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Date Submitted 24/03/17 22/03/17 
Your name Naomi Maclean Ann-Maree Manson-Petherick 

Email address naomi.maclean1681@gmail.com  principal@saintjos.school.nz  
Preferred contact phone number 211805941 06 388 0531 or 0275179915 
Your postal address 2 Kakapo Place P.O.Box 192 Taihape 
Town Taihape Taihape 
Preferred mode to communicate email email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual Organisation 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: Saint Josephs School 
Position: Principal 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre 

Sale of surplus properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. 
Marton Civic Centre 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park Option 1 Option 1 

Give us your alternative proposal location. new amenities block where the old toilets are 

Taihape Pool Upgrade Option 1 Option 1 

Toilets Option 1 

Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

New Zealand is an island nation with some of the most magnificent waterways in the world. Water is life and in New Zealand, its our way of life, but it 
also takes life. If the council choose to not upgrade the Taihape pools you are will be taking away the opportunity for children to learn to swim in this 
area. Not all families have the capability and or means to drive out of town for a service such as this. NZ has a high percentage of drownings every 
year. In 2016 81 people died, in 2015 113 people died and in 2014 90 people died. This is serious stuff, we are all parents and or grandparents want to 
know that we have set our children up to be safe and survive in the water. 
I know that currently in Taihape we have the opportunity to prepare our children to be safe in the water. I know that students from our school swim 
extremely well and that they take every opportunity that is provided for them at the pools. If there was the needed upgrade and the pools were open 
all year I know that they would utilise this more. Coming from outside of Taihape I know that schools dont have the same access to swimming 
instructors like we do in Taihape and I do not think the council realises how good the programs that are run here are. 	I also believe that if the facility 
had this very much needed upgrade and was able to be open all year that this would be more utilised as well. The students in our school swim as well 
as those from other areas who have access to swimming all year round and we do not want to have this opportunity lost for our children. We have 
some excellent swimmers in this area and this is thanks to the availability of the pool and the excellent lessons that can be had here. 

The importance of swimming lessons for water safety cant be overstated. Everyone and especially children should be able to swim. The health benefits 
of swimming are numerous. It trains the cardiovascular system, is a low-impact exercise and a great whole body workout. It is an alternative to 
running, and is much easier on your childrens joints because there isnt that constant foot to cement impact. 
There are also several psychological benefits of swimming. 	A swim session at the pool relaxes the mind, uplifts the spirit and is also often an occasion 
for social contacts. Besides this, swimming is also a recreational activity to have with friends and when its hot outside. Being able to swim opens up a 
lot of recreational possibilities that wouldnt be safe to practice otherwise: surfing, kayaking, boat fishing. A swimming workout is a great total body 
workout, strengthening everything from the core to the legs to the arms. Swimming is for everyone, both young and old. This activity is something 
that lasts a lifetime and you can always improve at it! Please ensure that we are able to expose the children in Taihape to swimming so that they can 
continue to enjoy this throughout the rest of their lives! What a gift! 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Parts of Taihapes footpaths have been upgraded, 
which was fantastic for our town but for the 
amount of time and money spent on these I 
believe they could have been done a little safer 
for this community. When wet they are 
dangerous and I have seen many people nearly 
slip over or have taken a fall because of this. 
Outside New World especially has had many 
disastrous falls. The surface perhaps needs to 
have some kind of griping to help stop further 
accidents. I would hate for anyone to be injured 
severely because of something that could have 

How all decisions impact upon the next generation.... 
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15 
Date Submitted 21/03/17 
Your name Ngaire Wishnowsky 

Email address nrwish69@gmail.com  
Preferred contact phone number 06 327 6339 
Your postal address 16 Tennent Court 
Town Marton 4710 
Preferred mode to communicate email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter Yes 
Bulls Community Centre 

Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. 
Marton Civic Centre Option 2 
Why is this your preference? I support demolishing all three buildings and 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Toilets Option 1 

Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

I have not commented on the proposals for Bulls 
and Taihape, as I am not part of those 
communities, and do not feel sufficiently 
informed about these issues. 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Page 2
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Date Submitted 29/03/17 29/03/17 
Your name Melanie Pera alan dickson 
Email address karinz2714@gmail.com  bowlsdicko@xtra.co.nz  
Preferred contact phone number 3274338 
Your postal address 9 oxford street 
Town marton 
Preferred mode to communicate email letter 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre Option 2 
Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes 
Marton Civic Centre option 4 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park option 2 
Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade option 2 
Toilets option 1 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Acknowledged: Page 3
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Date Submitted 28/03/17 27/03/17 
Your name Courtney cashell Edward Joseph Lawton 
Email address courtneycashell@hotmail.co.nz  taicafe@hotmail.com  
Preferred contact phone number 226435904 021-0251-5380 
Your postal address 31b hula street 12 Weka Street 
Town Taihape Taihape 
Preferred mode to communicate letter email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual Organisation 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: Taihape Rugby &amp; Sports Club 
Position: Go To Person-Rugby Manager-Catering Supervisor 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter Yes 
Bulls Community Centre option 1 
Sale of surplus properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes 
Marton Civic Centre option 4 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park option 1 option 1 
Give us your alternative proposal location. Near the park next to pools maybe attached to the pool's building New amenity, near the present public toilets or by the swimming pools, if the old grandstand is to 

be demolished, we need some sort of grandstand 

Taihape Pool Upgrade option 1 option 2 
Toilets option 1 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Acknowledged: Page 4
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Date Submitted 27/03/17 
Your name jodie hardy 
Email address hardyjmh1106@gmail.com  
Preferred contact phone number 220653697 
Your postal address 61 kiwi road 
Town taihape 
Preferred mode to communicate email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre option 2 
Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes 
Marton Civic Centre 2 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park option 2 
Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade option 1 
Toilets option 1 
Alternative location suggestions no idea where Papakai Park is and neither does google but the other locations make sense 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Acknowledged: Page 5
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Date Submitted 3/12/2017 
Your name rebecca wilkinson Hannah Kuriger 
Email address beedoubleyou32@gmail.conn 
Preferred contact phone number 
Your postal address 
Town 
Preferred mode to communicate email email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Organisation 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: Bulls Girl Guides 
Position: Girl Leader 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre option 1 
Sale of surplus properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes 
Marton Civic Centre Option2 
Why is this your preference? Marton needs a central focal point to add some vibrance to the town - it currently looks old and 

tired. There are still plenty of other old facades to keep the character but there is nothing here to 
bring visitors in or make the town a place to be proud of. 

Taihape Memorial Park 
Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 
Toilets 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

New playgrounds/ family areas for all the families in town. Marton has loads of young children and 
a skate park and one cruddy old playground don't really cut it. I have a three year old and a one year 
old and there is nothing for them to play on - a fairy garden right next to the busy main street just 
isn't suitable and Memorial park has been the same for at least 25 years. Can the plunket 
playground be fixed up or a playground built at marton park where there is all that space!? I would 
happily see my rates go to that. 
Also how about curb side recycling like every other town gets? And more rubbish bins around the 
town so litter is not dropped all over the streets. 	PLEASE build a playground close to town 
that is suitable for all the families in town. Memorial park is old and outdated and not suitable for 
younger kids and there is no other playgrounds around so people go out of town to bulls and 
feilding to go to decent parks. 

Page 6
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Date Submitted 3/7/2017 3/6/2017 
Your name Bronwyn Meads Tony Pernthaner 
Email address bronnygm@yahoo.co.nz  pernthanert@hotmail.com  
Preferred contact phone number 273022888 211091599 
Your postal address 696 Parewanui Road R D 1 19 High Str 
Town Bulls Bulls 
Preferred mode to communicate email letter 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre option 1 option 2 
Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision, yes no 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes no 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes no 
Marton Civic Centre Option 3 Option 1 
Why is this your preference? I would like to see the heritage factor remain in the street. I think the facades are a very special 

feature and if they can be retained this would be my preference. 

Taihape Memorial Park Option 2 
Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade Option 2 
Toilets Option 2 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

I am not sure on the swimming spot at Toe Toe Road, I have never heard of it, is this popular, what 
are the numbers swimming dail? 

I strongly feel that the council needs to retain the existing town hall building in Bulls because of its 
historical value and unique original character. 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Bulls Domain: I would like council to hotmix the remainder of the Bulls Domain driveway. This has 
only ever partly been done years ago. The Domain is so well used and is one of the BEST assets of 
the town. Ask yourself this question, if you were to personally own this, would you be happy with a 
half done drive way. There must be money in the reserves to finish this off??. There are pot holes 
on the drive and it is vital this is finally finished. 

80kmph sign on Parewanui Road: I would like Council to reconsider placement of this sign. The 
100kmph comes into play just before the turn off to Riverlands, and before Brandon Hall Road. To 
speed up to 100kmph just before a road that has alot of traffic coming from it, (meatworks) doesn't 
make sense. It would be safer to remain at 80kmph till after these 2 side roads. 

Page 7
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Date Submitted 3/3/2017 3/2/2017 
Your name Dave Scott Madeleine Grove 
Email address dgs.clear@yahoo.com  mgrove@stonnington.vic.gov.au  
Preferred contact phone number 2102589500 0407 557630 Melbourne Australia 
Your postal address 5 Pain Street PO Box 255 Chadstone Centre 
Town Bulls Melbourne Vic 3148 Australia 
Preferred mode to communicate email email 
Speak to submission? present-in-person-in-marton-at-the-council-chamber 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 
Bulls Community Centre option 2 option 2 
Sale of surplus 	properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision, yes yes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. yes yes 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. yes yes 
Marton Civic Centre Option 4 
Why is this your preference? I do not believe that the Rangitikei has the rate base to support major capital development and 

given the population and % use of these buildings, I don't think the cost/benefit stacks up. I support 
all strategies to keep rates down and a 1.7% increase only, is a good achievement. I also consider 
the lost of historical buildings under the guise of earthquake risk, a "knee jerk" over reaction and 
would pay a premium to retain historical buildings as opposed to demolition and re-build 

Taihape Memorial Park 
Give us your alternative proposal location. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade Option 2 
Toilets Option 1 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

Great mechanism for easy feedback. Well done! 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Building on the Bulls precinct development as an example of a community strategy to see the 
Rangitikei as a tourist destination. 
Strategies to welcome new corners to the district and make the district appealing as a 
immigration/relocation proposition (inclusion as opposed to exclusion). 

Page 8



23 
Date Submitted 29/03/17 
Your name Maryanne and Geoff Mallalieu 
Email address mallalieus@xtra.co.nz  
Preferred contact phone number 63880327 
Your postal address 894 Otuarei Road, RD 2, Taihape 4792 
Town Taihape 
Preferred mode to communicate email 
Speak to submission? 
Skype details: 
Are you writing this submission as: Individual 
If on behalf of an organisation, please provide details: 
Organisation: 
Position: 
yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter Yes 
Bulls Community Centre 
Sale of surplus properties in Bulls 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street. 
Marton Civic Centre 
Why is this your preference? 

Taihape Memorial Park option 1 
Give us your alternative proposal location. We support retaining the grandstand and upgrading underneath with a tidy amenity which can be 

used by all groups and the publi. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade option 1 
Toilets option 1 
Alternative location suggestions 

Do you have any comment on other matters noted in this 
Consultation Document? 

What other issues would you like Council to consider as 
part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Acknowledged: Page 9
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Submission Form 

28 MAR 911 17 

TO:  	... 

1:7"nrir 9 DOC: 

Your name: 
	V4ot.),  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

tr ro) q. O.kr■ac.  

	  (e-c'  

kri.k\r\--P4Q  
How would you prefer to Veceive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
El Email 	2-retter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? if yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

▪ present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Hay lock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
• Yes 	ONo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	ONo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Town: 

23 
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illichiLRANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Q.46ption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. -  

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Pangitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 

24 
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Your name: 

Email address: 

_90a011   
Preferred contact phone number: 

0,2,90.L4511  	 

E-IVAILED  RECEIVED 
31  MAR  2017 

-3)S 
TO: 	 

i -*NY- FRE: 	  

Submission Form 
000: 0.444,  

Your postal address: 

-Taihcoe   
Town: 

How wjJd you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel9,1g to your submission and the hearings?: 

EZIEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-news letter 

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

• Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 
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4 — I want Council to abandon the 
redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 

Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
and undertake necessary 

s;:engthenina of the present 
:ion.;L:id library buildings. 

- tion — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site, currently used as toilets 
at 	ends of "_:ie netball courts 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
DepE 	of Cori..? . -:rvation) 

e. 

I. 

9 

h. 

Or 	I do not support the provision of 
ad litior_ I public toilets in the District at this 
tin 

Do you ha 
matters n( 
Document? ( 
necessary) 

E Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the e, 	pf the netball courts 

:Drnment 
!is Consurta 

'sages H 

— Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

— Yes, I support the provision 
of ri:.w toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Pa;-)akai Park, Taihape 
0 ,.vir.-reling spot off Toe Toe Road 

c. 	bank area near Bulls Bridge 

1993 
Please IC: that submissions are public information, 
The con.,- nt 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, 45 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 
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RECEDE) 
MAR 203 

3S : 	 ................................... To   
P. 1— 

..  ...... 	 ... 

	

Doc:  ..........  ..  . •  .... 	. 	...  ..  M 

Submission Form 

Your name:  gave-0,-,/ ,C-74-ct 

Email address:4  .,ps-Acie,--/Cy  
70A 40, C   

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

3 e -7 /1-3' 	/<c9c,(9/  

Town: 	.4,  'Pt  c&->•...A7.---1  

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are y 	riting this submission as: 
n  individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls99-r1munity Centre 

ifr6ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the  site  of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subd .  ision. 

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
gra pg  

es 	0 No 

The o car parks fronting Criterion Street 
es 	0 No 

:ypn  Civic Centre 

Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility  on  the site 

3:  retaining part of the facades and  building  a 
new facility behind  them 

Why is this your preference? 

re(eu)i   

23 
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What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

1   
Lek.. • 

Stth,e_   

4 RANCITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL, 
CONSULTATION ON  THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

El  Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O  Option  3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

1:1  Option 1 —  Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 

O ption 	

(up to $200,000). 

Option 2 — I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Xi  Option 1 —  Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

El  Option 2 — I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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P-MAILED 
RECEIVED 

30 MAR 2 017 

TO: 	  
FILE: 	- 	P4  . 	 
DOC: 	  8 

Submission Form 

Your name: 	 Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

Email address:  01-01 	3 61-11-01,-,  )OArtvised  and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

( 	4 f  I   

Preferred contact phone number: 

2:7 	Td/ / 7 7 
Your postal address: 

I 	t4A,-Le, 54-s 
Town: 	a. 	, 47 ‘2-  . 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rely...ting to your submission and the hearings?: 
9(  Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

-E4-es  I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Er-Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su 	vision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

tl Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal]  It 	A.,641.J 

reiet 5 
O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 

grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

C-4\A-  Cif 	 OCAC-e-- 
I Aj 	 fj 

Taihape Pool Upgrade  •  D, /..)1•-) .‘ii 
LiOption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 

of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

o Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

o Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. ' 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

24 
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ECENED, 

Submission Form 
3 1 MAR 2017 

To: 
File:  	1;P  

	4 
Doc: 	17 	0376 

Your name:  Alan Milne 

Email address:  alan.bulls@xtra.co.nz  

Preferred contact phone number:  063221522 

Your postal address:  180 Bridge Street, Bulls 

Town: 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

■it  Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s4Pidivision. 

	

0Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gvzing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

iYes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 18



RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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F- P IA LED  RECEIVED 

 

31 MAR 2017 

TO: 

  

   

Submission Form 

	  - 

2.7E; 

Yourname: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

et, 311o6(p,G 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you  prefer  to  receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0  Letter 

Would you like to speak  to  your submission at 
the hearings being held  on  20  April? If  yes, do 
you  wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in  Marton at the  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 I would  like to  subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget  of $4.36  million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls  Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall  or 
demolishing it and replacing it  with  a  new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
grazing. 
• Yes 	DN0 

The two  car parks  fronting  Criterion  Street 
0  Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and  3  — Yes, I  support  the 
continuing work on redeveloping  the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High  Street) as  the  new  Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring  (strike out  two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing  all  three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three  buildings and 
constructing  a new  facility on  the  site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and  building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

locks in one of 	h.  

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
eli the site, and undertake necessary 

-.,arthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining th 	ndstand 
• locating the new am 

other viable 	ions: 
I - , 0 the 	miming poi 

he site currently used as toilets 
ihe ends of the netball courts 

in;1.(:tiodive proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

C. 

T. 

g. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 

	

C 	 ai the 

6%.), 	Ai,v4.Cik_at (9-  J9 	P  frit(' 	 11/41 
prsOk) 

111' Option 3 — I support de 	bir 

Taihape Pool Upgrade  4.0,-  Ostci. 

. • 	pt oposall 

on:ndstand and Ion i in il -K: new al -nal -lily 

block on that site. 

	

! 	 *s in on 	the rdl -Kr viable locatiorn- 

• .44_,L  m 00 C,( A'.4.A1 	r- 

ihe site CUiiOflli', 	.d as toilets 
he ends of 	ft.:11)JI courts 

1.e..s  adv.-ay/I 	 6.,taite 

SVJlfllfll no pr:1 

ev r r  n 

c- 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

H.,. ../21ption  2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
ID. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 he 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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2 L  MAR 7017 

TO:   S 1 4   
1•1  ALE.  -4  

DOC:  . 
4

/ 

Your name: 

Email address: 

r ti ArCor) 	ivAc  ' 

Preferred contact phone number: 

02—iGi 31 ()Licit, 

Your  postal address: 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e- newsletter 

RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

0  Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels  of  land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and  3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

VOption 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
	 on the site currently  used as toilets}  

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

E(Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

0 Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

g. 

h. 

