQDP\{, '

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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To:

Submission Form = 'i£%54;

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: m\koaqlol
rYWo\—H'oC/k

Email address: C/ 'GSI’\OW\JO‘U@

xa- o N2

Preferred contact phone number:

O 880354+

Your postal address:

dn.5 MO'CO(

Rol  RO3

Town: ]Q( hwe
How would you prefer to receive correspondence

relating to your submission and the hearings?:
Q{Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 19 May? if yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

D/present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
O an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’'s
e-newsletter

Page 54
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Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

EZ( Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

[0 Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

E(Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.



Providing a replacement multi-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-out. (please tick)

Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

D/Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 — Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

O Option 2 — No — | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with Council’s proposed
addition to Council’s rates remission
policy?

O Yes O No

What other issues would you like Council

to consider as part of its planning for
2016/17? (use extra pages if necessary)

\

Diocesan School e Mok (®)
b. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to ( ‘ C
Rangitikei College only !
dongerous -blind (ornecs,
c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga J . k
Tawa Diocesan School only Corfogran OM AN { nMUCHhS

]

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to I "\0\/6 a Shﬁ()“ ear ., mOfe "}{(Jmc

Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

comen £

g. Other: hHe

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

on the road .

Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

NG Y (SR

Email address:

g

/

Preferred contact phone number:

3221485

Your postal address:

San) enee 20

O\

Town: g\l\\-\é

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

O Email KLetter

Would you like to speak to your submissjon at
the hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

Xpresent in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’'s
e-newsletter

;D)fr‘(m I=INI=E
NEWLIG]Y

W

~o

File: "Rp‘(“‘"

—

Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

K Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

XOption 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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BRANGITIHE Li4S
CORNSULTATION ON T

Providing a replacement multi-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-out. (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

0O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

24

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

ﬁ( Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to

retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Sireet Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

Option 2 — No — | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy?

O Yes O No

What other issues would you like Council
io consider as part of its planning for
2016/177? (use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1983

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

OHhiuppa s e R

Email address:

SSTAWe 1 O’D\ﬁ%ﬁn.(@k o (YR

Preferred contact phone Mber:

Cho 68%\%E>q‘

Your postal address:

A OKar Koo

R.o >

Town: /c:“\(o,“y

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
r;l/ﬂing to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 19 May? if yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

E(present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

0O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
%ﬂ individual, or
O on behalf of an crganisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’'s
e-newsletter
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Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

[0 Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

[0 Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

0 Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

‘SZ(Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.



The amount of traffic on Mokai Road, mainly from Mokai Bridge, has increased
due to tourism, farming practices and recreation ie hunting and tramping in the
Ruahine Ranges, Mokai Station been the gateway to this area. As a result there
are several areas where we have safety concerns.

There have been a number of accidents on this road due to the gravel surface,
blind corners and corrugated areas. My accident was closet to Culvert 18 where |
was hit by a vehicle unfamiliar with the road, on a blind corner. At the time | was
towing a horse float with horses on board but luckily it was the ute that sustained
the damage. It was undriveable. It also seems to me that is should be a concern
when towing on a public road that you are required to be in Low Range 4WD
because area’s are too rough and corrugated. The wear and tear on our vehicles
is also very high.

The main areas of concern from a safety point of view are south of Culvert 15, a
stretch of about 3kms, where inside corner becomes corrugated about a week
after grading, then to avoid the corrugations, people drive further out without
good visibility. There have been a number of near misses on this corner. The road
is also rough on approaches to narrow bridges. There are two of these in this
area.

Culvert 25. A Corrugated area which is narrow and when going downhill easy to
lose some control of vehicle.

Culvert 26. A blind steep narrow corner, which also cuts up very quickly following
grading.

As residents living on this road we all have safety concerns, especially now we are
told we are on a 3 month turnaround for grading. In the past the grader,
especially in the summer, has been required every 4 to 6 weeks.

A number of families also have inexperienced teenage drivers now driving on this
road.

Submission From Pip Stalker
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Rangitikei College

20 Bredins Line, Marton 4710, NZ

5 May 2016
Towards Higher Things

Ross McNeil
Chief Executive

Rangitikei District Council

Private Bag
Mal‘ton ] " MAY ’w
| o HJPm— SN ..................
File: \"Ap""’f .......
Dear Ross Doc: ..... lb An JQ

Annual Plan Submission 2016/17
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission in relation to the District’s 2016 Annual Plan.

The Board and Management at Rangitikei College would like to thank Rangitikei District Council for their
ongoing contribution to the welfare of students at Rangitikei College. This is evident in the unfettered
support we have from your Mayor and Councillors, in a number of public engagements, support from
your fantastic team in the Pathways Programme for Education and Youth, and increasingly, exploration
of opportunities to share the resources and expertise sitting inside our respective teams.