E/Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Your name: 

Email address: 

El-MAILED 	RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

28 MAR 7817 

TO: 	P - 'S   
FILE: 
DOC:  .17  0774  

Preferred contact phone number: 

o -3 22  (7 9 7 
Your postal address: 

/3 /<c) Kct_Ko  

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your subjnission and the hearings?: 
O EmailFE'Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

o Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do  you have any comment on other 
matters noted  in  this Consultation 
Document?  (use  extra pages  if 
necessary) 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 

iblock on that site. 

24 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
•i on the site currently used as toilets ion 

 the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape  Pool Upgrade 

111 Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 
Papakai Park, Taihape 

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

What  other issues would you like Council 
to  consider as  part of  its  planning  for 
2017/18? (use  extra  pages if necessary) 

ke,wtervvizx 	(,J240  
EP-, -6414 64  

e„Is  

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, 
31 March 2017. 

Y\OVJOCin, 
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E-MAILED 	 RECEIVED 
Ic MAR 7017 

TO:   -P-S   
FILE: 	  
.0.11 	a2.21... 

Submission Form 

Your  name:  14$0ftAra, 	 - 
Bulls Community Centre 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

(21   
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option  1 - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of  surplus 
properties  in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this your preference? 

Town: 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

ISKOption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

-1.\ ton 	ct 	 'Ls 
-,- 	c   

c1. 040-v-1   

c\i'l 	What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade  # 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
e. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REGENED 
RECEIVELi'' 

2 6 MAR 2017 
j 

Doc: ....  1.7 ............ 	BY: 

Submission Form 

21$  MAR 2017 

To ................. 

File:  ..)  .  :77 .. ........ ...  ........ 

Your name: 

1;50A1 	fro s 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

-52, /MP/ at 071/62,  

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	1:1-Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 

Van individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

1:/:;ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub vision. 

es 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra ig 

es 
	0 No 

The two car parks yonting Criterion Street 
0 Yes LW No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

El  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new  facility  behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 28



illillichhiL  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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d' rga 
•L 7 MAR 2011 

Submission Form 

  

— 
....... t . .0  ..... 

.............................. ••••••••••• 

Your name: 

Alior■ 'Do isr:0.--■ 

Email address: 

dr-k  •  

Preferred contact phone number: 

£ 74-4.1 	 frO 
Your postal address: 

Town: 	' 	at4 

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

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

r ;la 
	/1'2'   

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties  in  Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	O No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	O No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4  —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

ED Option 1  — I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near  the  swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at  the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative  proposal] 

O Option 2  — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

ID Option 2  —  I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is  covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

0 Option 2  — I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIV_EL, 
24 MAR 2017 

To:  -3 S   
File:   - 

Submission Form 	Doc:  17 	0209 

Your name: 

Email address: 

0‘.\ 1S oi . 	 \Cr\O 	>(,..A.1 f-1/4., 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

t IZcc 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relajpg to your submission and the hearings?: 
kbt mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 - Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 
Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 32
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0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration arid library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

11?<tion 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

0 Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] ----Frsn  
CO rv■ 	 (A-s  

ro--414 
Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

o Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

tf Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

I. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017• 
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Your  name:94  

 

 

Email address:  a 	1CZ 	11,0101\ Co. 

Preferred contact phone number: 

ar21 02aa 1(05  0 
Your postal address: 

SWED REC 
30 MAR 2017 

roz 	 
File:  	 —   
Doc: 17 03•4 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

IS/Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36  million  for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Town:  

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

0 present in person in Marton at the  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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
N.'  Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently  leased  for 
grazing. 
0 Yes 	No 

▪ two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Vf  Yes 	El No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work  on  redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

AI  1:  retaining and refurbishing  all  three 
buildings 

X  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

113:  retaining part of the facades and  building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

a4 rit &taws ag '04 '  
,A4Ut 7 J.  A   
(e)  td  ktrt 	r-eSetV4 
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RECECIED 
	

1 	2 1 MAR 2017 

	

To: 	  

	

File: 	  

	 23  Doc 	17: 

Submission Form 

Your name:  4/10y‘(1 e47tj— 	Bul s Community Centre 

  

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 

 

661 Strkillei—  ktvt4 C O Vvi  

Preferred contact phone number: 

   

Your postal address: 

14-3 H-v 1 a rxdt C-ceicervf   

Town: 	u  15, 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relping to your submission and the hearings?: 

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar9,you writing this submission as: 
or  an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub 	ision. 

	

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra 	g. 

	

es 	0 No 

The o car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

D'Yes 	U No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

MUNE, 
3 MAR 2017 

To:  ..) S   
File:  I -  AP- I -4-  

Doc: 17  0.4. 12 

Your name: 
	

\cf)er 
Email address:  Then  Icns2 	e  

- co "n -2—   
Preferred contact phone number: 

o 	 z 22 (c, 
Your postal address: 

13c.A11)-  
Town: 
	

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

	

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you ish to (please tick): 

O pre nt in person in Marton at the Council 
Cha er 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

ption 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra 	g. 

es 	0 No 

The,..two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
VYes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/A. aham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/Hi Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, pr ferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and re urbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all thr 	buildings and 
constructing a new faci 'ty on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the fa des and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alterna ye suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

h. 

glichilliL  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

Gib-Lo--  

O Option 4 I want Council to abandon the 
proposed r evelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/A ahem and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, aN  undertake necessary 
earthquake stre thening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locati  •  the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other vi ble locations: 

• near the swi ming pool 
• on the site cur ently used as toilets 
• at the ends of t e netball courts 
[alternative proposa 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locat g the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support de olishing the 
grandstand and locating e new amenity 
blocks in one of the other iable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

0 Option 2 — I o not support the provision of 
additional pub . c toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

as toilets 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — It ink the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by s rces other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I s port the provision 
of new toilets in Man aweka village and 
Council setting aside 25,000 to support an 
application to the Gov nment's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure 	nd for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

0 

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Preferred co act phone number: 

02_1 95702_1 

• 

28 MAR 2017 

HECENE[J 
Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Your postal address: 

.14(-)  

Town: 

28 MAR 2011 

To:  	 17";   
File: 	  
Doc: 	02.G8 	 Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

,jtentre on the site of the former Criterion 
t 	Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

fro when the initial estimates were made. e/ri 

Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your subyi'ssion and the hearings?: 
O Email 	B'Eetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The The ea known as the Walton Street 
sub 'vision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra g. 

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fj.anting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	G'No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission Form 

30 MAR 2017 
To: 	  

File:  	Pr?' I  -4 
Doc. 1 0311 

ME TEL 

Your name: 

Email address:   

9C1'.-  • / COrle-1   

Preferred contact phone number: 

02)0 33 60a /  
Your postal address: 9 1/4//e.-.1 
C(eye,"/ 

Town:  AILS  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relying to your submission and the hearings?: 
reEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

I/Option 1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale  of surplus 
properties  in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
supdivision. 
IV Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grpzing. 
gYes 	12 No 

The two car parkszfronting Criterion Street 
1:1 Yes 	5f No 

Marton  Civic  Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  - Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

Et  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

e.4ee 

Aeid  
af.k 
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Defe" 6{0,4L4- 	k_ 

A  L.:1:  Lu le-  k s 
fe-r4 

Submission Form 
15 MAR 2017 

To:  ... 
File: .  )  .. 	5fTil  .  7 ... 
Doc: ......  . ......... ..  .0 

Your name:  ,-I Nar e LAIIhICkF  

Email address:  1,0-coicip 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

16 	ki) ST   

Town: 	Lt_ 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sulynission and the hearings?: 
O Email[E'Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the  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 I would like to subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

/Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for  the 
revised and expanded new  Bulls Community 
Centre on the  site  of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the  existing Town Hall  or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
I2/Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently  leased for 
grzing. 
2".  Yes 	No 

The  two car parkslonting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	D/No 

Marton Civic  Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and  3- Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

ET1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Page 42



MEM VIED 
ii MAR 2017 

Rec.)  -  	
MON 

Doc: 	  

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

illiTaelf0 • 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
• Email 	k2"Cetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-news letter 

Bulls Community Centre 

9/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
IY'res 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

No 

ThVwo car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Dl"Ves 	UNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

24: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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411111k166-  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

El Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

1:1 Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

El Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

0 Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

CI Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 	ED  
30 MAR  7017 

TO:   ac   
FILE:  ..........  ......... .. 
DOC:  ......... 

Submission Form  ,v 

Your name: 
	ctiw Bulls  Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

1\1'7'04  u■ 	revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating aajustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 	ef 

LO  •  Cs)  •  f) 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

t 

fck lACt   

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
W6nail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick):  N0 
o present in person in Marton at the Council 

Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3— Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Town: 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

royal fr O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park4. 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

El/Option  2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 —  I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council, 

Toilets 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village 

an 
aøiiuhon to the bovemr-rrent s Mi 

	

un or 	aloos at 
the following4 locations: 

a. 

b. a  to o Toe Toe oa 
c. River bank area near E3_1111&13.rittge  

d. ;  uce 	- • • 
nservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

O Option  2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

T se 	; 	I - 

I* 

0'4,4101  o,A't  
35 
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RECEIV_EL, 
24 MAR 2017 

To:  -3 S   
File:   - 

Submission Form 	Doc:  17 	0209 

Your name: 

Email address: 

0‘.\ 1S oi . 	 \Cr\O 	>(,..A.1 f-1/4., 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

t IZcc 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relajpg to your submission and the hearings?: 
kbt mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 - Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 
Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration arid library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

11?<tion 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

0 Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] ----Frsn  
CO rv■ 	 (A-s  

ro--414 
Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

o Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

tf Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

I. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017• 
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Submission on Rangitikei District Council Annual Plan 2017/18: from Angela Oliver 

28 March 2017 

From: 
Angela Oliver 
1A Otaihape Valley Road 
Taihape 4720 
Email  Akanan1agmail.com  
Tel 063881822 

I do not want to speak to my submission 
Please contact me by email  akanan1a©gmail.com   
I am writing this as an individual 

Bulls Community Centre 
I support whatever the majority of Bulls residents decide since it is them who will use the Centre. 

Proposed Sale of Surplus Properties in Bulls 
I support whatever the majority of Bulls residents decide since they know the properties and the 
intrinsic value to their town. 

Marton Civic Centre 
I support whatever the majority of Marton residents decide, since it is them who have to live with 
the architecture. 

Taihape Memorial Park 
i support retaining and refurbishing the Grandstand. The Grandstand is an historic building, 
still functional and with a strong emotional attachment for many in Taihape. I would prefer my 
ratepayer money to be spent refurbishing the Grandstand and for it to be put on a regular 
maintenance cycle, rather than the Council's proposal of an amenity block with potential to 
create a second storey for a 'hub'. 

I do not support the building of an Amenity Block. If the Grandstand is refurbished, there is 
no need for an Amenity Block. However, there is need for an overall plan for Taihape, rather than 
these ad hoc bites. 

Recommendation 
• Grandstand to be retained and refurbished  
• Nearby toilets to be upgraded  (showers not required), open at least daylight hours 7 days 

per week, and for park events outside these hours. This should be much cheaper than 
building a new amenity block as water and sewerage are on site, and these toilets are in 
the right position — near the road, parking area and children's playground. 

• Placemaking projects for Taihape to commence.  The summary report itself identified 
some needs which are very material to Taihape as a whole relating to Linkages between 
Memorial Park and the Main Street/CBD: currently poor visual connection to the pool, 
need for street furniture and consistent design standards, need for street planting, current 
lack of effective signage, improved walkway network of short well planned and developed 
all weather tracks to enhance the Taihape experience. 

• The above steps leave available the site near the swimming pool and at the ends of the 
netball courts, so that the hub discussion can continue, and hopefully, as well, facilities for 
campers and motorhomes can be provided. The bulk of the money for the hub should not 
be from ratepayers. 
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Taihape Pool Upgrade 
I support funding the upgrade of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the swimming season 
has ended, using reserves to cover any shortfall from external funding applications (up to 
$200,000) 

Toilets 
I support the provision of new toilets in Mangaweka village and Council setting aside $25,000 to 
support an application to the Government's Mid-sized Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos 
at the following 4 locations: a. Papakai Park, Taihape; b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road; c. 
River bank area near Bulls Bridge; d. Bruce Park (with approval from the Department of 
Conservation 
Recommendation: Council consider a Freedom Camping Policy for Rangitikei. 

Other Issues or Council to Consider 

Recommendation: Install heating in Taihape Town Hall. 
Comment: Not so long ago, $100,000 for heating the Town Hall was deferred, and then later on 
omitted in future budgets. So now we have a Civic Centre the town is still trying to utilise, but 
without any heating. And there are currently no plans for an alternative Taihape civic centre, I 
would suggest that if heating were now installed, it would run its 'asset life' before any decision is 
made. 

Recommendation: Continue to Review and Improve Communication Processes 
Comment: The Council is still not reaching the Taihape residents as a whole. We no longer 
have a local paper, many of the residents do not even get delivery of the Marton and Feilding 
papers. Council has a database of ratepayers, and must be able to reach them all for 
consultation. Those that cannot be reached by email should receive a letter. Posters should be 
erected in town, leaflets left at businesses, and more meetings held. Letters can be sent to local 
clubs, asking them to advise their members of the issues and meeting dates. The Information 
Centre should be more pro-active in handing out Consultation Documents and Submission 
Forms (hand out to everyone who is borrowing a book, for instance). The public needs 
encouragement to provide feedback. 

It was apparent at the Taihape public meeting that the Council representatives felt they were 
doing enough, but from the public point of view I can assure you that it is not the public's 
perception. The public generally are in the dark about council proposals. The documents fit the 
bill, but they are no good if the public don't know they are available and what is required from 
them. For those involved in council activities, it is evident what consultation documents are under 
discussion. For those with lives outside of council, it's rare that they encounter any such 
discussions. Often the only contact with council is the rates bill — perhaps this mailout can be 
better utilized to keep the public informed. 

Any communication should list the choices and issues under consideration (basically the 
Contents Page), not just the fact that it's an Annual Plan Consultation Document. Until the public 
becomes more aware, that information doesn't mean a thing. However, listing the Choices and 
Issues would prompt more to investigate. It is great to have a Council who thinks outside the 
square and reaches their residents, not just doing what is required or what other councils do. 

Fees and Charges 
I agree with the Proposed Schedule of Fees and Charges 2017/18 
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Submission Form 
TO: 
FILE 	 
DOC: 

Your name: 	 (3„   

Email address: I 10, r)te-c-4
( 1,15rie  

z 
Preferred contact phone number: 

6 6 	7 
Your postal address: 

)3•3  

g  I)  2 
Town  :7 	 1,7,/ 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
El Email 	i"Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

El yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

ID Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
• Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	ElNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

ID Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

CI 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

CI 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

CI 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

IP76ption 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 3 — I support derolishing the 
grandstand ad locati 	the new amenity 
blocks in one o the her viable locations: 
near the swimmft pool 
on the site Qurrently sed as toilets 
at the ends of the netb II courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

O Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road  iv- 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 he used for the 
purpose of the annual plan process. The information 
will be held by the Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Email address:  kejoek dei eft*  
\I  60%4 it•CC41.  

Preferred contact phone number: 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

54tion 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Your name:  444 g
r

w,7  

 

  

Your postal address: 

12. 	Pett‘.../ 

Town: 	4LAt5 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are 	u 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El Yes 	UNo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
El Yes 	1:1 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Email address: 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

( 	 z  
Preferred contact phone number: 

CG  

Your postal address: 

766   

Town: 

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
L.la-Ti-n individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

J:1 14ption 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36  million  for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the  initial  estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
.2r1;es 	D No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
grazing, 
IPW'' Yes 	El No 

ThVvvo car parks fronting Criterion Street 
.P'Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

• Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

 

  

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

  

    

    

    

  

El Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

 

    

    

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

4/0, del 	ie 	5 -e e ce  

• 1,/rn / dec. 	 s14  
/..e   

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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urbishing all three 

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

RnElIVED 
Submission Form 1 6 MAR 2017 

To . 	  

File:   1 	H 	  

Doc:  17 	1.6.1 	 

IR/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

COACtly..A , 1,4\W erjca , ( , :m  Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

Preferred contact phone number: 	 from when the initial estimates were made. 

Your name: 	 Bulls Community Centre 

-fv■Aabd Vae 
Email address: 

06 -6e1e2.1L1-43C'  
Your postal address: 

To ‘ipt, Pi Uk 
Town:101 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 

via
re ting to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar9,you writing this submission as: 
Vian individual. or 

on behalf of an organisation 

'MO  fUtki) blVA 
Position: 

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

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su)division. 
U`Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grzing. 
VYes 	0 No 

Thi two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
2'Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broa 	/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centr 	referring (strike out two) 

O 2: demolishing all three uildings and 
constructing a new facility n the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

M\AW   

O 1: retaining and 
buildings 
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d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

I. 

0. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

vve \Pave çccd 1/0 tr  GV 
ckQCtca■\ 	Q 1c 	V\9\A-t 
WATIAINstA_LNa 	 0  . .....  _a , 

	

,,.. .. 	'AS 
I  dva\oz  *_"2 -\\<•\_  a_ou t !, 

&)os'ALULamh 	bi20-(\ °law ,  
V . (o\v\ve 

0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Op ion 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and 1cating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the oth viable locations: 
near the s imming pool 
on the site c rently used as toilets 
at the ends of t'henetball  courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 
What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

kOption 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by  sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

tiOption  1  —  Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
,  b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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, 
31 March  2017. 
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Bronwyn Meads 

From: 	 Annabel Whisker <Annabel.Whisker@outlook.com > 
Sent: 	 Saturday, March 11, 2017 8:40 AM 
To: 	 Bronwyn Meads 
Subject: 	 Submission for new building 
Attachments: 	 IMG_0015.JPG; ATT00001.txt; IMG_0014.JPG; ATT00002.txt 

Hi Bron, 
Are you able to please pass this on for me! 
My very strong opinion on this building is..... 
We have spent thousands of dollars getting this far! The community have had more than enough opportunity to stop 
this! The building is an outstanding addition to Bulls, it is in the centre of town, allows an opportunity for visitors and 
residents to use the facilities more easily and there are many opportunities to have a reason to stop, untilise and visit 
Bulls! 
I think there should be an option to have the town hall portion that is visible to the public from the outside to be an 
open space open daily! Showcasing art, providing information, an open space for visitors to sit and enjoy! They could 
have an area to charge phones and tablets, use the internet visit the library. 
Anyway, my 2 cents worth! I will be very disappointed if we have got this far and the project abandoned! We surely have 
learnt from the toilets where we spent a huge amount of money. 
Thanks and have a good weekend! 
Bells 
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&MAILED RECEIVED 
26 MAR 9 ro 

DFIOLEC:. 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal actable:is: 

Town:. 	\ 
iipw would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	D .Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at. the Council 
Chamber 

0 dial in via skype' from another local ion (please 
provide skype details) 

Are you writing this submission .  as: 
j3 an individual. or 
0 on behalf of anOrganisation 

it on behalf of an Organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation:  

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1 -- "'Iasi.' support retaining the 
updated. budge of '$.4,.36 million for the 
revised and exPanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I %mint Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the ;available options, including 
'strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale Of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council prOceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	01No 

The portion of Haylock Parts currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	O'No 

The two oar parks fronting Criterion treat 
0 Yes 	0; No 

Marton Civio.Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3— Yes, .1 support the 
continuing work on redeveloping .the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(BroadWay/High •Streetyas the new Marton 
Civic Centre. prefexring (strike out two 

• 1: retaining and refurbishing ail three 
buildings 

Position: 	  70 2: demolishing ail three buildings and 
constructing a, new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining .part :of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

yes , l would like to,subscribe. :to CounoiFs 
s-newsletter . 
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NIL  RANGITIKEIDISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/16 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

1/111111.1M 
ty0ption 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 

arid loGating the new amenity blocks in one of 
tho other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 

1 the ends of the netball courts 
iriliernative proposal] 	e  

cti 
• Option 2 — I support demolishing the 

grandstand and locating the new amenity 
Heck on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 

• on the site currently used as 
- at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

)D\ tr)--1  (L' 1 4  "3 t 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

p -Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Po..,1 should be deferred until the funding gap 
is r,:oyered by sources other than Council. 

Vir  Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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. 
31 March 2017. 
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Your name: • Bulis Community Centre 

Town: 'C;S u L-t-s 

CEIV 
28 MAR 2017 

CENE 
Submission Form 28 MAR N17 

To 	 .  s>   
File:  02  Doc: 

ATh■te: 	('AS  
Email address: 

0-D1  rAt'lAb 	_ 	 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

'01, /3\ VCKE t.1  	 tET 

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

Would you like to speak to your subm'ssion at 
the hearings being hela on 20 April? If yes. Co 
you wish to (please :ick): 

Li present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

O dial in via skype from another location (please 
provicie skype oetails) 

Are y u writing this submission as: 
an individual. or 

El on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

ET  Option 1 -- Yes I support retaining he 
updated budget of S4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel incorporating adjustment for inflation 
'i . on -; when the initial estimates were mace. 

Li Option 2 -- I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replac ig t with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of taro? 

The area known as the Walton Street 

rUeYes 	El No 

The por on of Haylock Park currently leased for 
graz .  g. 

es 	DNo 

The two car barks frarr,ting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	fl  Jo 

Marton Civic Centre 

El Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes. I support e 
continuing work on redeveloping e Cobbler' 
Davenport/Abraham & VViliarns uildlngs 
(Broadway/High Street) as t new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (s 	e out two) 

O 1: retaining and refur shing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolish 
constructin 

O 3: retain g part of the facades and building a 
new f ility behind them 

Why this your preference? 

nek, rvz- 

II three build'ngs and 
new facility on the site 
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RUED 
- 9 MAR 2011 

To 	 
- AP --1 -- 

Fif e: 

Doc: 	14 .  

RECEI1,/ 

9 MAR 2017 
BY: 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
1:1 Email 	1=1 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

El present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
El—in individual, or 
D on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

12 yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

ElOption 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

CI Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
supdivision. 
gYes 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr.4zing. 
2:Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
OXYes 	CI No 

Marton Civic Centre 

EtrOptions 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

CI 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

CI 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

0 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Id  Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
0  on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

,• near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

ID7Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Your postal address: 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Town: 

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

O Email 	El-Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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 I  would like to subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

I24ption 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sOgdivision. 
B"Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently  leased  for 
grAzing. 
10  Yes 	DNo 

The two  car  parks onting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining  and  refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on  the  site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 

	e. 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

• Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

DI Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

o Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

f. 

g. 

h. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

D Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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rn y .e>e-1—  05 ; 

o Baft_S 	 -1 v-1 7` 	(.7 

e 	S 	Po"Pas 
-74-0( 

AWaVa5 
Submission Form 

1 5 MAR 2017 
To: 	  
File: t'.7 

Doc .  	 122   

Your name:  A  *Hi 0/7 y 	S 

Email address:  evvc e„s, Le,ty5 

A.hoo  , C 'Pr" 

Preferred contact phone number: 

(6e 1) 3/0 —I/ 2  9 a  
Your postal address: 

1 115 ---rorAny". czyn   

Bulls Community Centre 

QI/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town:  wood /an/ 	(Az. 	Proposed sale of surplus 

	

7 	Mproperties in Bulls 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Vretter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
cl4n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
ra-Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra;ing. 
g'Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
[P4es 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

Ii-Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

o 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

121retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Pe re,) fr-7 h en' ir,0J2._   
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14 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

• Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taih ape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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/9/vre/v 7o/z/ 
Email address: 

ar77'o/9 71-re2/996,  

Preferred contact 

,,," A/2_ 

one number: 

If on behalf of an o ganisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation 

Position 

NECEAlla 
2  I MAR 2017 

To 	..... 

File: ..  ...  . 	 . . 	.... 

Doc:  ..G21..0 	 .1. 
Submission Form 

 

21 biAR 201..  

Your name: 	 Bulls Community Centre 

la/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

021 2r6   
Your postal address: 

4-2  g(0')G/Cn  74‘//  ied   

Town:  Z,Lijic  
How would you prefer to receive correspond be 
relylting to your submission and the hearing. ?: 
swEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submis ion at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? I yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at e Council 
Chamber 

O dial in via skype from anot 
provide skype details) 

Are you writing this subm' sion as: 
O an individual, or 
O on behalf of an org nisation 

O ye I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
suydivision. 

	

rri Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra 'ng. 

	

es 	0 No 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

r location (please Th two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
es 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 
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— I want Council to abandon 
redevelopr; -:!-_,nt of the Cob]:.i: 

' 

Taihape Memc 

0 
ar; 

oi.ner 

near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used a.; -; 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Park (with 	from the 
-;artment of Consai - v.,,J..]ion) 

aL 	iative suggestions] 

e. 

— I do not support the provision of 
nal public toilets in the District at this 

lave any comment on other 
noted in this Consultation 

nent? (use extra pages if 
sary) 

g. 

h. 

, — ,Hg the 
new amenity 

     

      

O , 	— I support demolishing the 
gra,ildstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgi 

O Yes, . . 
1Iii -1.?pe Pool d 

s 	 using 
to 	 . !oru 
ap::„" 	.H.pnc (up 

• _ 	2 — I think the upgrade of 
Pool should be deferred until the 
is covered by sources other than Co ,.  

Toil( 

O 1 — Yes, I support the provisic, -. 
of r. _w toilets in Mangaweka villa. ,, 

 Cou.icil setting aside $25,000 to 7„ 

application to the Governmen...'s 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund fc: 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 

b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area nec.:' 	r.7jdge 

.ssues would you like Council 
sider as part of its planning for 
8? 	xtra pages if n 

- 	 note thi:1 .s5missions are public 	information. 
Ti,e content on this form including your personal 
information and submission will be made available to 
tho media and public as part of the decision making 
p'ocess. Your submission will only be used for the 

of the annual plan process. The information 
held by the Ran gitikei District Council, 46 High 
iyiarton. You have the right to access and correct 

information included in any reports, 
on or submissions. 

;sic 	___)se at midday 
3h 2017. 
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MEN& 

Your name: 

	

iALFAIC 	C /ivA/   

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

	

(74 	29i 163 
Your postal address: 

36 	Dai--)iv ()fry 57 

Submission Form 

30 MAR Z917 
To: 	 
File:  
Doc: 17 	0345 

Bulls Community Centre 

0  Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

E"Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	U.-Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
1114n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with  the  sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
ID Yes 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks yonting Criterion Street 
gr'es 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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_Q,SqL6g6_0) t 'an nSTLIY1611  (O.  riZ, 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

2 1-   PIAJm_Q11-11 	_-•"M 

Town:  Suu_s  	  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

4.s t e. vou writing this submissioi I as. 
O an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I would like to subscribe to Councils 
a- newsletter 

Your name: IkiaLe,i 

 

   

 

Email address: 

  

Submission Form 

\RECEWED 
15 MAR 2017 

To 	... 

File:  . . 	 . 	....... 

Doc: .....  1.7.....0.13.8. 

Bulls Community Centre 

E-K)ption 1 Yes. I support ietaHri)j Ina 
updated budget of $4.36 million for t.ne 
revised and expanded new Bulls Ccairriunity 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Critenon StieeT 
O Yes. 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1. 2 and 3— Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler' 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the ner., Morton 
Civic Centre. preferring ( - strike cut two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and buliding 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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is 	-or  .A)c)\)'■c)\ \no,\pt 

bee,0 '(\'■ 	\ock\i 	yurpos 
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15 MAR 2017 
To: .....JS   
File:  	 6,--  I   
Doc: 	1.  7  Submission Form 

Your name:  pt5Kexi (buil  tor 	 Bulls Community Centre 

u-'Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre  on the site of the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address:  p.,5,r,ve,..fre-yo-‘-‘84-2CXX50 
-1N--\00 CON   

Preferred contact phone number: 

W-\-- ° \(1-`b 
Your postal address: 

V51‘A-1/4;5 -Tovan'N_ C   

Toinin :  Wtoz,c\\ 04-)c-AANA5_,S.Aswick 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and  the hearings?: 
O Email 	Erretter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20  April?  If yes, do 
you wish to (please  tick): 

O present in person in Marton  at the  Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

• Option 2  - I want Council to abandon  the 
proposed  new  Bulls Community  Centre 
and review  the  available  options,  including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a  new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub 'vision. 

	

es 	D  No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
grOng. 

	

:IT  Yes 	0  No 

The  two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
I:14es 

 
ONo  

Marton Civic Centre 

ErCisptions 1, 2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new  Marton 
Civic Centre,  preferring  (strike out  two) 

1:1  1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing  all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

▪ retaining part of the facades and  building  a 
new  facility behind  them 

Why is this your preference? 

re/c(A;)   
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

0. 

h. 

O Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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MAR 2017 
TO:  -D5S 

 FILE: ....... . 	....... 
Doc: .4..v Submission Form 

Your name:  b--)  4  LS 	140 u  (-1 - 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

o(o 3s'? ocD71 
Your postal address: 

	0  	  

Town:  (Al 	ec-  Lk c7 ,R 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Cihamber 

O dial in via el,  ype from another location (please 
. provide skype details) 

Are you writing this submission as: 
an individual. or 

O on behaif of an organisation 

of. an organisation piease 

Organisation: 

Position: 

Li yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and e) - panded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and rc.1:iii:-Acihi:j ii with a hew 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The: area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 Ho 

The portion of Hayloif:k Park currently leased tor 
grazing. 
• Ve.,s 	0 No 

The two oar parks frc.;nting Criterion Street 
n Yes 	0 NO 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1. 2 and 3 - Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobble:Ai 
Davonoo , f/Abraharri & Wiiliams Buildings: 
: `E.;; 	High Straet as ire new Marin ,. 

iintre. preferring strike but tvifoi 

O 1: 	and 1 ,2:Yuri: ichin:: 

O 2: demolishing all three 	and 
constructing a new facF*,/ on 

O 3: retaining part of the acsdes and buildino 
new facility behind then-, 

Why is this your preference? 

P. 3 0 a t 

E44tA1LEIP ECEIVED 
a.CEIVED 

23 MAR 2017 
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Option 4 I want Council to abandon the 
. proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Dav6nport/Abr4ham.and Williams buildings, 
sellfthe site, and undertake necessary 
ea.i.-thquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Tai ape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
-.!  locating the new amenity blocks in one of 

the  other viable locations: 
nom  the swimming pol   

C-77717—..  site currently used as toilets 
- 	i the ends of the netball courts 

Iic:rnative proposal] 

;  Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
f f  rldstand and locating the new amenity 
! , lock on that site. 

; Option 3 — I support den el 	the 
liandstand and locating the new amenity 

bloc:ks in one of the other viable locatien!-: 
near the swimming poi 
on the site oui 	lily used as toilei!.. 

- at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

e  Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
i. .overed by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

k4ption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

Ii. 

O Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

1::) 	so  rvte-  4■4. • 	e-Q 

4 ‘e.  
oLLA Lea, kt  tito4  Se  

1,01A.Zdt-, L,A‘e.,  

ravk. (1_ 	
1 

 lc .eArscw.e._ 

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. 
31 March 2017. 

Taih 

24 

Page 77



E-MAILED 
RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

25 MAR 2017 
TO : ..... 	 er• 
FILE: 	 
Doc: 	1.....44e  I 

Your name: ex..0. 

Email address: vv-,001,60 	2_ 

  

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

01;1 147-1.41.S.  
Your postal address: 

14,5kALvroafori Vona 

Town: 	 L4-1 92. 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
2/Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock. Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
0 Yes 	DN0 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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•E4i4ainino the grandstano 
amenity blocks in one cif 
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currently used as toilets 
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, support funding -is upgrade 
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season has ended, using :'s..serves 
to cover any shortfall from external. 
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h. 

do not support the provision of 
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al from the 
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PIE :4 se cc.i.) 4i 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 Rang/tit:el District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

— Yes, I swnnort the provision 
ets 	.g.akiveka village and 

roil setting aside $25,000 to support an 
ication to the Government's Mid-sized 
rism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
following 4 locations: 

a. Talhape 
b. SwY.cYc spot off Tc 3 Toe Road  
C. River bank area near 

4 
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E-MAILED  RECEIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

TO:   k AC  	•„• 
FILE: 	 HNUNI 

Doc:.„1.7 	0.444 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

r-4-cnr-\  

Email  address: 167--e7f/a7/71A 0/4 

7 .
Or-vw 

Preferred contact phone number: 

cpct_. 
02/i 0 2_s- c186 

Your postal address:  zt 2 
AZ k-04< 

exf 	e. /QQ__  

O Option  2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
re!jMto your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are ou 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taiha e Memorial Park' 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
Con the site currently used as toilet 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time, 

- 
Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Talpe Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council, 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support ail 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park. Taihabe  
(b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road.' 

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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 
prooess. 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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FMAILED 
RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

27 MAR 2017 
TO: 	  
FILE: 	 
13ca 	1.7.41225 

Your name: 
	 APt,;0/ 

Email address:  „4-6,- 	 t. 

Preferred contact phone number: 

oc 3g6 / 5-2 7 
Your postal address: 

ava ike"( 

Town: 

How would  you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
13-Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  —  Yes.  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
E3 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1,2 and 3 —  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

/33 Pa„, 

eu.:Aa 
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0.  Option -4  1  I  want Council  to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of  the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

rAcption  1  -  I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• ilear_flaa-ewirrrrrrirrg-pracrt• 
• •. 	 used as oilets 
• at  the  encillie,JaalJaa,11fts 
[alternative proposal] 

Up0/1‘adt Az-)-464-/ 
fr

0.1  Aerrta 

O Option 2  -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce  Park  (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  -  I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

V5ption  1  -  Yes,  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option  2-  I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

112'6ption  1  -  Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

Your name: 

C)Itt,L 	t riii 	6 

Email address: 

4 
Preferred contact phone number: 

c 6 :3-2  1 	4 
Your postal address: 

Li 	c) H N5 /4 i iEt  

Town: 	,----) L5  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

ID present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes. I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

d3 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
lfrYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
graiing. 
V-Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission Form 

3 0 MAR 2017 

........ 	........ .............. ............... File:

Doc: ......  1.7  ..... 

Your name:  WO 	Pc,(01 

Email address:  BoqpIg   

Preferred contact phone number: 

322. ii 
Your postal address: 

264 	Ic5 	ij eL,1/5   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your su 	ission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Areyou writing this submission as: 
B.'n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

dOption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale  of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
suydivision. 
a Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ing. 

Yes 	El No 

T),e two car parWronting Criterion Street 
le Yes 	No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission Form 
...... 	 .. ..... 

Bulls Community Centre 

i/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

3 1 tot( /1111  

,v  ......  ........  ... 
16' ....... .. .. 	 ... . 