We recognised at a community level some years ago, that the success of our community was dependent
on the success of the college, and vice versa. It is our view that we have come a tremendously long way
in a very short period of time, and we are excited at the opportunity to share our success with you in the
upcoming hearings for the Annual Plan.

We have a number of specific items we wish to comment on, and we look forward to engaging with your
Councillors at the upcoming hearings in more detail on these matters.

Multisport Turf Facilities in Marton Township

It will be clear from the fantastic coverage this project has had over the past few weeks, and our
engagement with large sectors of the local community, that there is strong support for the above
project. We have been working closely with Nga Tawa school to build projects that are complementary
to one another and that will provide for the needs of youth within the Rangitikei Community, at a level
they need, that is not currently available. It is very pleasing to be able to present two distinct projects
that so clearly benefit the community.

For Rangitikei College, the approximately $450,000 turf will provide for hockey, tennis, basketball,
netball and football with quality facilities suitable for both training and competition within the Rangitikei
Community. The school has worked hard over a number of years to secure funding for the project, and
it seeks funding from the Council, charitable funders and a lot of sweat equity from our local community
in order to bring the project to fruition in the Spring of 2016. If we can commission this project with
support from the District Council, including the insurance pay out for the flood-struck Centennial Park
Courts, and an additional contribution across the community of $100,000, this project will happen.

www.rangitikeicollege.school.nz ¢ Ph: +64 6 327 707229%40Fax: +64 6 327 8287 « admin@rangitikeicollege.school.nz



It will mean that our southern Rangitikei community will have a high standard facility (with
unencumbered access) available, free of charge to the entire community,. 1t will allow us to introduce
the many hundreds of students in our local vicinity to training and competition facilities that are simply
not available to them at present. We do not pretend that this is the sole answer to an active healthy
community. The drive and passion of so many parents and voluntary coaches, along with our ability to
transport communities all over the district and region, not to mention the fantastic national level
resource that Nga Tawa is developing, is a true measure of the leadership we must show to provide for
the needs of the young people we are charged with caring for.

Funding for Youth Services

The District Council has our school community’s total support for its efforts to maintain partnerships
and relationships for the benefit of our most vulnerable young people and their families. While there
will be sections of the community that may doubt the value of expenditure away from hard
infrastructure, we know the enormous benefit that comes from investing in our youth.

Specifically, our school community supports council’s proposal to maintain the Marton Youth Club,
sustain its existing programmes and grow the opportunities for older youth. The high school strongly
supports funding from the district council for this service and will support the district in any way it can to
secure the external funding, which is essential for the maintenance of the current programme.
Rangitikei College has been an active participant in this space for some years and will continue to do so
alongside the district council. There is a desperate (almost impossible) challenge for our community
leadership to meet the needs of our most vulnerable youth, and we are committed to being alongside
you in this space.

Exploring Shared Services

Over a number of years the college and district council have talked about the opportunity for shared
services, or single contracting opportunities, where there is a clear benefit. It is our view that we need
to explore those opportunities alongside the district council over the next financial year. For example,
the integrated use of swimming pool complexes, year-round swimming opportunities for our youth,
grounds and infrastructure management, use of school facilities for emergency management purposes,
are good examples of programmes where we could explore both efficiency gains, or improvements in
the quality of services we offer our community.

Again, we welcome the opportunity to work alongside the district council. We are hugely grateful of the
support we get from the council team, and look forward to your ongoing support in order that we can
continue to do great things within the southern Rangitikei.

7

Tony Booker, Principal Greg Carlyon, Chair, Board of Trustees
Rangitikei College Rangitikei College

www.rangitikeicollege.school.nz ¢ Ph: +64 6 327 7028298 8% ax: +64 63278287 « admin@rangitikeicollege.school.nz



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL

CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

Lhecea Symés

Email address:

Sqnaes&e[zec@@zfézﬁm- sHheol-ng
Preferred contact phone number:

Q71d76Q4 56

Your postal address:

65 Terrin /S doay E794/

Lo /r

Town: /<. /r

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

B Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

O present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
n individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

PE((\J[MHU/;:
MEWIEI g

05 MAY 2016

A-AP- -4
Doc: 16..02.3 1 U

Should Council continue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops — with a
50% external funding contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton Youth
Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — even if there was no external funding
contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to provide
the current after-school and school holiday
programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council delivering
youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial
turf facility in Marion using the insurance
pay-out. (please tick)

B/O/ptien 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the

$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College.

[0 Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating the
Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used to
help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Gptions — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
_ development:

/ a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to

./ Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 tc Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

I. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

Q

e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

i

A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
into the roading reserve

O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the purchase of
the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton
as the site for Council’s administration and
library services?

[0 Option 1 — Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two preferred
locations in the Town centre Plan for Marton’s
civic centre.

O Option 2 — No — | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition to
Council’s rates remission policy?

[ Yes 0 No

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/177
(use exira pages if necessary)

Privacy Act 1883

Please note that submissions are public information. The
content on this form including your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public
as part of the decision making process. Your submission will
only be used for the purpose of the annual plan process.
The information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access and correct any personal information included in any
reports, information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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‘Submitter details (please print clearly):

Yourname: Lorgeg—{ S~masvsis

Email address: moo\o‘o\fw{ D owHopk-om

Preferred contact phone number:

O2\D 40 00)

Your postal address:

S Grey S$SHaese

Town: ™ 5210

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

3£mail O Letter
Would you like to speak to your submission at

the hearings being held on 19 May? If yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

[G/present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
O an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

P r1pii mzn

Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don'’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

‘?\._s ASE_ SEeEF_ BIAIpneD

WO ES

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?

(please tick) <y MOZS

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

E(Option 2 — | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2016/2017

Providing a replacement multi-sport Should Council increase the sum
artificial turf facility in Marton using the transferred into the roading reserve

insurance pay-out. (please tick
e (P ) "Y(Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading

develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning reserve
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei . ) ) )
College. O Option 2 — | think Council should increase

the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating $400,000

the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park. . .
Should Council proceed with the

Do you have an alternative option? purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
freoexs Sres Broadway/High Street Marton as the site

D e MTEL for Council’s administration and library
M TIDCHE s ) ~
services? < .. ,ohg5
O Option 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

E(Option 2 — No — | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy?

O Yes ' No
Options — | support the following option as . . .
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf What other issues would you like Council
development: to consider as part of its planning for

2016/177? (use extra pages if necessary)
a. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to :
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa Ses NOIES .
Diocesan School

b. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa Privacy Act 1993

Diocesan School Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to information and submission will be made available to
Rangitikei College only the media and public as part of the decision making

process. Your submission will only be used for the
f. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga purpose of the annual plan process. The information

Tawa Diocesan School only will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
g. Other: 9\ £ oNL S any personal information included in any reports,

information or submissions.

o rate-funded contribution to either school 6 May 2016.

@ Submissions close at midday on Friday,

24
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Annual Plan 2016/2017 — Submission Notes to accompany form
By Robert Snijders, 5 Grey Street, Marton email:moolookiwi@outlook.com

1)  Should Council continue to invest in youth development, and if so, to what
extent? — alternative option

Youth Club(s) should conduct their own fundraising and the Council could then match dollar
for dollar up to a set maximum. Fundraising could follow the good work done at Centennial
Park.

Applications for external funding should continue. Object is to help the youth learn the
value of money and engage with the public. The structure could be easily developed with
the current youth organisation.

2)  Should Council construct a new amenity block in Taihape Memorial Park? -
notes

The terms of the loan should be stated and how long the ratepayer will go on paying this
facility. Proper information should be given about the long term impact on rates. Is there
any fundraising by the user groups and if so where are they at, a public exhibition would be
the best forum.

3) Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-out. — alternative option

Council should organise the removal of the flood damaged surface and grass the area with
the insurance payout. There will be money left which can go towards enhancing the facilities
at Centennial Park including the addition of public toilets alongside the netball clubrooms.
These should be clearly seen from the road. Once the enhancements are complete, user
groups will be responsible for their upkeep.

If there is any money left, that should go to the Youth Club.

4) Should a ratepayer contribution be used to help fund the artificial turf? —
alternative option

Again, like the Youth Club, the College(s) should engage with the public and fundraise. As a
result there would be better community participation rather than being forced to donate
through their rates. We would also see dollar for dollar got to the facility. A public exhibition
should be instigated.
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Annual Plan 2016/2017 — Submission Notes to accompany form
By Robert Snijders, 5 Grey Street, Marton email:moolookiwi@outlook.com

5) Should Council proceed with the purchase of the
Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams properties on Broadway/High
Street Marton as the site for Council’s administration and library
services? - alternative option

The council should redevelop their existing site. The CBD does not need a building only open from
8.30am to 5pm Monday to Friday except public holidays with a couple of hours on Saturday for the
library. It needs small retail units, additional eateries(themed) and other leisure uses. All open 24/7.

Work could begin a year. If we wait for a council building town will be closed.

If, as it appears, Council is committed to purchasing the buildings, they should vested in a Civic Trust
as a kick start to redeveloping the town centre. Fund raising could be easily hung off the back of the
proposal.

Art Deco Napier attracts 10s of millions of tourist dollars through the retention of its heritage
buildings. They are also earthquake prone but we do not see whole sale demolition. Even Hastings
are saving their theatre.

6) Do you agree with the proposed addition to Council’s rates remission policy? —
alternative option

Council need to address how rates are assigned to various types of property. It may be that
someone rich is living in a low value property with disproportionally high rates. If they are
on low income then there are means to get a rebate through the DIA.

7)  Other issues.

Council should install a time management system so that staff hours are correctly accounted
for.