6 3 s`sit Iig 
Your postal address: 

I 5- 7 	1-1 0  

relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	2rLetter 

Town: t at  k 
How wouldwould you pre f r to receive correspondence 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

/2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Your name: 

R  
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 
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O Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

7/Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
0  on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

dOption 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REC El VE;IJ 
31 MAR 2017 

BY: 
3 MAR 2D17 

To:  	  
- 1 ..... 	.....  6. 3  

Doc:  	( V   

   

   

    

    

Submission Form 

Your name:  Ode-IN goirtncyNd  Buys Community Centre 

St Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

Email  address:4roc.ars  kyvv.c.ktie  (204) ,Lexaevised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

doAi, 	/34/((5 

Town:  /3446(5 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
)1 rel ing to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
suydivision. 
g  Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ing. 

es 	0 No 

Thytwo car parks fronting Criterion Street 
kWYes 	0 No 

Marton  Civic  Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
1>lildings 

V2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

axirate  e1 ir,e,),4_,  6C-Ortarn:coka5,-,  

c"614   
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

i/Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

lOption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

	

WCO-lal  %/If. i 	 /r,  riOn  

ki 	/X2)1 	c4C( (7tr.  r- 
POCir-d  I/  6C, /1,7■•ctr\cd s04 (  

0:04Ze   

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 

V/Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
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E*NIAILED RECEIVED 
2 8 ivIAR 

'• FILE: 
Doc:....1Y 	 •  ..v,•• 

Your name: 	Clad  (Ili 
	

"-NA ,  ■-■ 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

62 --r-3 -391 ()S-7  
Your l'ostal address: 

Town: 1.1 

How would you prefe to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	LI -Letter 

Would you like to speak to yoursubmission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? if yes, do 
you wish lo (please . tick): 

O present -in person in Marton at. the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
A an individual. or 
0 on behalf .of an organisation 

if on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
detalis: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

yes .I would like to,subscribeto 	. 
e-newsletter .  

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes. I support retaining the 
updated. budge of $4.36 million for the 
revised and exPanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, Incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2— I want Council toabandon the . 	. 	. 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
slrengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. „ • 

•! 
Proposed sale Of surplus 
properties In Balls 

Should Council proceed With the sale of the 
following three pat0els offend? 	' 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	0 !No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased. for 
grazing. 

Yes  

The two car parks fronting Criterion treat 
YeS 	0, No 

Marton Civic Centre 

E3 Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, i sopport the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
DavenportiAbraharn & WilliamsBuildings 
(BrOadwayiHigh Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing ail three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

-01111WWWORKir 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 

- at the ends of the netball courts 
laite.:rnative proposal] 

13 Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
firandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pot 
on the site currently used as toiIei 

- at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal) 

„tsig&o---im-doloso. 

JO Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is r ,...,vered by sources other than Council. 

ViOption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

d. Papakai Park, Taihape 
Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2— I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (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. 
31 March 2017. 
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Your name: Bulls Community  Centre 

- 	I II g all three 
buildings 

j 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

Position: 

O 3: ret AO 41. 	• 	I- -•' 

.EIVED 
28 MAR 2017 

NCB 
2 B MAR 21/17 

To:  ...P.  
He:   I 	I   

17  0262. Submission Form 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

021 2i41 ((\Z 
Your postal address: 

iq 

Town:  e"\--St__)■\ 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
reliating to your submission and the hearings?: 
gi!  Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s 	division. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gwing. 
Q/P  Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks/fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	U'No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

ilding a 
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O Option 4 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposec rerrrt-iaj the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 - I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 - Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Option 1 - Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

jlets 
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Submission Form 

ganSWED 
15 MAR . 2017 

................. 

I 	..  . Doc: ................... 

Your name: P.)ki 	Sc4..0  p_64,) 	Bulls Community Centre 

Email address: 

çu i
-efit-c) s  

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
aEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Arp you writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
SU 

	

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	(11No 

jMa  ton Civic Centre 

Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

1:51-11-7111—e tning and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

Position: 	  -..gulsJishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 
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OiLr--77itrai4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

IOption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

IOption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 

Trts 
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7RECEN 

Your name: 

cti,e_e_ 

r6, 32i1 .2 71K   
Your postal address: 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: 97S,27A Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

-4ECEIVED 
28 MAR 2017 

Submission Form 

Email address:  )1,,,/ cr 
Preferred contact phone number: 

ICtrvi ce- 42- 

Bulls Community Centre 

Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

28 MAR 21317 

To: 	 •  •S   
File:  ) 	  
Doc' 	17   02G4 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel4i1to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub  

es
ivision. 	 4 

The portion of Ha lock Park currently leased for 
grazing.  

o 
118.- 	y 	/364,2 

The two car parks fi,-priting Criteii6n Street 
O Yes 	• ■•E'No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike  out  two) 

Position: 

• 

ar4  Aey tciaecitZtt  b,-‘cf 	e  . 	  

lb-de (Ay  

	

An.00,7-r  e 	 Va7  7‘, 

70,9-s_e 	Aaue- 	4,d /6 4-exi 34e--e-4 

	

/1-e, itia:her\  Cf--- 	I  dui  %0/-,  tux s /777 e,„i j- 	 ft23 

Les I would like 	scribe 
e-newsletter 	vy. /Viz  

4./ex$ 	C.th-tri ; (4)-1:14( C ./C(241 /14- 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part  of  the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this  your  preference? 
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Town: 

NCIEIND 
3 1 MAR 20.17 

To: 	  

File:   l   
Doc:  .17 	 0378 

RE EIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

BY. 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email add ss: 

g-r)C-kS*)c..nia (• (17--   
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your ostal address: 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you  like  to speak to  your  submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

El  present in person in Marton at  the  Council 
Chamber 

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

Are y  u  writing this submission as: 
n  individual, or 

El  on  behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

o yes I would like to  subscribe to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site  of  the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when the  initial  estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it  with  a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed  with  the  sale  of the 
following three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

	

es 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
gra g 

	

Dbc es 	ID  No 

Thej,wo car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

a/es 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping  the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

El  1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
bui  dings 

:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Jg?(-3vel _ er   

23 Page 99



Privacy Act 1993 

4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

0 Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

0 Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 

62" ck on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taiha e Pool Upgrade 

ption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toile 

O ption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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6e A-  -cfc.A(21-1V;AILEDRECEIVED 
3  1 MAR 2017 

TO: 	
 FILE: 	 

DOC: 
it  0 

Submission Form 

I. 

Your name:  6tronttn ivi) On   

Email address:  c 	i Ld 	60Aohosi,i 
■si 	  

CO An.   

Preferred contact phone number: 

0 G   
Your postal address: 

39 	oc, 	e.4-  

Town:  --(CA. ( IrN cpe 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

0 yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1 — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	DN0 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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0 Option 4 —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viabie locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

((1cc E,ue jG &1 CA J L  

r e 	c eci 	rviAAJ   
icui-3 old Onk 01 ()  01 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 
22m"7._.E-MAILED 

Submission Fonm 	ft' 
Your name: Bine:11W 

	
ThcjOil 

\-1 

Email address: a.)v 	 6.) kohood  _ 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0(,g6CA -7S  
Your postal address: 

3'7 07\001 6hrge_A-- 

Town:  Icti 

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-news letter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

El Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this  your  preference? 

1=1   14 —?2_C.) 
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ED Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the sife currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

El Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

El Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

0 Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

iitECEETELJ 
15 MAR 2017 

To:   i7 S   

File:   1—  /411- 	c71 

Doc.   1 V 012.4... 

7".-141 1 C 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

VOption 1 Yes. I support retairong th 
updated budget of $4.36 million for toe 
ievise,d and expanded new Bulls 	 rriu rtv  
Centre on the site of the for Mei Cr itE4i ■Dri 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment tor inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

Your postal address: 

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 in behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newslettec 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building 

Proposed tale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

Id  Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Hayloc.k. Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
0 Yes 	No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
V Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1.2 and 3— yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler' 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new kitarton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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NECENEL 
30 MAR 21117 

To: 
	"5  

Doc: 	 --o313 

Submission Form 

Your name:  .3(2.-(41„.j 2 ,cfL Bulls Community Centre 

ilOption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 

12:t  rize-(4trakel.4,164,k 
 updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

ca  - 	-7  s-4- 
Your postal address: 

ES  -Soi-w_se,,..) 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

A7i you writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

• on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

• Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
supdivision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	No 

TV two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

"a  Yes 	'0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

K1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

5K2:  demolishing all three buildings and 

iconstructing a new facility on the site 

3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

4le c(AcAMS Rek Pt E  	LL1 

qfoasko6  - pot tnitu-  fv-513 66-   
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RECEVE 
3 0 MAR 2 CLV 

To: 
File:  I — 
Doc:  .17  030.6 

RECEIVED 
30 MAR 2017 

BY 	  

Submission Form 

Your name: 
	ye-E. 	(e6A.47_.. 

Email address:  -giZyCeriPrS  (CC4e. 	)(-o209- 

. 	 . 

Preferred contact phone number: 

027 crc,c2._  50 Se 
Your postal address: 

1-6 	2-1S  I   
Pul A  

Town: 
	

Pr2TED-- . 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
El Email 	liKetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

4resent in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
individual, or 

ID on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

2j/es I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties  in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

Yes 	ElNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

Yes 	ONe 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

El Yes 	ElNo 

Marton  Civic Centre 

liOptions 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

124: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

4412-77,04 R4.  STIVNINT ni  

--ro  
-  No  34 ice 	NEA-)   
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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3 I MAR 2011 
To: 

File: 
RECEIVET, 

31 MAR 2017 
BY: Submission Fort 404 

RECEEIVB 

Your name: 

t-/CLE"/   

Email address: 

115 j k 	-P-te0-4.5 	 . 	 .  7- 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

23 16-4/s3 Ro 	 / 

g 	 , 

Town: 

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

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation:  

ii 
t-t 	ry 

Position: 	c,HArz  

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

Bulls Community Centre 

2/Option  1 —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option  2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
suydivision. 

	

VYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr ing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

Th two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

D'Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  —  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

4.14) 

r  
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Submission in support of the new Bulls Community Centre 

The Bulls and District Community Trust would like to add that we not only welcome the 
opportunity that RDC has given Bulls by proposing that we have a new community centre, as 
it is fiscally responsible to replace old with new, especially under the new building and 
earthquake codes. 

With our current Council buildings, and since the Christchurch and subsequent Kaikoura 
earthquakes, the Trust has found it increasingly difficult to network with some government 
and educational groups because of these buildings not being up to code. An example would 
be UCOL and their Health and Safety policy. 

It would be a huge loss to the Bulls community not to host some of these agencies because 
of this one issue which you, the Council are trying to address. We are embarrassed that 
after an outlay of around $250k, there are some ill-informed people in Bulls who have no 
idea of the benefits of new commercial construction versus a commercial renovation nor do 
they understand the Councils long term plan for the District. I sincerely hope that Option 2 
is not accepted by the Council as a realistic alternative to the proposed new building and the 
centralisation of services. 

31- 3 

Page 113



If on behalf of an organisati n, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Posi on: 

O yes I would Ilk 
e-newslette 

subscribe to Council's 

You 

Submission Form 
4 
  me: Bull 'Community Centre 

cytv Jcsu- 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

.1  Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
C  'Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How w d you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel 	g to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

D present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 	 pio 

1=1 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 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The fea known as the Walton Street 
su 	'vision. 

Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
n9. 

El No 

Th two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
es 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

El 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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23 MAR 2017 

To: 	 
File:   t —iie— t   
DOC:  17 	02.0. Submission Form 

Your name. Ir1(  CD___CX& 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

ObS  22- I  1, 
Your postal address: 

-S1 64rr- 
1)) 

Town: 

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

lX'maiI 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation:  c/31_,I)IS 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

es 	1:1 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra ing 

es 	0 No 

two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	DNo 

Marton Civic Centre KlirQA  • 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

12  3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Position: O 2:  demolishi 
constructing a 

all three buildings and 
w facility on the site 

RECEIVED 
2 4-MAR 	 4/Lk' 

To: 	 .. 

 7017 
 

SW1440101  Form 
Your name: 

yo 
Email address: 

...ctvccaCascip-yt-')os sct-col.   
Preferred contact phone dumber: 

021 (22 (oS 27.  	 
Your postal address: 

	  &S'C)  

Bulls Community Centre 

0  •  •tion 1  —  Yes, I support retaining the 
upd. -d budget of $4.36 million for the 
revise. nd expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on e site of the former Criterion 

7  Hotel, incorpa ating adjustment for inflation 
from when the i • ial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Co  cil  to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Co 	unity Centre 
and review the available op'ins, including 
strengthening the existing Tow 	or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: v.i .solz i   Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

How would you  prefer  to receive correspondence 
retayr6to your submission and the hearings?: 

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you  like to speak  to your submission at 
the hearings  being  held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Shoul&Qouncii proceed with the sale of the 
following 1hce parcels of land? 

The  area  known as.the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	DNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
• Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Stree 
O Yes 	CI No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3—  Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic entre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retain g and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

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

O 3:  retaining part of e facades and building a 
new facility behind the 

Why is this your preference? 
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 • 

RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE  Men 

; ', • 	*. 

LAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 -  I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 -  I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do  you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taiha Pool Upgrade 

 

Option  1  - Yes.  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 -  I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  - Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25.000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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2 7  MAR 2017 
To: 	 
File:  	)  

Doc:  	0 .2 . 2 . 0 
Submission Form 

Your name: 

(ACtio LA." 	r 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls/Community Centre 

CD Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

o -2_ -7 	t-fro") 
Your postal address: 

t.-(4.-4,b,ers 	26 
(5,f4r4 Scs r.3 	 i'"") 

Town: 

• Option 2 'want Co  •  Pro 
propos new B 	Cf. 

and r iew 	av able 
str gt 	ing e exi 

e 	shine it a  •  ep 
• .ilding 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

aban 
ntre 
• ding 

all or 
it with a new 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O EmailPO,Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
2Era'n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I wo d like to subscribe to Council's 
e-new etter 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub 'vision. 

es 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	g. 

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks f fing Criterion Street 
0 Yes 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I suppor the 
continuing work on redevelopin 	e Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Willi 	s Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) 	the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferri 	(strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and r urbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolis 	g all three buildings and 
construc g a new facility on the site 

O 3: re Pining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

won R.-02 -6 614 k-S-S ,(4 xe-tA7  
o `To ?IA 4-2ro es) 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to aba on the 
proposed redevelopment of the obbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Will'• ms buildings, 
sell the site, and undertak: necessary 
earthquake strengtheni • of the present 
Marton administratio 	nd library buildings. 

Taihape Memoria ark 

O Option 1 — I s •port retaining the grandstand 
and locating e new amenity blocks in one of 
the other v .  ble locations: 

• near the wimming pool 
• on the te currently used as toilets 
• at the nds of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the ew amenity 
block on that site. 

„43ruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

O Option 3 — I suppor emolishing the 
grandstand and I. ating the new amenity 
blocks in one 	he other viable locations: 
near the sw ming pool 
on the sit currently used as toilets 
at the e ds of the netball courts 

[alternati e proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support fu •14 ng the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool dun i 	2017 after the 
swimming season ha nded, using reserves 
to cover any shortf from external funding 
applications (up • $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I ink the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool shou be deferred until the funding gap 
is cove d by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

ptrOption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 

2Ple following 4 locations: 
apakai Park, Taihape 

i/iSwimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
e River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

g a"  0 /0/0--1  /0 e-3  c:, 6 

1)-1  70 Ce.e4S CO-477DrJ 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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KGEVED 
1 7 MAR 201? 

To: 	 
File: 	  
Doc:   	0167 

*6.7 4Iw1 Lio 1 I 	I 4.4.4Z0 I %id I I I ‘,..4 I I I 

RECEIVED 
1 7 MAR 2017 

BY: 

Your name: 

Email address: 

-1/41—ck . 	c.  •  ,NA 

Preferred contact phone number: 

06- 54315c>2-12. 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

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

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chem ber 

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• 

Organi 	n: 

Position: 

Eilyes  I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e- newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of he 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision, 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park urrently leased tar 
grazing. 
• Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 

Page 121



JCL 

Page 122



Submission Form 

Your name: 

e 	e_   
Email address: 

etyca beebv Eixiitzde   
Preferred contact phone number: 

(A 32 2 7 
Your postal address: 

Town: 
	

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

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes,  do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If  on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on  the  site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

IY(Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options,  including 
strengthening  the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	ISI/No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El Yes 

The two  car  parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	ISKlo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping  the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all  three  buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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RECEED 
3 0 MAR al7 

To: 	... 
File: ..  ..  . 	 ...  .  ...  ..... 

Submission Form 	 Doc:  

Your name:  eim  0 vmv 

Email address:  C 	DLANA)  
0 r oc,ic 	A) 2 

Preferred contact phone number: 

04) 3 22om 0 
Your postal address: 

g   

Town:  gu lls 

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

Li Email 	1:1 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 

lian individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

IV-Option  1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale  of surplus 
properties in  Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
13(Ye s 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grzing. 
ler Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks/fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	 No 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

El 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 

Juildings 

2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

5'160V- 
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Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

2/Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

,‘„, Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
CAnd res.") t/Nt.AkeNe_satvv)e...."0‘i CC"  Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

Preferred contact phone number: 	 from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Your  name:Civ ,r- \€5.,  

—aDdln   
Email \all■ dress: 

O22 0/44 qC 42- 
Your postal address: 

t.Jc  TS--(kt.v.■so.v) eek 
&Alt s   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating  to  your submission and the hearings?: 
131/Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Gl7yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 

LVYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	12/N. o 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
IR/Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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RECEIVED P-MAILED 

Submission Form 

28 MAR 7017 
TO:   P-s   
FILE:  	 — -  

oca.7 

Your name: act/L,(044Q_ \-t0(2.1-0./). Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  - Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

Email address:  ilf\C-\r\0140n53 	CP  •  niZ  . revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 

Preferred  contact phone number: 

Your  postal address: 

c2_‘1■A011-4ct.,  

Town: 	\ tLo, rif2- 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
"Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2  and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this your preference? 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Ii43ption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

vv-v.—tS-4" 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape  Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REEVED 
Submission Form 15 MAR 2017 

To: 	  

File:  .)..-;0.p-  lL   
Doc.   i  7  	3.2 	

Your name:rxir  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0.2/ ,965 QY   
Your postal address: 

.-}-767"/D .5  

AVA_4_5* 
Town:  (KJ4,4 C.   
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	Et/Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

"Option 1  - Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
1:1 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3-  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new IVIarton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission Form 

RECHWEI 
2 8 MAR 2017 

To 	  
File: 	  
Doc:  17 	02.3. 0 

Your name: (-c  /\  ec,   

 

Bulls Community Centre 

   

Email address:  c t\r"f'r 7 T"ALeriet,v5 
co   

Preferred contact phone number: 

0P:7(f_831? ICY 
Your postal address: 

qc  P 	10 G   
Town: 	 V  k  

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Areyou writing this submission as: 
07an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

EV-option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

1:1'<les 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

yyes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

V31/3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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JECEIJ • 
2  I mAN 

ro:....  .ZDS 
File ..... .... 	 ..  ..  . 	........ 
Doc: 	1 7   04.s.0  

I ,4 1 I 	1 4a 	1 %.4 II I I VIII 

Your name: 

C-V111 	61.901 
Email address: 

dirt 6n don einvir ne_f, 
Preferred contact phone number: 

06 3 83 g 
Your postal address: 

103 Val A-1-aevt, frry'iZI gozi-
I-61H npis 4-741-   

Town:  ,----1(411,1 11 p E 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?' 

' Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1. 2 and 3— Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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1110P  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

ClOption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

IYOption 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

ii/Option 1 — Yes. I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25.000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park. Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
C. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

d Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f, 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

V1/41 	4000Vt A() (A)11 	g 4- 
lOct ad( vt0A) COcAO Ct 

e__ 	‘4400( aleQ0 - 
1\0 good wai6ken 	ovx 
0G1  

v -0,A) 
Privacy Act 1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. 
The rx)ntent 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 riaht to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 

Do you have any cornment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 

ocument? (use extra pages if 
ecessary) 	ov 2. 1 pe Oka/MAL 0112  

Mem 	cal ad 
e,+- 44:a ii/to kta3 44.4-0 

avvt.evo 	block. 
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3  ° i4A1? 

PPcitln„:„  

Your name: 

Email address: 

ck../sedet./a.e(-3 ‘vc-,400. C  

Preferred oontact phone number: 

Your posai add.rees: . 

Po 

Town:. 
• 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub 'lesion and the hearings?: 

Email 	Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings hng held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (plea:se:tido: 

0 preseritin , personin Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

0 dial in via skype from another localion ;please 
provide skype details) 

Are 	writing this submission .  as: 
, an individual. or 

0 on behalf of arl'Orgarsisation 

if on be'rtalf of an Organisation. pleas orovde 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: — 

• 
yes-I would like to:subscribe :to Council's 
a-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 — 	support retaining the 

updated. budge pf•$4..$6. million for the 
revised and exPanded neW $U1IS Community 
Centre on the site of the forrner criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — ! want Cciunoll to abandon the 
proposed new Euils Coimiunity Centre-- 
and review the available options, including, 
strengthening the existing Town Hall Cr 
demdisning it and replacing It with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 
Should Council prbased-With ,the sale of the 
following three paraelSof•land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	 !No 

The portion of Haylock. Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
E3 Yes 	EINo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
n Yrfi 	D I ,NO 

Marton•Civlo--Centre 
0. Options 1, 2and 3— Yes, I support the 

continuing won on.redeveloping:the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams BrAdings 
tEroadWay ,'HIgh Streetyasine new Marton 
CivIOCe,ntre. 1..4:;refer1ng (strike out two 

	

. 	, 	 • 
• ; retaining an'd refurbishing ail three 

ouildings 

17  2: dernolj.shing all three buildings and 
conStructinga new facility on the Site 

O 3: retaining pattof the faoades and building a 
new facilit9 behind -them - 

Why is this your preference?:. 
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L 

' 
any .-,.-hor•L'all 1051- 	, [al f1ndin7 

at other issues would you like 
as part of its plannin 

(use 5.-rtra rIa?,77es If 	s;s 

RANG::k":. 	DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSU:::::iON ON INF 

0 Optic: -.. 7 — 1 ,:,, ant Council io :....barici -I the 	1. 3u.R.,... 	: (-_-..ith f!pprovai from the 
prripoLiaL : - -.-.,,:ieveloprriertt ,-..,. die r.:4 -Thi)V.:il 	 Dsp, , 	Corvaiion) 

, Davenpoillitrahart: re.ni.:1 \.: ,,filliams i-Juil(Thi!,,;:i.;„ 	1:21ii:T.:F0E.:d'ir;. aiggeSii01 -if1 
::.;e11 the site, and unciera,:e necessary 
„E.:-_,-,,i'ih ,,:i, ■_!21,:e ..3'ci.sngtha . Li L1C 	5555  

i-, ii;:-.-,..Dn administration alliC; librar,' bUliQ. 

g. 
SUPPCfi': 

t 

near 	 pOi 

on the sits ouiTenily 

at the encio 
rd: 

 

h. 

  

  

O Option 2— I do not c!..!;);:,._ 
additional public toilcyt,,, in 

time. 

Do ycis doss:a any tsv 
matte.,  s..Ted in this. Co: 
pc , 	nt? (use 
ne 

r:r0ViSiTY,": oT 
tilL3 

 

       

Et Option . -- suppo i cia -ciolishincj 
grandstand ai'ld IOfJSLIng LIs  

block on 'inai 

    

     

empost r_i,Dmolishing the 
he new amenity 

LiocI 	on2; of ths other viable location: 
near the swimming pol 

• on the site currently used as toilet 

- at the ends of the netball courts 

Ial:-E:inative proposal) 

0 Option 
Poc,1 shDuld 

Lc! note thai SULMiSflOriS ::15 public inforra2ilon. 
')nien .i- 	 sour psrsonsl 

ihrotraraiion sqld submission 	max's,  avoilsibls 
rnediE: 5551 roshifr ,  

5017  
pLitpf15 0, 

['? 	 7 

:ji 5las: 	7,00ti 1 !Dit ,  

ui the 
uifJi 

I-24:2 12116i. 

15 17/1!' CCE 

4 lc 

'aka; 
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1J 
I 	1MA1 2017 

	-14 

	 

• 

	04.73 	2 1/14,  zop 
Submission Form 

Your name:  c 	ciivtvz 	 Bulls Community Centre 

Email 

Preferred contact phone number: 

- 0 0 RD 
Your postal address: 

/S-  

O Option  1 —  Yes,  I support  retaining  the 
updated budget  of $4.3i:.;;  million  for the 
revised and eypa.rided new Bulls  Corrirntinii.v 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — want Council to abandon  the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the  available  options, including 
strengthening the existing  Town  Hall  or 
demolishing it  and replacing it  with  a now 

Town  .:.-TTN‘_0  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sui ,)m,ss.on  and the hearings?: 
O Email 	O'Letter 

Would you like V)  speak to  your submission  at 
he hearings  being held on  20  April?  If  yes,  do 

you wish  to (please  tict.): 

Li  present in  per,-on  in  !Vial-ton  at  the Council 

O (-fiat  in  via 	from :another lor.:ati ,to  (please,  

Are You .vvriting this submission 
an individual. or 

O on  iperiaif of asi 

if on 1:“,-:-haif of. an 

Organisation:. 

Position: 

D yes I  would like  to subscribe  to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area  known  as the  Walton  Street 
subdivision. 
• .(es 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock  Part currently leased for 
grazing. 
O ''es 	0  No 

The two car  part s fronting  Criterion  Street 
O Ho 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and  2 - 5-" ,=., e. I support th ,:,  
ci:ntinuing work  on redeveloping  the  Ceb .PIE,ri 

Buildings 
ii•.e 

	

T - i - 	-; 

, 

O 3: 	cart of the facades and  building  a 
new 	 them 

Why  is this your preference? 
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El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
id locating the new amenity blocks in one of 

other viable locations: 
vicar the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 

the ends of the netball courts 
;: , lic. , mative proposal] 

u/ 
Option 2 — I support demolishing the 

•  giondstand and locating the new amenity 
'leek on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
r•locks in one of the ether vk,thie locati,7,1r_ • 
near the swimming poi 
on the site Grill ently used as toilet! , 

 - at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

N 	"1--t2 t— -&-71  

Taiha.pe Pool Upgrade 

ti2 7Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

0 Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
F'ool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is I :overed by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

.ZPapakai Park, Taihape 
/../6-.  Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

24 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g 

h. 

1:3 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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. 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

Your name: 

(01k:r\ d-  tLicti, 1360141 
Email address: 

tOn4+1—@  xlvrA  cia   
Preferred contact phone number: 

c, 22,  ■-k- -;  7 
Your postal address: 

S  tAiM“\-.N  st 

Town:  13  (AA 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

'Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

'yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

Option  1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
El Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
WYes 	0 No 

The two car park fronting Criterion Street 
El Yes 	NI  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

VOptions 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

V2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e ' 	1t4 rloi 	b-e   
f.  fitaced 	-(14- IAMte/ /90111 
g..0-A4-1z,v‘ Alt 11-,8 ot*oilitc-e -/D 

 h - 	jack-) Vlaki 	
\ 

  

0 Option 2  — I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

D Option 4  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  — I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

VOption 3  — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Option 2  — I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

pi  Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support the provision  • 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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 Pangitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

2 8 MAR 7017 

TO: 	 
FILE: 	 ) 

Doc: 	1.7 0..2!.-1.2 

Your name: (0414 	002 d 5 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

3 .6g0.&2 
Your postal address: 

ko -ra  ktu,  Roil  Op 
IqV .2 -raittuiPk- 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submi. - ion and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are vou writing this submission as: 
individual. or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

if on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
detail: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

Ei yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
a-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

rl 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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g. 

h. 

' 	- do no] - 	.0.11 the provision of 
	  - al public toilets in the District at this 
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c(.•UrtS 
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ns up to $2)O 	, 

the upgrade 
-a 

- wan', Dc c15il to abandon the 
redevelcpbc , 	the Cobbler/ 

,Asilliams buildings, 
, - :scessary 

g of the preserr, 
E.: -!cl library b .J1::: 

, ,.ainiro the cfrands -i ,, 
 amenk,  hi 

:er viable ic,Dations: 
He swimming pol 

he site currently used as toilets 
ends of the netball courts 

H,, a proposal] 

- support: 
Yard and locating -if:- 	;7.roanity 
on that site. 

think the up;i . ade of the Taihape 
h se deferred until the funding gap 
by sources other than Council. 

. 	Yes, support the provision 
toilets in Mangaweka viliat 

uiciI setting aside $25,000 to 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
-Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

3 	f al Pc- 	arc,  
-L off Toe Toe Road 

c.hark area near Bulls Bridge - 

cc .-- 	(with 	from the 
ant of Conservation) 
suggestions] 

Please 	_ 	; suL,,,issions are public information. 
he n-scentc!'.,  this form including your personal 

information and submission will be riV.:Cie available to 
the media and public as part of the decision making 
process. Your submicsion will only be used for the 
purpose of the annual plan process. The information 
will he 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, 
irtfor. -, -,aii,7n or submissions. 
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MEM 

Submission Form 

Your name: 	egjahr, 	,/c7co  

Email addressj oke eTn  drearrl  
6-0  

Preferred contact phone number: 

02 -7 —1,?? --YOF 
Your postal address: 

Eff 	ti e  
e e't  	 7/ .5  

Bulls Community Centre 

cY-6ption 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relying to your sc ti.olb($ission and the hearings?: 
2/Email 	 tter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Ites I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sutivision. 

	

2/Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grFing. 

	

Yes 	El No 

Th two car park fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

12'2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

I 	 7L 	 7d  
(w4 .7‘e 

 
£O5.74/ /  /D 	711■.a," 

rAe 	 •1-7Ly 
-  23 
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Your  name:p  /9/C1  C7e..."=" ct).75 	Bull Community Centre 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Email address: 

Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre  on  the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

REM E  
2 8 MAR 2017 

To:  	12 '`•.?   
File: 	- 
Doc.  	 025   

Submission Form 

REC .  
2 8 tviA 4' 2017 

BY: 

 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including Your postal address: 

  

 

"9- 	o/1 04,/ 	strengthening the existing Town Hall or 

7emolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

 

  

Town: 

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

Would you  like to  speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

El present in person  in  Marton at  the  Council 
Chamber 

O dial in  via  skype from another location  (please 
prov'de skype details) 

Ar ou 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 I would like to subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The a a known as the Walton Street 
su 	vision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ng. 

Yes 	El No 

Th two  car  parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

• 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new  facility  behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

gi 

h. 

El Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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E "',LED 	 RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

110  Your name:  
	 (AM()  Bulls Community Centre 

DOLCE::  J.  12.7819:). 
TO: 	2.. 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer receive correspondence 
relating to your sub ssion and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

ID present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for  the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and  replacing  it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels  of  land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently  leased  for 
grazing. 

	

0  Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

a  
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: support 
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ended, using reserves 
-.:•rtfall from external funding 
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 by sources other than Council. 

— Yes, I s!..ippert the provision 
tr.:lists in Nian.gawel:a village and 

er dl setting aside r325,000 to support an 
- .cation to the Government's Mid-sized 
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Ca 	— Co not support the provision of 
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thi si:I.:;:.iissions are public ii7fOrrflation. 
This Con it 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 infomiatio,, 
will he held by the Rangitikei District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marto/7. You have the right to access and corect 
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Page 148



RECEIVED 
3 1 MAR 2017 

TO: 	 -   4.7 FILE:  1-  
oac: .12 	044.itb 

Submission Form 

Your name: 	c•cvc_1(42,5c) ,,, 

Email address:  as.\ cv-A 	c.e)   

Preferred contact phone number: 

002  t ,Q16 971S 
Your postal address: 

So9 9 5'7.'9 c  
'RD 3 

f-1 11 -11,) ra k i 

 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
dEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

El present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

El yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
nevg facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

0  Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

0/Option  2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

/Option  3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] , '  

Q.A•\-wif- 	kkA,2,5c.,  cDpk--dx-No   

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

.1'  Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

CO Lrid‹. 

Your name: 

A 74-  

Email address: 

cLA 	. Lao_ L.04.xtu_ 

Preferred contact phone number: 

9.1, 	 $'1‹ 

Your postal address: 

FAci,o,...kr 

Town: 	 t 

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

rnaH 	0 Letter 

Aiould you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? 11 yes. do 
you wish to (please tick): 

CT] present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as. 
n individual, or 

0 on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

El yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

/Option 1 — Yes ;  I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Stieei 
St 	[vision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grving. 
1314Yes 	0 No 

The two car narks -):onting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	ESAlo 

Marton Civic Centre 

/Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, i support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbieri 
Davenport/Abraham F. Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing till hree buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

retaining part of the -facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

--"<e; R„trrsz 	c41  ra-DA-c 	o; 

k 	n.r7 	 ct 
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[7] Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings. 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 -- I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposalj 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

tjOption 3 -- support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from tr•e 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

ft 

f. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

	

A C

- 

7,t1/4-0.1 	 e-zz-1 

f?s,;› 	 AkE:11-4 

61c, 

	

(„Les417.Z, 	PC-7-  

	 t-l-lcot- 01- PALI 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Ls/Option 1 Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200.000). 

O Option 2 I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

1: Option 1 --- Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations' 

a. Papakai Park. Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Foe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

Privacy Act 1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. 
The content on this form n 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 Hangitikei District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the richt to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 

T1,oi7ts 
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Submission Form 

Your name:  

 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town:  1/A Lc  5 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel5ting to your submission and the hearings?: 
2"Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

4?? 

f.P • s v, 
v?r, 

Bulls Community  Centfrg 

Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
l?f Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
99.zing. 
bi  Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks  in  one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River  bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REC,'E 
15 MAR 2017 

To: 	  

File:  	  

	

17   0 . 1.5G 	 

	

01.5.G 	 

RECEIVED 
15 MAR 2017 

BY: 	  Submission Foriii 

Your name: 	1164  t  
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

-5 (60".(75.  
Your postal address: 

Me.-- --JrcAxe_. 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your subi 	sion and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

ID present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are ou 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	DNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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1=1 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taih e Pool Upgrade 

ption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toile 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 

1  Ib
T ourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

- 	a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
. wimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

24 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Ralo'E WED 
Submission Form 

15 MAR 2017 
To: ....  j7.-S   
File:  -Pre- 
Doc. 
	01.2.8 

Your name: 

EStAARIACX5b 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0 &oi Z36S4-A 
Your postal address: 

GCD gR ibC‘E   

 

 

R (ALL,  	  

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (pleaselick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I would like to subscribe to Councils 
e-neWsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

VOption 1 Yes. I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls C.;ornmunity 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

(2 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
D yes 	No 

Marton Civic Centre 

2/Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler , 

 Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Karton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

El 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

E(3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Town: 
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P.P 

Submission Form 

RECEIVED 
31 MAR  2017 

TO: 	 
FILE:   -  

• 
MC: .4.7-04054) 

-4.4"  

itt\ Your name: 	(4( 	i‘ _Pe-n (5e- 

Email address:  WA leit(t ei t 	44-„fc4 

Preferred contact phone number: 

cyzy bqx-7q3 
Your postal address: 

S 	
( (   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission  and  the hearings?: 
O Email 	&Kett  e r 

Would  you  like  to  speak to  your submission  at 
the hearings being held  on  20 April?  If  yes, do 
you  wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

0  yes  I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option  I — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when  the initial estimates  were made. 

O Option  2  — I  want  Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and  review the available options, including 
strengthening  the  existing Town  Hall  or 
demolishing it and replacing it with•a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should  Council proceed  with  the  sale  of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area  known  as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0  No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options I, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new  Marton 
Civic  Centre,  preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings - 

ED 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new  facility  on the site 

O 3: retaining part of  the  facades  and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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D Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

'Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

near the swimming pool 
Von the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
c :iimdstand and locating the new amenity 
Ittlw:ks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

M'Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

LI Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

atb 	 A ,e.1-  
VtCt e e. i  04-s 	ci  ice_c cce_ 

eakie ,4- 	ti- 	fC  - 	t. 
-r-ce( Vr.) 1/3tAkiC 	 

wito  0   _Ls  4---Inef-d_ air cod  . 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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3114 
-T7 

LVI.11 0vw 0 E 

E-MAILED 

atiii3Aission Form 

Your name: 	C   

Email address:  CG 	7GE:  
ey\oLA• cc 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Town: Th 	  

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

Email 	0 .  Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? It yes, do 
you wish to (please tick):  NI 
0 present in person in Marton at the Council 

Chamber 

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

Ar you writing this submission 
liVan individual. or 
0 on benaif of an organisation 

;f on behalf  Of  an organisation please rOvide 

Organisation: 

Position: 

71 yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 
Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? .  