Councillors should also consider visiting ratepayers to discuss concerns and or ideas.
Currently, ratepayers are apathetic which can be seen by the falling number of submitters
during consultations.
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your nam[e:
Xerch Mt
Email address: _/

Sarrldssrebacverd . con
N

Preferred contact phone number:

ozl 187 9ZE

Your postal address:

@ SKQ/ e $+

'y
Merfons

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relajing to your submission and the hearings?:

Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at the
hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do you wish
to (please tick):

present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

[ dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

gre/w;u writing this submission as:
an individual, or
O on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation:

DIEEEIER

AEGENVED
05 MAY 2016
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To:
FilO: ceeerresrrasssnsess e
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Shom'cgﬁﬁéﬂ ‘ontinue to invest in youth
development, and if so, to what extent?
(please tick)

B{ption 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
developing the Marton Youth Club and Taihape
Youth Club into Youth One Stop Shops — with a
50% external funding contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton Youth
Club and Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — even if there was no external funding
contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to provide
the current after-school and school holiday
programmes in Marton and Taihape, while
acknowledging Council may not secure long-term
funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council delivering
youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal of
constructing a new amenity block in Memorial
Park, conditional on $100,000 being funded from
external agencies.

O Option 2 — | do not support Council’s proposal
but do support further consideration of
refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.
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Providing a replacement multi-sport artificial
turf facility in Marton using the insurance
pay-out. (please tick)

E/Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning the

$100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei College.

O Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating the
Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

?

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used to
help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

@ A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

f. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

h. No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum transferred
into the roading reserve

O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

E/Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the purchase of
the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams
properties on Broadway/High Street Marton
as the site for Council’s administration and
library services?

E{ption 1 - Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two preferred
locations in the Town centre Plan for Marton’s
civic centre.

O Option 2 -~ No — | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition to

g?wﬁ:il’s rates remission policy?
Yes O No

What other issues would you like Council to
consider as part of its planning for 2016/17?
(use extra pages if necessary) J
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Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information. The
content on this form including your personal information and
submission will be made available to the media and public
as part of the decision making process. Your submission will
only be used for the purpose of the annual plan process.
The information will be held by the Rangitikei District
Council, 46 High Street, Marton. You have the right to
access and correct any personal information included in any
reports, information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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SARAH
MCVERRY

Sarah McVerry
COMMUNICATIONS

9 Skerman St

Marton

Submission on Annual Plan 2016/17

SPORTS TURF DEVELOPMENTS + TOWN CENTRE

In my completed submission form I have supported

e Assigning the Centennial Park insurance pay-out of $100,000 to Rangitikei College’s development
of a multi-sport turf facility

* A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to both Rangitikei College and Nga Tawa for their
respective sports turf developments

e Purchase of Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams properties for a new Civic Centre.

The reason why I support these mitiatives is that I believe they can lead to a revival of the town and its
main street. [ believe this should be considered important to all Councillors because growing
Marton’s population and promoting more business activity will ultimately spread the rate burden
across more Ratepayers.

When I grew up just out of Marton it was our family’s sporting destination for competitions in
everything - tennis, hockey, netball, cricket, rugby, badminton, athletics and swimming - they were just
a few of the sports we played to a competitive level in Marton.

Today if your child wants to compete or be coached to a high standard in all these sports, except
swimming in summer, you are forced to travel out of town to Feilding, Palmerston North or
Wanganui. There are either no facilities or sub standard facilities and because so many people are
travelling out of town, there are not enough coaches to support these sports. You will be well aware,
that when parents begin taking their children out of town for sport they spend their money in those
places instead of Marton. After all, it makes sense to drop the kids at a sports practise for an hour and
go to the supermarket for the weekly shopping, or meet a friend for coffee or even just fill up the car
with petrol.

A multi-sport facility at Rangitike1 College coupled with the Nga Tawa turf will do several important
things to turn this situation around:

e It will provide a hub in our community where kids can begin and progress in their sporting
journey

o It will help sports to attract coaches because the facilities are modern and user friendly

* It will mean the >250 Rangitikei hockey players currently travelling out of town for practise or
games in winter will buy groceries, hot drink or tank of petrol in Marton

1of2
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e It will give a clear signal to the visitors that Marton is going ahead and investing in its future
generations.

I congratulate the Council on finally taking the brave move to move your administration and the
library into the town centre. You will read and hear many, many submissions questioning the move,
the high costs and the loss of the buildings. As a history graduate I'm greatly saddened by the fate of
these buildings and I trust that you will investigate any opportunities to preserve their historic
architecture. As your plans evolve it will be very important to communicate clearly to the community
so that we understand your vision of this civic centre and the role it will play in Marton township.