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	DM0 

The portion of Haylock Parl ,  currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	DNo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
ri Yes 	0. No 

Marton Civic Centre 
O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 

continuing work on redeveloping. the Cobblevi 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
Broadwayil-ligh Street) as the new Marton 

Civic Centre. preferring (strike out twoi 

• 1: ,:staining and refurbishing ail three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
c-,f,..)nstruc;ting a. new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

	  C2—lq 2_ 6S -7(0 
Your postal address: 

(:)Ct I 0-CO 
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ID Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

D Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
al the ends of the netball courts 

1;illerne.tive proposal] 

'Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
:o . aridstand and locating the new amenity 
Hock on that site. 

Option 3 — I support de.rnoli:iThing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable location: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilet!: 
at the ends of the nc-d.ball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Talhape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

CD Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is c:overed by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

4/Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (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 Ran gitikei 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. 
31 March 2017. 
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13/yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

	'11111111111Mr- 
	g, 	 .K,;14,41-940%.,4,3C 

4\EVENE4 
3 I MAR pi/ VED 
-1)S 	  To: 	 3 I MAR 2017 

-. Pk P- I - Fite: 	  

Submission Formr: 	17  040.6- 

Your name: 

Email address: 

k-k-N--",  
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
dEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

E(Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El Yes 	No 

The two car parkszfronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	D",  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

El 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

	 t ek. 
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Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

0. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid -sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park. Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

y 	 e‘  all 

r 	e_k.; ,  	 •  -X St 

S 	 j  

	

41  +Li-  t...5 1/4„.. Cr , 	rc_C 	-4A s  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 
2 2 MAR alp 

TO: ... 	MAILED FILE:  ... 	..... .  I  rs" 
DOC: ......... 

•...1 LA 	1 I 	1.7,711L,J 1 1 

Your name:  voi, 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

06 —  3S g06 35-  
Your postal address: 

3.//,  SeL7a q  

Town: 

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

0 Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? it yes, do 
you wish to (please tick) 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 

CI an individual. or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details' 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes :  I support retaining the 
updated budget of 54.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale Of the 

following three parcels of land? 

The area ki,own as the Waitr;:, Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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A -4 

0 00ticin 4 lvt Council to abandon the 
proposed  redevelopment  of  the  Cobbler/• 
Davenport/Abraham and WIliams buildings, 
sell the site. and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings 

Taipape Memorial Park 

rU"Option 1 —  I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the  new  amenity blocks.i-m-et.re'-e4 

•

rth-e-c4h-ervi-a-191-e-liaceti-e 

near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

tidier 	fail 45  i-a 4ci 
• Option 2  — I  support demolishing the 

grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option  3 — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the  ends  of the  netball courts 
[alternative  proposal] 

Taihape  Pool  Upgrade 

O Option 1  —  Yes, I  support  funding  the upgrade 
of  the Taihape Pool  during  2017  after the 
swimming season has ended,  using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from  external funding 
applications (up to $200.000) 

O Option 2  — I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool  should be deferred until the funding  gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets  in  Mangaweka  village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to  support  an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund  for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park. Taihape 

b. Swimming  spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank  area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department  of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g- 

ID Option 2  — I  do  not support  the provision of 
additional public  toilets  in the District  at  this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted In this Consultation 
Document? (use extra  pages if 
necessary) 

What  other issues  would  you like  Council 
to consider as part  of  its planning for 
2017/18?  (use extra pages if necessary) 

1.00c-c(ci 	ke 	LA v CI 	o 
p ide (no e -eZkna.y-xe (s a_ 
5 E4190or 	4-or 	e ci 

rlictvd--evierice (5.-c H.1" DLecoar 
'roi  41  ape. 

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, Marlon. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

Submissions close at midday on Friday. 
31 March 2017. 
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RECENELJ 
28 MAR 2017 

To  	  

.......  File—LE 
Doc: 	 ''  0269   

and the hearings by 

Submission on Annual Plan 2017/18 from Dr. Peter Oliver 

Name: 
Email address: 
Phone number: 
Postal address: 
Town: 

Dr Peter Oliver 
peterandangela@xtra.co.nz  
06 3881822 
lA Otaihape Valley Road, Taihape 4720 
Taihape 

I would you prefer to receive correspondence relating to my submission 
email 
I do not wish to speak to my submission 
I am writing this submission as an individual 
Yes I would like to subscribe to Council's e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
EOption 2 — I want Council to abandon the proposed new Bulls Community Centre and 
review the available options, including strengthening the existing Town Hall or demolishing 
it and replacing it with a new building. 

Proposed sale of surplus properties in Bulls 
Should Council proceed with the sale of the following three parcels of land? 
The area known as the Walton Street subdivision. 
IZYes 
The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grazing. 

No 
The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
ENo 

Marton Civic Centre 
ZOption 4 — I want Council to abandon the proposed redevelopment of the 
Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 
ZOption 1— I support retaining the grandstand 
the other viable locations: 
• n ar the swimming pool  
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
Alternative Proposal  
Have new (and proper) consultation for an amenity block. The last consultation was a farce 
for Taihape. The amenity block was not properly consulted on for the Taihape public. Most 
did not know of the consultation and the question asked only referred to the $100,000 public 
top up, not the $500,000 council contribution. 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 
Ef Option 1— Yes, I support funding the upgrade of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

1/2 
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Submission on Annual Plan 2017/18 from Dr. eter Oliver 

Toilets 
ZOption 1— Yes, I support the provision of new toilets in Mangaweka village and Council 
setting aside $25,000 to support an application to the Government's Mid-sized Tourism 
Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at the following 4 locations: 
a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 
d. Bruce Park (with approval from the Department of Conservation) 

What Other issues I would like Council to consider as part of its planning for 2017/18? 

Better consultation options for the public of Taihape. Many get no paper and are not on social 
media. Most in Taihape are unaware of consultations and issues. 

2/2 
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Your name: 

Submission Form 
6  - 

/\ Bul s Community Centre 

2 71- c31  A%sl Vttat 
7114 

o--1! 

Email address: 

act01 	 1,01- 	t cn u tZ   
Preferred contact phone number: 

cLt 0 g kci cg   
Your postal address: 

Ca 	re et" 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating  to  your submission and the hearings?: 
LIAI naii 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

0  present  in  person  in  Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If  on behalf of  an  organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated  budget  of $4.36 million  for the 
revised  and expanded new  Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former  Criterion 
Hotel,  incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when  the  initial  estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I  want Council  to abandon the 
proposed  new  Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening  the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

. The rea known as  the  Walton Street 
su 	ivision. 
Es}  

Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock  Park  currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 

The  two car parks;ponting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	D/No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing  work  on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

113: retaining part of the facades and building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

V<e_el 	(lit(  
ctr Cta0( 	 ir-1,440   
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ff43
t, 	4  — I want Council to abandon the 

9,s0c1 redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
lienport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

El Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1  — Yes, I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

'Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Mort c-rOStn 	 Practo4rInnS t  

eso c cet),A 1  b cArrNer 4 2ricice, 

crcL 	 / beJe-en- 

Uttacs l&t,t reser Bnr-  a63-1-PicorMaJ1 0 1\- 

of envie, u-osG kere  and, 
I 	j s 	rt oeru bus . (A4kot.4 i-kere 

gct  ua 
IA 0 1-  

14rel. 

Privacy Act 1993  t5 ct_ c r061;1 1\c‘ oui-sicte, 
Please note that submissions are public information. 

Mal\ The content on this form including your personal 
information and submission will be made available to  Cro 
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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED  E-MAILED 
2 2 MAR ni7 

Submission  
DOC 	=9 

Your name:  

'1S Email address:  457;  /7 	  

Preferred contact phone number: 

0 .2 /o s-s -  Sc) 
Your postal address: 

S   

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

_"yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for  inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  —  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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; 

El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings. 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

D Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 

lock on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• oi 	e sit c rrentl used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 	 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

CI Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

D Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Privacy Act 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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REcENED 

Submission Form 
30 IAMk ?t117  

....... 

	

... ... 
	

... 

	

File••• ..... 	:;3 
Doc..  ....... 

Your name: 

Ea 	1t&  
Email address: 

et,scabe-65  e ?Gra. 	rtt,i qz 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0 G 32_2A 7( 
Your postal address: 

4- 	LA_ 

Town:  IS LA, GLS 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
12(Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  —  Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustrant for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale  of  surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	tarho 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	grNo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	1727.1\lo 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  —  Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as  the new Marton 
Civic  Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining  and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing  all  three  buildings and 
constructing a  new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining  part of the  facades  and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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- 

2 8 MAR 7017 

FILE: 	 
Doc:11 Submission Form 

RECEIVED E-MAILED 

Your name: 	 '‘,A Lairs or\ 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

v_ok.  

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Town: 

  

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

   

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your subn sion and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 

U on behalf of an organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing, 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbic-41 
Davenport/Abraham! & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

rl 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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.0,essary 
of the present 

n Old library it 

, 
amenity biocl.sit one of 

viable locations: 
.'!e swimming pol 
:t site currently used as toilets 

E. • 31 -i*3 of the netb•all courts 
.Hie proposal) 

— I want Council to abandon the 
: - eOevelopiT:eFit ci the Cobbler/ 

buildings, 

— I support 
.i.•1.E.nd and locating 

:nal site. 

• — I support 
•!,:tand and 
s in 

 
Qfl 	ft. 

S 

courts 

,I ,SL' -: ;-_ , or[ 
3 Pool durir:g 2:1 17 

EJ.1 	sc:ason has c - fob, usin; ress 
any shortfall from external 
Ds (up to $2 .-J,I1'1. 3)- 

I think the 	of the Taihape 
Oeferred until the funding gap 

other than Council. 

— Yes, I support the provision 
:p.lets in Mangaweka village and 

oil setting aside $25,000 to support an 
cation to the Government's Mid-sized 

. z.rn infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
'lowing 4 locations: 

Park, Tainape 
spot off Toe Toe Road 

nk area neat: Idge 

Bruce Pak (with 	7- -n the 
of Conse H-ation 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

p. 

h .  

— I do not so'pooii ic provision of 
public toilets in the District at this 

SC n: 	HaZ stli.jssions are public information. 
coo a 0., 7 this form including your personal 

information and submission will be made available to 
the media and public as part of the decision making 
process. YOU' .  SLibriliSS1011 will only be used for the 
purpose of the annual plan process. The information 

he held by the Pangitikei District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or SI.' , : ,1171.SSIOr 

he 
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RECEM II 

Submission Form 

3 0 MAR 2047 
To  
File: 	  

Doc: 	1.7 	031.2 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

g .21,tc e   
Your postal address: 

2_6 L(   

Town:  47\15‘).:L.  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
G:1-15-individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

12vicption 1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale  of  surplus 
properties  in  Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gral g. 

	

es 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	1:1-tcro 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

104.1demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

,10 	I&K7L Ct/l tPc.) 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Ki-Option 1  - I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  - I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  - I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e.Wa/kav-s- 	 1,ft 
f. 

g. 

h. 

1:1  Option 2  - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

EL-Option 1  - Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

G2-1513-tion 1  - Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 

Submission Form 
24 MAR 9n17 

To- 
File:i.. 
Doci. 

 

 

Z-  	
fa4ption 1  - Yes,  I  support retaining the stp-p-rify-ee=4-ff-

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
Email address: p x: 	),-04,,t  revised and expanded new Bulls Community 

Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O   

  

O Option 2  -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Your  postal address: 

  

/ fr.767  L4/1,-   

 

 

    

Town: 

 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

Your name: 	 Bulls Community Centre 

Preferred contact phone number: 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Arey,pu writing this submission as: 
individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 

	

Oes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
9. 

	

es 	0 No 

The two car parks fijonting Criterion Street 

	

El Yes 	Pono 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  - Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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RECEIVF 
28 MAR 2017 

BY: 

RECEIVED 
Submission Form 

28 MAR 2017 

To:  	 A   
File:  —  A 

 Doc*  	

r"-- 	(+- 
0 2 Ci"l' 

Your name:  E) 	Co'--r  

Email address: 

cin coiv 	dr2D v intA  •  N.2.   
Preferred contact phone number: 

3a2a -3-70 
Your postal address: 

■ Udinscy■   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rel)ating to your submission and the hearings?: 
fa Email 	U Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

riOption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s 	division. 

Yes 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
griazing. 
go Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks/fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	B'No 

Marton  Civic  Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

• 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

13  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 182



licilL  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

• Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

• Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

12 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 

Submission Form 
24 M A R 2017 

To 	 P"'S   
File:.  ... 
Doc:. 	252- 

Your name:  

Email address:  cc--  \fc)e.. E e 
V-AtA kA( C1 \\ coWN  

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

‘1 \ 0\19e--- 
Ye-12A   

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating  to  your su)11ission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please  tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-news letter 

Bulls Community Centre 

/Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the  site  of the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when  the  initial estimates were made. 

• Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening  the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the  sale  of the 
following three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
si3bdivision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased for 
grjazing. 

	

g  Yes 	0 No 

T 	two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility  on  the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 184



d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

RECEIVED 
24 MAR 7m7 

File:, 
88 	44 ,,,,, 

4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

• Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to 5200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 
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Submission Form 

3 i MAR 317 

To: 	 ................................. 

— PR 	 . 

File:  ........................ 

DoP:  ...... 	 ..... 	
..... 

Your name: 

 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option  1 — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
f om when the initial estimates were made. 

CA ip.cDt,><.4c1 

 

Email address: 

 

rY) bad?  xl-ra C 
Preferred contact phone nu ber: 

   

c 6 	0Q-7 
Your postal address: 

Town:  icA L4- 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	ID  Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes,  do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
\r3  an  individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening  the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
00 ivision. 
Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 
	E'No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 
	

Eczsc(  czccez 	4k0 
Marton Civic Centre 

	 G,,f9p3 •DR_ 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support  the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

S U 
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cEiVED 
3 i MAR 2017 	 31 MAR 2017 

5   To: 
- Ae-1 File:  	 t   

Submission FcElim17  04.0.8 

Your name:  C 	 i  e 

Email address: 

'-ok-if\s,,Acv\e. el 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

LD 	ibils\ (N,r\c Pbc_p_ 

Town:  n 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub ission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

A 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 i would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 —Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

0 Yes 	DNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

Yes 	ID No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

El Yes 	El No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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funding the upgrade 
ir:q 201 7 after the 

.; -drn e)..terr.al fu; 

'e of the Taiha 
fundin.: 

is 	 • 

	

han Council, 

— I want Council to abandon the 
i.-..posed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 

Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strenginening of the present 
Marton aCr7i..H, rccn and library buildings. 

Park 

— I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

El (7 	— I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e, 

f. 

g 

h. 

L 	I do not support the provision of 
- 	additional public toilets in the District at this 

timp. 

‘; , o, u_ have arrr 	c:-. 
[ -(LEL -Lus noted iu 	- ri2i.AtEijC:11 
0a:3UL -co:int? use 
necessary) 

— I support demolishing the 
g. ...istand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the nibcll courts 
[alternative proposal] 

71,ILat r•-.:thr=r 	 • • ke 
(c:orisicier as 	-Ing for 

2Cri7/127 (use 	a pages I 	cessavy) 
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..‘mu  RECEIVED 
31 MAR 201? 

TO: 	  
FILE: 	  

DOC:  

Submission Form 

Your name: Cdoi ■ \   

Email address: 

' ck ‘ 

	 ketv&ein g 	rAl 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town:  

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

GX:sption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

	

B'Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 

	

IWYes 	0 No 

TF two car parks fronting Criterion Street 21  

	

Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

42<)ption 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 

the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taih pe Pool Upgrade 

ption 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

EK‘tion 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED 

Submission Form 
3 	MAR 2017 

TO: 	 
FILE:  	P 1   
DOC: 	1..7....u.37p 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option I — Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Your name: 

C0110. 
	 nuci 

Email address: 

ae e_ 	QQ) ric). 

Preferr d contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to recel correspondence 
relating to your subrp- ission and the hearings?: 
O Email!"-Wretter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? if yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with•a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1,2 and 3 —Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

,  
cctie_ Poi 

Lc  
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What other issues wo 
to consider as part of 
2017113? (use extra p 

ri. 7.1 - tC 

RAFCEIlitEl LgiSTi.7.107 
e • 

Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/APraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

Li Ol 	n 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
- gating the new amenity blocks in one of 

, tr viable locations: 
• near he swin -iming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
- at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

El Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 

gook on that site. 

'ption 3 — I support demolishing the 
, istand and locating the new amenity 
s in one of the other viable locations: 

, the swimming poi 
re site currently ut 

ends of the 
[lei:Live proposal] 

I' 	C 

aijon 1 — Yes, I sugport funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Li Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
In. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area hear Bulls Bridge 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

any ...:00-Lineni 00 C LL  

[0 	 in this Consuitatic; 
cur:Lo -  . (ass ..-3-)s.ti . a pages if 

ecc.-_P 

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 Ran gitikei District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

- 

	 base at midday on Friday, 
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Your name- 

Email address: 

6 	 co, 4 '2_ 

Preferred contact phone number; 

Your postal address: 

/£ 	51  I   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes. do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 i would like to subscribe to Council's 
a-newsletter 

MOVE 

Submission Form 
15 MAR 2017 

To: 
c. 1 
Doc'   1 	0.1.2.5.. 

Bulls Community Centre 

dOption 1 --- 'yes. I suoo 	ia o he 
updated budget of S4.36 million tot the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Cr ite.rior, 
Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 -- I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
ER/Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Hayloc,k Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
&if  YeS 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Ci iterion Street 
g("YeS 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1. 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler" 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new fAarten 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two , 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

2(3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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E-MAILED 	 RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

,1317 
TO:  ..... 
FILE:  i 	 .. .. ... 

...... 

Your name: \g_tiv  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

tAnoe‘fird-c 

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls  Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton  Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this your preference? 
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park  ') 

El Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

VOption 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

oei 	C5 	C c--)  

LC loci_ (  
■ 19.A- 	LAcv,-(z4f--  

Au A (-US   

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council, 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017• 
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Z 1 tmAl? 2017 

To: 	"S   
I 	I -It 
	178  

Submission Form 

File: 

Doc .  

 

Email address: 

 

   

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

0  Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

SSO   
Your postal address: 

  

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

  

 

 

Town: 411111■7 
Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
124-Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Illiki111116k  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

'Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

1;"Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

617Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

Your name:  G kCkv-• Pe) .5•zZ 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0G.32 Z1 0.5-,  
Your postal address: 

2L2  rqemictv)/.11 (c)oact 
(i? O. 1. 

Town:  -18111/5 	AGrq,9-   
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
0 Email 	)3  'Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

0 present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are ou writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

El on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

El yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

CI  Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

/Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

El Yes 	ElNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

Yes 	DNo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

Yes 	ElNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

CI  Options 1, 2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

retaining and refurbishing  all  three 
buildings 

CI 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

CI 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

c rale or-e_  
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

• Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

(.4:1  

L-1f/,5.  need, lerA4 6PJ  
Oy.t)--tc '1 ,1 3414-0 j faw 	&  
hiPzilp-9e4 	GL/k1%. 	4"k 
Otrte_ ;pp) ,Vie   
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, Marlon. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 
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15 MAR 2017 
7-S 	 

—tice- 
Doc: .... 17 	0.1.4.1. 

To: 	 
File: 

Submission Form 

./.:y2„,--ej Bulls mmunity Centre 

Option 1  — Yes, I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on  the  site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were  made. 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Your postal address: 

 

 

  

Town: S. Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission  and  the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Arvou 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Should Council proceed with  the sale  of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
CP'rrs 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grapng. 

es 	0 No 

Thejw car parks fronting Criterion Street 
es 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and  3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Dave ort/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broad y/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Cen e, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining 	d refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all ree buildings and 
constructing a new cility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part  of  the cades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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ELIMAILED RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

2 8 MAR 2017 
TO:...P 	 
FILE! /21 —  . 
000.17 '0 2E. 

Your name: ‘ 1, 	1,1 0,4x  9 o e_ t̀  dt  Bulls Community Centre 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: f)■ 

co0 4=6r $(  co' cf  
Your postal address: 

0. 9f-re  

Town: 	 kekkoe-- 4 7 Lo  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub1r6ission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the  hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or . 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

0 present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

▪ 0 Yes 	0 No 
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: 

 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

Organisation: 

    

     

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

     

Position: 

    

     

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

  

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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illikihilL  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
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0  Option 4  — want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Trape Memorial Park 

d Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one  of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 	//d/0-777 

ifi 	need 
If 

 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

12  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

T,ihape Pool Upgrade 

06  Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El  Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road  / 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED  F-P ED 
3 0 MAR 2017 

TO: ******* ...... 	..... . 

rr i)Lotii ******* iiiission Form 
17 0362 

Your name: 

d6.4.i/M4   
Email address: 

al. h encliLle-e-X1Ca CAe-cAr.   
Preferred contact phone number: 

06 3578o0c.ir 	or ox7 (P.,2ai0S-Snt,   
Your postal address: 

P, 0- 60-)k 537  

Town: 	
--rprs144iV 

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
175ran individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

dyes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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.17....AR C.7- 7 11•:1Ef 

Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 

the site, and undertake necessary 
'!--Ilio,ua.ke strengthening of the present 

:ton administration and library buildings. 

TE 	!Vien-lorial Park 

I support retaining the grandstand 
the new amenity blocks in one of 

able locations: 
nea, 	s•,mming pool 

4../ on tIta., •,,,te currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

ion 2 — I support demolishing the 
•ndstand and locating the new amenity 

hat site. 

— I support demolishing the 
a and and locating the new amenity 

one of the other viable locations: 

the swimming pool 
on the site currently used 	toilets 

ends of the net1 -2:, .! 

• ive proposal] 

— Yes, I support funding tl•.• 
of He Taiklape Pool during 2017 afte • • 
swimming season has ended, using reE ,_.:ves 
to cover any shortfall from external funoing 
applications (up to $200,000). 

Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

I:11/uption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

— I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

other 
hotec. 	 ultatifon 

Dec_Fir -L -Leht? Hse 
ec:e.EE 

What ctftom issues .•.yould you like Council 
consiCer as part o its plahnirig for 

2017/18? (use E.:ire: pages if necessary) 

Privac 
Please note thci 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 Ran gitikei District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
information or submissions. 

m idday on Friday, 
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Submission Form 

Your name: 

).\\\orn.  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

4-% 	 c3 e(xQn\  

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

U4:--)ption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

Yes 	UNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

El Yes 	UNo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	UNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

• Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

• 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEVED 
9 MAR 2017 

To: 
File:   I - 
Doc: 	 1Y  0109 Submission Form 

--Erv-ED 
- 6 MAR 2017 

Your name: 

1-/ded7   
Email address: 

11 54i.  /4-(-"  4' 	,e. 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

16,0)ss goca,t. 
(ZO 

Town:  Z 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
Et/Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Aryyou writing this submission as: 
'Van individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

E/Option 1  -  Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  -  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sybdivision. 
Elg'i Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
griazing. 
ig Yes 	0 No 

TVe two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
-131 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  -  Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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RECEIVED 
2 MAR 7017 

444  
A  TO: 

FILE:  I  -- 	P-- I —.Lt.-  Submission Form 	 DOC: 

4S*  

Your name:  14e."‘‘  Oett v 
e-v 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

• 2-9- -c -tk€_   

Town: 	ca..ti-Acr 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub,ission and the hearings?: 
O Emaille-Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are  )._r_cad  writing this submission as: 
zW--rin  individual.  or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If  on  behalf of  an  organisation. please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls  Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option  2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subIkision. 

	

(es 	0  No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

	

at-Yes 	0  No 

Th9 two car  parks  fronting Criterion Street 

	

Yes 	0  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I  support the 
continuing work on  redeveloping  the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham &  Williams  Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the  new Marton 
Civic Centre.  preferring  (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining  and  refurbishing  all  three 
buildings 

demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the  site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is  this  your  preference? 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

El Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Dberiport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
, :-:1 -thquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

[t/Option  1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
locating the new amenity blocks in one of 

other viable locations: 
the swimming pol 

he site currently used as toilets 
al [he ends of the netball courts 

i1.:11,:1[.. - ftive proposal] 

\It  0141/4114-44)  L4 ced GtS   

El Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
1:,10(.k on that site. 

EH Option 3 -- I support demoli:,hing the 
efaildstand and locating 'hc new amenity 

•Ls in one of the olhci viable icE 	i • 

the swimming 
• Ihe site currently naed as toilei!, . 

:lie ends of 'he [-lethal' courts 
.rative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taipape Pool Upgrade 

NrOption  1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 

, : - overed by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND 
POUHERE TAONGA 

29 March 2017 	 File ref: 33002-076 

Rangitikei District Council 
Freepost 172050 RECENEb 

29 MAR 2017 
To:  P---S   
File:  1  — 	 1   
Doc: 

RE. HERITAGE NEW ZEALAND POUHER TAONGA SUMBISSION ON ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 
CONSULTATION 

1. Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the Rangitikei Annual Plan 2017/18 (the 
Annual Plan). 

2. Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga (Heritage New Zealand) is an autonomous Crown Entity 
with statutory responsibility under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014 for the 
identification, protection, preservation, and conservation of New Zealand's historic and cultural 
heritage. Heritage New Zealand is New Zealand's lead heritage agency. 

3. Heritage New Zealand strongly supports the Rangitikei District Council's (the Council's) focus on 
historic heritage in the Annual Plan. As evidenced in areas such as Shannon and Greytown, well 
cared for historic heritage can be fundamental to creating an engaging and vibrant region that 
helps draw people in. This in turn, fosters local identity and helps to build the local economy. 

4. Marton in particular has the potential to become a unique heritage destination due to its 
concentration of historic heritage resources in the town centre. Its location off, but close to, State 
Highway 1 is an additional benefit, as it allows for increased pedestrianisation in the town centre, 
while still remaining available to potential visitors. Pedestrianisation creates a centre at a more 
human scale, which in turn accentuates historic heritage value and engagement. It does this by 
giving people the opportunity to enjoy heritage beyond the confines of the footpath. It also puts 
them in a context where modern elements (e.g. high volumes of cars) are not so intrusive. This 
allows heritage the spotlight and creates the ambience for an attractive leisure experience—
something that is increasingly essential for overcoming malaise in local retail areas. 

5. Considering the opportunities offered by Marton's historic heritage, Heritage New Zealand gives 
its strongest support to the development of a Marton heritage precinct and the heritage focused 
redevelopment of the Marton civic centre. 

Marton Heritage Precinct 

6. Regarding the historic heritage precinct, Heritage New Zealand supports its implementation in a 
staged approach, focusing first on the core Zone 1 area. To assist implementation, Heritage New 
Zealand encourages Council to develop a style guide for the precinct, as it will help ensure the 
retention of a critical mass of historic heritage value. It could also inform the heritage offsetting 
approach by indicating potential offsets (e.g. restoring a feature so it is in line with the style 
guide). Heritage New Zealand recommends Hutt City Council's style guide for Jackson Street in 
Petone as a useful example. 

7. The intention of Council to co-ordinate with property owners in applying for the Heritage 
Earthquake Upgrade Incentive Programme (EQUIP) is an excellent reinforcement of the heritage 

Email: annualplan@rangitikei.govt.nz  

To whom it may concern 
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precinct idea. As indicated in the consultation document, the development of a heritage precinct 
may provide a crucial point of difference from other applications to the Heritage EQUIP Fund. 
Heritage New Zealand fully endorses this approach. 

8. To further assist property owners in the CBD, Council could consider a range of other incentives 
to facilitate the conservation of historic heritage. Common incentives are rates rebates, waiving 
of consent fees, and developing a heritage fund that owners can apply to use. As the 
regeneration of the precinct continues, Heritage New Zealand encourages council to investigate 
these, and other, incentives. To assist this consideration, attached to this submission is Heritage 
New Zealand guidance on incentives. 

Marton Civic Centre 

9. Heritage New Zealand is greatly appreciative of the efforts the Council has made in investigating 
options for the adaptive reuse of the Cobbler, Davenport, and Abraham & Williams buildings. 
These buildings form a central element of the Marton heritage precinct, and their conservation 
will strongly contribute to the revitalisation of the CBD. The action of Council to restore these 
buildings also sends a positive message to other building owners that it is taking a heritage-led 
revitalisation of Martin seriously. 

10. The demolition of any of these buildings would be a substantial blow to the overall heritage value 
of the Marton CBD and undermine any attempts to leverage economic benefits from the Town's 
heritage assets, While retaining only part or all of the historic facades is also generally 
undesirable from a heritage perspective, as it reduces the authenticity of heritage assets, 
Heritage New Zealand recognises that some form of this may be necessary to fulfil the needs of 
the new Civic Centre. If facadism is necessary, we strongly recommend that Council avoid so-
called 'sticker' façadism, with 'envelope' fagadism being preferred. In the event that the 
buildings' existing parameters cannot accommodate the Civic Centre's needs, Heritage New 
Zealand considers that significant adaptation to the rear of the buildings (to enable new 
development behind the heritage elements in the front of the buildings) is likely to be the 
optimal course of action. 

11. Accordingly, Heritage New Zealand supports Council adopting Option 1, being to "[detain and 
strengthen all there of the Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams buildings and refurbish. Sell 
the present Marton administration and library buildings on High Street." Should it prove 
necessary, Heritage New Zealand also supports the Council adopting Option 3, being to "[detain 
part or all of the historic facades of the Cobbler/Davenport/Abrham & Williams buildings and 
construct a new facility behind them. Sell the present Marton administration and library buildings 
on High Street", where envelope facadism is used. 

12. Heritage New Zealand opposes options 2 and 4, being to "[d]emolish all three of the 
Cobbler/Davenport/Abraham & Williams buildings and construct a new facility on the site. Sell 
the present Marton administration and library buildings on High Street", or to "[a]bandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/Davenpnort/Abragham & Williams buikldings, sell the 
site, and undertake necessary earthquake-strengthening of the present Marton administration 
and library buildings." 

Man gaweka Bridge 

13. Bridges have played an important part in the development of New Zealand. Communities often 
develop strong associations with them, especially where they act as a gateway to a district, city, 
or town. However, the importance of these values needs to be balanced against the practicalities 
of making bridges safe for modern traffic demands. 
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14. Heritage New Zealand supports the strengthening of heritage bridges up to modern standards 
where possible. However, if this is not possible, converting the bridge to pedestrian and cycling 
use can be a good alternative. Conversion still gives people opportunities to enjoy the bridge, 
while reducing maintenance costs. If the bridge is converted to pedestrian and cycling only, it is 
important that the bridge is not allowed to deteriorate to a point where it is unsafe. To prevent 
this, Heritage New Zealand recommends the development of a conservation management plan, 
which includes a maintenance plan to ensure the bridge is conserved now and into the future. If 
Council retains the Mangaweka Bridge, be it as a fully functioning bridge or only for pedestrians 
and cyclists, Heritage New Zealand would encourage Council to develop a conservation 
management plan for it. 

Land Near Walton Street 

15. The consultation document sets out the potential for selling Council held properties around Bulls, 
including land near Walton Street. The land near Walton Street is very close to the Willis 
Redoubt, which is a category 2 historic place on the New Zealand Heritage List / Rarangi '<Orem 
(List No. 6233). Council should note that any development near the Redoubt should consider 
potential adverse effects on historic heritage values. Development will also need to comply with 
the archaeological authority process under the Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga Act 2014. 
The Redoubt itself is also subject to a heritage covenant that must be followed. If the land is sold, 
Heritage New Zealand advises that potential buyers should be made aware of these 
requirements. 

Conclusion 

16. Heritage New Zealand offers its strongest support for the following: 

• development of the Marton heritage precinct; 

o the work of Council to coordinate with owners applications for the Heritage EQUIP Fund; and 

• the retention, strengthening, and refurbishment of all three of the Cobbler, Davenport, and 
Abraham & Williams buildings, or the use of envelope fagadism as opposed to sticker 
faced ism. 

17. Heritage New Zealand recommends: 

o 	Council develop the heritage precinct in a staged approach, focusing on the core Zone 1 area 
first; 

• Council consider developing a style guide for the heritage precinct; 

o Council investigate heritage incentives that could apply in the heritage precinct; 

• Council develop a conservation management plan for the Mangaweka Bridge; and 

o 	Council note the heritage covenant that applies to the Willis Redoubt, the need for 
development near the redoubt to consider historic heritage values, the need to comply with 
the archaeological authority process, and the consequent need to advise any future 
landowner of properties containing elements of, or adjacent to, the Willis Redoubt of the 
legal responsibilities pertaining to those sites. 

18. Heritage New Zealand would be very glad to assist Council with any public engagement activities 
that it might undertake in support of our preferred options. We remain as ever, able to offer 
further advice to Council and other owners of heritage buildings regarding heritage conservation. 
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Incentives and rules – bricks and mortar

Heritage incentives are a powerful complement to heritage regulation, and the 
synergy between them is a valuable heritage tool.

Heritage incentives are not a tenable means of heritage protection used alone, 
but act in concert with heritage rules and evaluation systems.

The use of either alone is potentially weak and problematical.

If sound, meaningful and robust assessment systems and rules are the solid 
‘bricks’ of a heritage protection system, then incentives used carefully are the 
‘mortar’ that binds the bricks.

While it might be possible to erect a heritage protection approach that uses a 
mass of dry ‘bricks’ (regulation) alone, it would be potentially unstable.

It is even less likely that one built only of ‘mortar’ (monetary incentives) would 
be viable …1

George Farrant
Principal Heritage Adviser
Former Auckland City Council
2009

1	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National 
Workshop Heritage Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.
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Introduction1.	
Effective incentives are essential for achieving the preservation of historic heritage for 
present and future generations. Incentives can be regulatory or non-regulatory, and 
may include a wide range of policies and methods. Incentives are a key aspect of the 
economics of historic heritage.

Donovan D. Rypkema is a leading international authority on the economics of heritage 
buildings. Rypkema visited New Zealand in November 2010 and gave a series of lectures 
on the economic value of heritage conservation. Rypkema emphasised the critical role of 
incentives in heritage conservation in ‘bridging the market gap’ which refers to the gap 
between the costs and value of a property or business. While costs involve the acquisition 
of the property, cost of the retrofit works and other associated expenses, value relates to 
operation (rent, vacancy, etc), financing (amount, rate, return), equity (risk, alternatives, 
tax benefits) and the market return.2

In simple terms, an economic market rate of return is calculated by identifying the costs 
and considering if the value of the property or business outweighs them. If the cost is in 
excess of value, then the property or business is unlikely to result in a commercial rate of 
return. The high cost of earthquake strengthening influences the market gap.

Not all heritage buildings are, however, commercial buildings. Community halls, churches, 
schools, apartments and dwellings operate on a non-commercial basis involving both 
private and public sources of funding. These places can also suffer from a gap between 
the cost of acquisition and maintenance of the building and available income and funding 
support.