However, the empty dilapidated Post Office Building at the opposite end of town is living proof of
what will happen to Marton if you do not build this Civic Centre. Absentee owners do not have a
vested interest in our town, when development gets too hard, they give up. It’s time for Rangitikei
District Council to invest in the township and encourage others to follow its lead. I urge the Council
to consider adding purchase and demolition of the Post Office building at the northern end of town
to this Civic Centre plan. This area would make an ideal green space in the centre of town. I am
certain if you do both these things investment from outside parties will follow close behind.

Towns like Marton, Hunterville and Tathape are poised to take advantage of their tranquility and
setting 1n this technological age. Thanks to technology so many jobs today can be done from
anywhere. We will attract more of these mobile/connected workers and business people out of cities
and more crowded provinces, provided we are seen to be going ahead and ivesting in our towns and

facilities.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sarah McVerry

I sarah@sarahmcverry.co.nz
W sarahmcverry.co.nz

P 027 287 9136

H 327 6872
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Marton Saracens
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Rangitikei District Council & S~ SARACENS CRICKET
Marton iy -@p-l -y ;

DOC: ... 16 J!)J-J

6 May 2016

RE: Submissions for Annual Plan 2016/2017

Thank you for the opportunity to make submissions on the Annual Plan. Please find
our submission form attached.

We are the only sports club in the Marton area that competes in a premier
competition. We feel it is important that sport maintains a presence in the
community. We feel it is important for the Council to support that.

Firstly we wish to indicate our support for option 1 in regards to the artificial turf
facility in Marton. We have funding to replace our current practice nets. These nets
were damaged in the 2004 floods and also intrude on our playing area at Centennial
Park. The site of the previous turf, damaged during the June 2015 floods would
make an ideal site for our new practice nets. We had initially proposed the old
Centennial Park Bowling Club green. This is now being used as a community
garden. The old turf site would be more convenient for our members however given
its proximity to our facilities.

Secondly, we would also like the Council to consider the maintenance and
improvement of the Centennial Park playing surface. Our Club has raised significant
sums of money and put in significant hours to improving the ground. As well as
playing on it ourselves, it has attracted representative fixtures and hosts a lot of our
junior cricket. It has the potential to attract high level cricket fixtures to Marton more
frequently. The quality of the playing surface however is holding the ground back in
that respect. Safety has become an issue. In order to level the playing surface and
re sow the ground, Council staff have insisted on excessively costly options. We
have come across the same barrier when discussing the installation of a better
quality and more efficient ground watering system. We are willing to work with the
Council to find a cost effective solution.

We thank you for the opportunity to make these submissions.

Regards
MARTON SARACENS CRICKET CLUB

Scott Oliver
Secretary,

Marton Saracens Cricket Club
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

LT’

Your name:

9.8

Email address: 800#@ e,/\W'CD")Z

Preferred contact phone number:
OLF 353864

Your postal address:

Town: MMTON

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
\:Iating to your submission and the hearings?:
Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 16 May? If yes, do

\ygou wish to (please tick):
present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

0O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
\g an individual, or
on behalf of an organisation
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation: ummw ?\MA\N
O

Cracmem C;.»b \Ncmmm-;u.

g
S cesM A,

Position:

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’s
e-newsletter
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Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops - with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops - even if there was no
external funding contribution

O Option 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don't support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 - | do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.



Providing a replacement multi-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the

»\i;surance pay-out. (please tick)
Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning

the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

O Option 2 - | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

b. Arate-funded contribution of $100.000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. Arate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

P

A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

g. Other:

=

No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

O Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 — Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

OO0 Option 2 — No — | don't think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with the proposed addition
to Council’s rates remission policy?

O Yes O No

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2016/177? (use extra pages if necessary)

ﬂmmfj

XD [MPROVING

Rex.

Privacy Act 1993 :
Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports.
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Submission to the Rangitikei District Council Annual Plan
Steffan Browning MP — Green Party

This submission requests that the Rangitikei District Council phase out the use of glyphosate and similar based
herbicides from its streets, playgrounds and parks.

Glyphosate was listed by the World Health Organisation last year as a probable carcinogen, and glyphosate based
herbicides have been shown to have other negative health and environmental effects, raising concern for
community and worker health, and possible liability issues. Effective non-toxic alternatives to glyphosate based
herbicides are increasingly being used by councils.

Consideration of the negative effects of herbicides in the environment must be a clear part of the council’s Long
Term Plan, especially at a time when science validating community concerns is increasingly available. The Annual
Plan process is an appropriate and quick way of ensuring urgent changes needed for improved community wellbeing.

Tourism — Clean green 100% Pure Aotearoa New Zealand branding is an important component of the success of
tourism to your region and New Zealand generally. However roadside, playground and park spraying is contrary to
that image, with many tourists surprised to see what appears to be a cavalier attitude to agrichemical use here,
especially in urban areas. Many countries have already severely restricted use of glyphosate based herbicides in
urban areas, with some banning all uses. In fact, this April, the European Parliament called for a ban on all uses of
glyphosate-based herbicides in private and public green areas, including spraying in and around public parks,
playgrounds and gardens.

Christchurch City Council also recently voted to stop the use of glyphosate based herbicides in all areas open to the
public. While that doesn’t go as far as many overseas jurisdictions, or ensure full community safety from the
herbicide, it is an appropriate move for a local authority to take when a threat to community, worker, and
environmental health is recognised.

Continued use of glyphosate and similar based herbicides in your region, especially in urb ejas,\lf 3 %teﬂgﬂl risk
NS
for the community, workers and for the tourism brand. N)|g(MIG| N

[

MU \U }]l |_[ 'El U)

Significant scientific evidence has shown that: 05 MAY 2016
L VIAT LUIL
- G bt S
1. Glyphosate affects bacteria’s response to antibiotics L [c Ol
Eile \ 1&% ,,,,, ',) ,?.,
2. Glyphosate damages hormones and is a probable carcinogen Doc: B 5.0 B VX 2

3. Glyphosate is often combined in weed killers with other active ingredients that are more toxic to animals
and people than glyphosate by itself

4. When it enters waterways, glyphosate harms fish and other aquatic animals
5. Glyphosate negatively affects the natural behaviour of bees, causing them to forget where their hives are
6. Glyphosate leaches into groundwater

7. We don’t know what a safe level of glyphosate is, as it has never been assessed by regulators at sub-lethal

levels.

Supportive evidence can be found in my commissioned 44 page heavily referenced report; Glyphosate: No
Safe Level 2016 report

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/beachheroes/pages/1997/attachments/original/1455059707/Glyp
hosate Report 10-02.pdf
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and summarised in an unreferenced; Two-page overview of glyphosate

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/beachheroes/pages/1997/attachments/original/1453085529/Spray
free-2pager-formatied.pdf

Although an zlternative strategy need not be more expensive, a full proposition on why Councils and
contractors should consider more than purely immediate economic measures in deciding on weed
management measures is in my document; Paradigm Shift: The Rationale for Chemical Free Weed Control

found at

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/beachheroes/pages/1997/attachments/original/1456438338/Para
digm Shift v5.pdf

Usefully some Alternatives to glyphosate for councils covers options effectively available now.

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/beachheroes/pages/1997/attachments/original/1453071596/Alter
natives for Councils.pdf

| wish to appear before the Council to present further on this submission.

Steffan Browning MP | Green Party of Aotearoa New Zealand
Spekesperson for Organics, GE, Pesticides, Safe Food, Biosecurity

Room 15.06 | Bowen House | Parliament Buildings | Wellington
Whare Paremata | Te Whanganui-a-Tara | 6160 | Wellington

P: +64 (0)4 8176717 | M™: 021804 2231 F: +64 (0)4 472 6003
E: steffan.browning@parliament.govt.nz

W: www.greens.ord.nz

Authorised by Steffan Browning, Parliament Buildings, Wellington.

The information contained in this email is intended for the named recipient only. It may contain privileged material or
information in confidence and if vou are not the intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute or take any action in reliance
on it. Ifvou have received this email in ervor please notify us immediately by telephone (04 817-6717) or by return email.

%% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
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925Mokai Road RD3 Taihape ., i~ P° (=i
Ph:06 388 0354 Cell: 027 279 7037 Doc: 100?0
Email: fishaway@xtra.co.nz Website: www.tarata.co.nz

Re Submission for Annual Plan 2016/2017
27.04.2016

Mokai Road not growing with increased trtaffic.

We would like the council to consider upgrading sections of Mokai Road because it is dangerous and there have
already been accidents.

We live at 925 Mokai Road and we operate an accommodation Homestay called Tarata Fishaway. We also offer
scenic rafting and guided fishing on the Rangitikei River which involves many trips on Mokai Road and towing a
trailer with the rafts

This season we have accommodated 1200 people, many from overseas. This has involved 120 fishing and or scenic
rafting trips and guests travelling on a road they are not familiar with. This involves pick up and drop off of rafts and
vehicles using Mokai Road.

Our main concern is the safety aspect on the road especially south of the culvert 17 to the bungy bridge.

The corrugations are so bad at times that people will use the wrong side of the road.

Our daughter whom was employed by us was involved in an accident with a farm worker on the corner above our
property (culvert 27).

The corner above the culvert 27 is also a blind comer and there have been some close calls. If it was to be a stock
truck and a car meeting on this comer, the outcome could be fatal. The bluffs are also a real concern as there is just
not a lot of room.

Towing our caravan is sometimes just out of the question due to the corrugations. Wear and tear on our vehicles is a
continuing expense because of the road condition and the time between grading.

We feel the road is not growing with the increasing traffic and it is dangerous.

Stephen and Trudi Mattock
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Submission FOrm Doc ..........................................

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name: Skfph{)n Oﬁd
Trud: Mattock

Email address:

-
l’lSl’WQw ay @ ku LIV

Preferred contact phone number:

Ob 3880351

Your postal address:

q25 I’ho‘—’\ai

; T

Rd. RNz

Town: T_-O\\ \’Wotpe

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:

D’Email O Letter

Would you like to speak to your submission at
the hearings being held on 19 May? if yes, do
you wish to (please tick):

IB/present in person in Marton at the Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from the Taihape Council
Chamber

O dial in via skype from another location (please
provide skype details)

Are you writing this submission as:
W an individual, or
M on behalf of an organisation

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide
details:

Organisation: _Ta(‘a-la Hquawa\/
/

Position: Dwne«g

O yes | would like to subscribe to Council’'s
e-newsletter

Page 78

.......................

Should Council continue to invest in
youth development, and if so, to what
extent? (please tick)

O Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of developing the Marton Youth Club and
Taihape Youth Club into Youth One Stop
Shops — with a 50% external funding
contribution

O Option 2 — | support developing the Marton
Youth Club and Taihape Youth Club into
Youth One Stop Shops — even if there was no
external funding contribution

dOption 3 — | prefer Council continue to
provide the current after-school and school
holiday programmes in Marton and Taihape,
while acknowledging Council may not secure
long-term funding to cover part of the costs.

O Option 4 — No | don’t support Council
delivering youth services.

Do you have an alternative option?

Should Council construct a new amenity
block in Taihape Memorial Park?
(please tick)

Option 1 — Yes | support Council’s proposal
of constructing a new amenity block in
Memorial Park, conditional on $100,000 being
funded from external agencies.

O Option 2 — [ do not support Council’s
proposal but do support further consideration
of refurbishing facilities in the grandstand.



Providing a replacement multi-sport
artificial turf facility in Marton using the
insurance pay-out. (please tick)

O Option 1 - Yes | support Council’s proposal to
develop turf facilities in Marton by assigning
the $100,000 insurance pay-out to Rangitikei
College.

E?'Option 2 — | support the option of reinstating
the Council’s hockey turf at Centennial Park.

Do you have an alternative option?

A TF

Should a ratepayer contribution be used
to help fund the artificial turf?
(please circle preferred option)

Options — | support the following option as
the ratepayer contribution towards the turf
development:

a. A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College and $100,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

@ A rate-funded contribution of $100,000 to
Rangitikei College only

c. Arate-funded contribution of $100,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

d. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College and $50,000 to Nga Tawa
Diocesan School

e. A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to
Rangitikei College only

—h

A rate-funded contribution of $50,000 to Nga
Tawa Diocesan School only

Other:

@

@No rate-funded contribution to either school

Should Council increase the sum
transferred into the roading reserve

O Option 1 — | agree with Council’s proposal to
retain the $200,000 transfer to the roading
reserve

,¢l Option 2 — | think Council should increase
the sum transferred to the roading reserve to
$400,000

Should Council proceed with the
purchase of the Cobbler/Davenport/
Abraham & Williams properties on
Broadway/High Street Marton as the site
for Council’s administration and library
services?

O Option 1 — Yes — | think this is appropriate
given these sites were one of the two
preferred locations in the Town centre Plan for
Marton’s civic centre.

EZ(Option\Z — No — | don’t think Council should
take this opportunity and should concentrate
on strengthening and upgrading its existing
administration and library buildings

Do you agree with Council’s proposed
addition to Council’s rates remission

policy? T
O Yes O No Do fenrois

What other issues would you like Council
to consider as part of its planning for
2016/17? (use extra pages if necessary)
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Privacy Act 1993

Please note that submissions are public information.
The content on this form including your personal
information and submission will be made available to
the media and public as part of the decision making
process. Your submission will only be used for the
purpose of the annual plan process. The information
will be held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct
any personal information included in any reports,
information or submissions.

Submissions close at midday on Friday,
6 May 2016.
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Samantha Whitcombe

From: Tj Matthews <xtr665019@xtra.co.nz>

Sent: Friday, 6 May 2016 7:00 a.m.

To: Annual Plan

Subject: Draft Annual Plan 16-17 Submission T J Matthews
Attachments:

Hi Rangitikei Policy people
Please find attached a copy of my submission to this year's Annual Plan. File: L= ‘()J{b,

The cost is proposed to be shared between Rangitikei and Wanganui Districts and would come
out of the Minor Safety Improvements budget of Roading expenditure.

Please note there are 2 files attached, as the site diagram is a separate page for clarity. | will
probably be able to speak to this if it is close in timing to the Federated Farmers submission, for
which | am likely to be co-presenting.

Please acknowledge you have received this submission, in case the internet lets me down.
Kind regards

Tim Matthews

316 Ohaumoko Road,

R.D.7
Wanganui 4577
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ANNUAL PLAN SUBMISSION

Rangitikei District Council

Subject: Land Transport
Issue: Minor Safety Improvements
Location: Wyley’s Bridge — Intersection of Kauangaroa

Road and Mangamahu Road

Problem: Loss of Heavy Trailer Parking after renewal
of Wyley’s Bridge

Wyley's Bridge was replaced with a new longer arch structure immediately downstream of
the previous suspension bridge during 2015. The new eastern approaches are
approximately 15 m downstream and 10 m closer to Kauangaroa Road, and have eliminated
the previous parking and turning area downstream of the old bridge. That area was used for
car and heavy trailer parking, and for school bus (primary and secondary school students)
transfers. A Totalspan bus shelter was erected there about 7 years ago for weather
protection.

The bus shelter was relocated to the northern edge of the old sealed eastern approach after
the new bridge was finished, but that area is more congested when cars are dropping off or
picking up students, because the area is much smaller than existed previously. There is
also no room for heavy trailers to be parked while trucks are loading part loads on either the
Wanganui or Rangitikei roads inland of this intersection.

A possible solution is to provide a hard-standing area beside Kauangaroa Road , on the
eastern side upstream from the existing intersection signpost, which incidentally has not
been moved downstream to the new intersection point. The existing water-table would need
to be piped underneath the new surface to gain the 3 or 4 metre width needed to
accommodate trailers off the carriageway, and the hard standing would need to be 30 to 40
m long to allow manoeuvring space in front of the trailer itself. There is already some
additional seal added for turning vehicles, as the turn on to the new single lane bridge is
relatively tight, especially for semi-trailers. Additional sealed width would improve heavy
combination vehicle access onto the bridge approaches and reduce the chance of damaging
the corrugated steel barrier forming the new bridge approach. This plan would avoid the
need to take any neighbouring land to achieve a safe outcome.

Placing heavy trailers on the eastern side of Kauangaroa Road allows drivers to have a clear
view of both bridge traffic (which is only single lane) and Kauangaroa Road traffic
approaching the intersection, which was previously obscured if a full height trailer was
parked beside the bridge. The bridge itself provides a low speed environment, but
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Kauangaroa Road is a 100 km/h zone with up to 800 vehicle movements per day, and is
also the detour route if S H 3 is closed between the Turakina and Whangaehu rivers.

Efficient use of stock trucks, which form a significant portion of the heavy vehicle movements
locally, requires loads to be aggregated from different farms in the area, which may be either
side of the Whangaehu River. As new longer but more economic HCV truck and trailer
combinations are introduced which carry in excess of 800 lambs, more splitting of trucks will
occur. Also older bridge’s weight restrictions will also require trans-shipping of loads to fully
utilise HCV units efficiently over the rest of the roading network. NZTA and Councils will
need to work with the Road Transport Association to identify other intersections or places
where trailers can be safely left or recoupled, to maximise efficient use of vehicles and
minimise “dead” or unloaded running. Perhaps a Council or NZTA Policy is needed District-
wide to provide these areas, as most Districts will need less than 5 or 10 to achieve safe
outcomes.

There is also some need for trimming of tree vegetation around the area to improve visibility
for vehicles exiting the new bridge, and south of the signpost to allow manouvering of trucks
when parking their trailers. Signage indicating the trailer park would be useful for non-local
truck operators, who use the area less often.

The two main local stock-truck operators have indicated a need for this facility.

The proposed facility would be used equally by heavy traffic users of both Rangitikei and
Wanganui roads, given this is a major intersection between the Mangamahu Valley,
Wanganui (and Fordell saleyards) and Hunterville. My proposal is for the cost to be shared
equally between the districts, even though the bridge renewal was funded on a different
basis.

Tim Matthews
Meat & Fibre Chairman
Wanganui Province of Federated Farmers

Ph 06 342 7783 or 027 272 2308

Note: Site Diagram attached as separate file.
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Diagram 1 Kauangaroa Road/Mangamahu Road Intersection at Wyley’s Bridge
Intersection Improvements to Accommodate Heavy Trailer Park

; N

New Wyley’s Bridge

/ Nick Tripe — “Wharekai”

School Bus Shelter-
Old bridge approach

KAUANGAROA ROAD

4

NEW TRAILER PARK

SIGN-POST-To be moved
south-west for clearance

Hardstanding between fence and
carriageway for heavy vehicle movements

Water-table piped
under new surface

Peter Cullen-“Okirae” Dairy Farm

NOTE:  Diagram not to scale
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Submission Form

Submitter details (please print clearly):

Your name:

Email address: ()acol . £ cn & X')?‘m Co. N2

Preferred contact phone number:

027 Ri6 3775

Your postal address:

Fo b 2373

Maeton

Town:

How would you prefer to receive correspondence
relating to your submission and the hearings?:
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