This guide provides a toolkit of available heritage incentives in New Zealand. It also 
promotes the adoption of incentives for historic heritage. The guide provides information 
about regulatory and non-regulatory incentives. The regulatory incentives include:

Conservation areas.▶▶

Conservation lots.▶▶

Conservation lots transferable development right (TDR).▶▶

Waivers of zone provisions.▶▶

Specified permitted uses.▶▶

Plot ratios or site intensity zonings.▶▶

Bonus floor area TDR.▶▶

Contributions (development and financial).▶▶

Consent fee waivers.▶▶

Measures relating to the ▶▶ Building Act 2004 (the Building Act).

2	 Donovan D. Rypkema, ‘Incentives for Heritage’, Presentation to NZHPT, Antrim House, 16 November 2010.
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In relation to regulatory incentives, the guide provides some examples currently adopted 
by local authorities in New Zealand and detailed evaluation of incentives in relation to 
costs, benefits, transparency and clarity, manageability and legitimacy. The non-regulatory 
incentives include:

Private-public partnerships (PPPs).▶▶

Heritage grants and loans.▶▶

Rates relief.▶▶

Tax relief (including tax depreciation).▶▶

Public purchase and revolving acquisitions and funds.▶▶

Insurance rebates.▶▶

Urban design, events and promotion.▶▶

Other heritage incentives.▶▶

In addition to providing information about these incentives, the guide promotes the 
development of: a new central government grant/loans/tax scheme for the strengthening 
of earthquake-prone heritage buildings; and a heritage credit scheme that rewards owners 
to carry out regular repair and maintenance of historic heritage.

The guide also promotes good regulatory standards and national consistency in terms of 
regional and district plan rules for historic heritage and as promoted by the Government’s 
Code of Good Regulatory Practice.3

The appendices of the guide provide an updated summary of heritage incentives provided 
by local governments in relation to:

District plan regulatory incentives.▶▶

Consent fee waivers.▶▶

Heritage-related grants.▶▶

Rates relief available for historic heritage.▶▶

Other types of incentives.▶▶

Former Auckland City Council, list of heritage floor space bonuses granted and recipient ▶▶
sites.

Further, the appendices provide guidance for the establishment and management of a 
local authority heritage grants scheme.

The guide does not contain all relevant information about the wide topic of heritage 
incentives. Its focus is on local government, with some information about central 
government incentives for private owners of historic heritage.

3	 Ministry of Economic Development, Guidelines on the Regulatory Impact Analysis Requirements, Regulatory 
Impact Analysis Unit, March 2007.

http://www.fis.org.nz/

Cultural Funding Guide, Ministry 
of Culture and Heritage

www.mch.govt.nz/funding-
guide/search?fcat=Heritage
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Additional information about incentives and funding sources generally can be obtained 
by contacting the Funding Information Service4 or the Ministry for Culture and Heritage 
Cultural Funding Guide.5

In terms of background context, the guide is accompanied by detailed theoretical and 
legislative research about heritage regulation and incentives as a separate research 
paper.6 Further, valuable information about heritage incentives is provided in the 
Australian EPHC National Incentives Taskforce Report, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives 
and Policy Tools for Conserving our Historic Heritage7 and the Heritage Chairs and 
Officials of Australia and New Zealand (HCOANZ) guide, Incentives for Heritage Protection 
Handbook: A National Guide for Local Government and the Community.8

The following checklist is designed for local authorities as a guide to assist the planning 
process when considering the use of incentives for historic heritage.

Checklist for incentives for historic heritage1.1.	
	 Is the objective of the incentive to encourage the conservation of historic heritage 

in the region or district?

	 Is the incentive developed as part of an overall strategy for historic heritage? Will 
the incentive be managed under a clear policy or guidelines? What is the process 
for approval of the policy and guidelines? How will owners of historic heritage be 
involved and consulted?

	 Will the incentive complement any rules adopted in the regional or district plans? 
Are the current heritage rules robust and of high quality?

	 What type of historic heritage requires an incentive-based approach (an individual 
place, earthquake-prone heritage buildings, group of places, an area, or all 
scheduled places)?

	 What class of historic heritage requires an incentive-based approach (rural, 
commercial, industrial, recreational or residential places)?

	 What is the heritage significance of the places or areas?

	 How will the incentive benefit historic heritage, including Māori heritage?

	 Have the risks to historic heritage been identified – fire, earthquakes, flood, 
vandalism, demolition by neglect, etc?

	 What are the incentive options? Have other valid alternative approaches been 
identified?

4	 http://www.fis.org.nz/

5	 http://www.mch.govt.nz/funding-guide/search?fcat=Heritage

6	 Robert McClean ‘Regulation and Incentives for Historic Heritage: Theoretical and Legislative Overview, 
Historic Heritage Research Paper No.6 (draft working paper), NZHPT, 22 February 2010.

7	 National Incentives Taskforce for the EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for 
Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 2004.

8	 HCOANZ, Incentives for Heritage Protection Handbook, A National Guide for Local Government and the 
Community, 2009, http://heritage.vic.gov.au/admin/file/content2/c7/Incentives.pdf
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	 What are the costs and benefits of the preferred option(s)? How will the preferred 
option(s) be effective in achieving the objective?

	 Will the preferred option(s) be transparent and have clarity? Also will the preferred 
option(s) be manageable and obtain political support?

	 How will the incentive be managed and advertised to the public and owners of 
historic heritage?

	 How will the incentive be monitored, and what will be the indicators to measure the 
success of the incentive?

Historic heritage regulation2.	
The manner in which heritage regulation is designed and implemented can help to clarify 
the management of externalities and other issues such as the improved allocation of 
public goods and reducing information asymmetries. All regulation should be designed 
to adhere to principles of good regulatory practice.9 These principles aims to ensure that 
laws have the following attributes:

Transparency to both the decision-makers and those affected by regulation.▶▶

Have clarity, being understandable and accessible as well as practicable.▶▶

Should be fair and treat those affected equitably.▶▶

Rules should be the minimum necessary to achieve the desired outcomes.▶▶

Compliance costs should be reasonable with minimal fiscal impact.▶▶

Are compatible internationally.▶▶

These principles have informed the government’s The Best Practice Regulation Model: 
Principles and Assessments.10

With regard to historic heritage regulation under the RMA, the NZHPT carried out a national 
assessment of district plan heritage provisions in 2009 and 2011.11 The review highlighted 
a number of issues concerning heritage rules in these plans. In particular, the review 
revealed there are varying degrees of quality provisions in the district plans. Common 
issues of quality and information are:

Overall lack of national consistency of approach with the use of a variety of terms to ▶▶
describe and define historic heritage.

Lack of clarity with respect to some key rules, such as the repair and maintenance of ▶▶
listed heritage items.

9	 Ministry of Economic Development, Guidelines on the Regulatory Impact Analysis Requirements, Regulatory 
Impact Analysis Unit, March 2007; Regulatory Review.

10	 The Treasury, The Best Practice Regulation Model: Principles and Assessments, NZ Government, July 2012.

11	 Robert McClean, ‘National Assessment of District Plan Heritage Provisions’, Historic Heritage Research 
Paper No.2, NZHPT, January 2009; Robert McClean, ‘National Assessment of RMA Policy and Plan Heritage 
Provisions’, NZHPT, 2011.
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Absence of explicit rules, such as relocation, signage and subdivision.▶▶

Lack of information about scheduled heritage items, especially with regards to ▶▶
significance.

Absence of geographical boundary information, showing the extent of heritage items ▶▶
listed in district plans.

The NZHPT considers that there is potential for heritage regulation to be more effective 
with greater national consistency. This will involve action at both national, regional and 
district levels. At the national level, the NZHPT has published non-statutory guidance 
for historic heritage under the RMA – The Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage 
Guidance Series. This series promotes the adoption of best practice standards for the 
management of historic heritage, including the adoption of common terms, definitions, 
rules and assessment standards.

In summary, it is hoped that with the adoption of best practice standards, local authority 
heritage regulation under the RMA will be more robust and efficient. This will involve:

The availability of public information about historic heritage and its management under ▶▶
the RMA.

Common approaches in the adoption of best practice processes for the identification of ▶▶
historic heritage.

The adoption of best practice regulatory and non-regulatory options for historic ▶▶
heritage, especially incentives.

Common approaches for the regulation of historic heritage in regional and district ▶▶
plans in terms of basic definitions, heritage schedules, consent information 
requirements and rules relating to repairs and maintenance, alterations and additions, 
relocation, demolition/damage, subdivision, and new buildings.

Common approaches for heritage-related resource consent processes, notification and ▶▶
the use of heritage impact assessments.

Provisions to promote improved building safety with rules that encourage earthquake ▶▶
strengthening, fire safety and physical access.
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Conservation area zoning2.1.	
Regulation, in relation to listing, affects the value of property in diverse ways depending 
on the type of regulation and place, and the environmental and social context. As explored 
in the theoretical overview paper, overseas research has shown that conservation areas or 
heritage character zoning can have a positive effect on property values.

In terms of residential conservation areas, heritage zoning can often provide ‘certainty’ for 
owners in relation to maintaining a ‘sense of place’ and the control activities such as infill, 
subdivision and new buildings. This can result in positive effects in property values for 
conservation areas in comparison to other non-heritage zones.12 As explained by Lucian 
Cook, the positive effect is often related to the management of the surroundings:

To put this in simple terms, the architectural credentials of an individual building 
mean very little if the property looks out over a 1960’s multi-storey car park. By 
contrast, a reasonably sympathetically designed modern dwelling located within an 
area that has retained a sense of place by virtue of the quality of its overriding built 
heritage will in all likelihood carry a significant premium over the same dwelling 
within a modern housing estate.13

This overseas research tends to support anecdotal evidence of the positive effect on 
property values of residential conservation areas in Wellington and Auckland.14

The positive impact of listing, however, on private property values is not a guaranteed 
correlation. While conservation zoning may have positive effects on property values 
in cities such as Auckland and Wellington, the results in smaller provincial centres 
may be more uncertain. Also as illustrated by the Allen Consulting Group in Australia15, 
registration, listing, or protection of historic residential properties can often have little 
influence on property values. Other factors such as location, general amenity, and general 
crime rates can be much more important deciding factors for property values.16

12	 Lucian Cook, ‘The Economic Value of Conservation Areas’ Conservation bulletin, Issue 62, Autumn 2009, 
pp 21–23.

13	  Ibid, p 21.

14	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

15	 The Allen Consulting Group, Valuing the Priceless: The Value of Historic Heritage in Australia, Prepared for 
the Heritage Chairs and Officials of Australia and New Zealand, November 2005.

16	 Managing Australia’s Historic Heritage: Looking to the Future, Submission by the Chairs of the Heritage 
Councils of Australia and New Zealand to the Productivity Commission Inquiry into the Conservation of 
Historic Heritage Places, October 2005, p 16.
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Development area zoning2.2.	
Development area zoning is used extensively in North America and Europe to facilitate 
the development of a historic area or precinct. This type of zoning is often called 
‘regeneration development zones’ or ‘special development precincts’. The zoning aims to 
assist the development of an area by providing for specific permitted uses, management 
structures, and private-public funding arrangements. In England, with assistance from the 
European Union, development zoning has achieved the regeneration and adaptive reuse 
of substantial historic townscapes such as the historic centre of Newcastle, the Liverpool 
waterfront and industrial heritage in the Midlands.

In 2008, the Sustainable Development Unit of the Department of Internal Affairs released 
the draft Building Sustainable Communities Discussion Document. This document 
identified the need for new tools to address development area issues and the creation 
of new urban development project areas. These areas could be established to facilitate 
appropriate development of historic areas and achieve conservation objectives. As 
indicated in the Wellington waterfront example that follows, important considerations are 
finding the balance between preservation and development and ensuring strong public 
accountability.

Lambton Harbour Development Project (LHDP)2.2.1	

The Lambton Harbour Development Project was established in the late 1980s to 
facilitate the transformation of the Wellington waterfront. The area was set aside for 
management as a special development area under the control of a private-public 
body – Lambton Harbour Management Limited (LHML). The special development 
area facilitated major changes to the Wellington waterfront with the removal of a 
large number of former wharf buildings, construction of new buildings and parks and 
preservation of significant heritage buildings such as the former Wellington Harbour 
Board offices as the new Wellington Museum of City and Sea.

The special development area, however, was heavily criticised by the public during 
the 1990s as a result of demolition and the construction of inappropriate new 
buildings and loss of public space. The criticism resulted in greater control over 
management by the Wellington City Council and the introduction of new waterfront 
planning provisions in the district plan to protect historic heritage and preserve 
public space.17

17	 Page. S, ‘Regenerating Wellington’s Waterfront’ Journal of Town and Country Planning, Jan-Feb, 1993, 
pp 29–31.
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Regulatory incentives3.	

Conservation lots3.1.	
Conservation lots are a flexible subdivision provision that is the most common heritage-
related incentive in district plans. Conservation lots provide the potential to allow an 
applicant to subdivide a property below the minimum lot size in order to preserve heritage 
values. The basic standards associated with the flexible subdivision rule are:

Council can consider, as a discretionary activity, the subdivision of property containing ▶▶
a historic heritage item.

The proposed subdivision to create a conservation lot may be lower that the minimum ▶▶
lot size of the relevant zone.

The subdivision will result in the whole of the historic heritage item being physically ▶▶
and legally protected in perpetuity.

An agreement or covenant should be entered to provide protection in perpetuity. The ▶▶
agreement or covenant should be finalised prior to Council making a decision under 
section 104 of the RMA or as a consent condition. These agreements or covenants may 
include:

i.	 Heritage Covenants (section 6 Historic Places Act 1993).

ii.	 Open space covenants (section 22 Queen Elizabeth the Second National Trust Act 
1977).

iii.	Protective covenants (section 18 Crown Forests Assets Act 1989).

iv.	 Conservation covenants (section 77 Reserves Act 1977/sec 27 Conservation Act 
1987).

v.	 Protected private land agreements (section 76 Reserves Act 1977).

vi.	 Nga whenua rahui kawenata (section 77A Reserves Act 1977/section 27A 
Conservation Act 1987).

An agreement or covenant should incorporate specific protective or enhancement ▶▶
measures to maintain or enhance the conservation values of the property, including 
public access.

The proposed subdivision should be of a sufficient area to protect the curtilage and ▶▶
surroundings associated with the listed historic item.
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Conservation lot provisions in New Zealand3.1.1	

There are a number of district plans with specific conservation lot provisions 
for historic heritage (see Appendix 2). Conservation lots are also referred to as 
‘environmental protection lots’ or ‘heritage lots’.

In the Far North District Plan, rule 12.5.6.3.1 provides for a ‘development bonus’ 
“where a site contains a heritage resource and where this resource is proposed to 
be permanently protected, restored or rehabilitated, the Council may grant consent 
to an application to subdivide one or more bonus lots. The new lot(s) can be either 
from the parent title on which the area to be protected, restored or rehabilitated is 
located or on another title. The new lot(s) may be created in addition to the rights to 
subdivide which would otherwise apply, and may include the area to be protected, 
restored or rehabilitated. The minimum area of a bonus lot shall be the minimum 
area provided for as a discretionary subdivision activity in the relevant zone.”

The Far North District Plan provision requires that a covenant or a consent notice 
records this commitment to protection, restoration or rehabilitation before any bonus 
can be given effect to. The Council may impose as a condition of consent that a bond 
be paid, to be refunded when the Council is satisfied that the conditions attached 
to that consent have been complied with. The Council may provide assistance in 
respect of any such application by waiving resource consent charges and reserve 
contributions. An application made in terms of this rule would see the NZHPT, and 
where appropriate the tangata whenua, considered an affected party.

Many other plans have provisions for subdivision flexibility to protect historic 
heritage. For example, The Auckland City Central Area District Plan (Rule 10.4.2) 
provides that, where a heritage property is the subject of an approved conservation 
plan, subdivision of the heritage property will be considered as a non-notified 
application for a discretionary activity and may be exempt from the plan’s standard 
subdivision requirements.

Conservation lot provisions require ongoing monitoring by local authorities to ensure that 
consent conditions are being adhered to and that the property is not abandoned resulting 
in ‘demolition by neglect’. Further, monitoring is required to ensure flexible subdivision 
rules do not have cumulative adverse effects, resulting in a large number of small 
subdivisions over an area which can undermine the open-space provisions of the district 
plan.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of conservation lots

Costs The costs of conservation lots to owners include the cost of 
establishing the lot via subdivision; establishing a covenant, and 
ongoing care and maintenance.

The cost of conservation lots to the community involves the expenses 
associated with management and monitoring of the lots and the 
potential environmental cost of ‘patchy’ subdivision that is contrary to 
the objectives and policies of the district plan.

Support for long-term maintenance of the conservation lot may require 
public funds in the form of grants and rates remission.

Benefits The benefits of conservation lots to owners include the ability to 
subdivide to ensure the ongoing conservation of a historic property 
that would be otherwise not allowed. This may release surplus land 
available for development to offset the cost of establishing and 
maintaining the conservation lot.

The benefits of conservation lots to the community is the potential 
long-term conservation of a historic property.

Transparency 
and clarity

Conservation lots are relatively simple and straightforward for owners, 
decision-makers and the community.

Manageability Conservation lots require territorial authority management systems. 
The decision-making process should be informed by professional 
heritage advice.

Legitimacy Conservation lots generally enjoy a high level of political support.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of conservation lots

Comment The full environmental compensation implications of a proposed 
conservation lot require consideration, including the cumulative 
effects on the environment.

Covenants are required to ensure that conservation lots are subject 
to continual care and maintenance. There is a risk that conservation 
lots are abandoned and subject to ‘demolition by neglect’. A covenant 
should be agreed upon between owner and local authority prior to 
conservation lot approval.

Demand for conservation lots is associated with general demand 
for subdivision. The incentive may not be effective in areas of low 
subdivision demand.

Conservation lots are generally more appropriate for rural heritage, 
especially archaeological sites.

Establishment of a conservation lot should qualify the owner to rates 
remission under the local authority rates remission policy.

Establishment of a conservation lot should be informed by a 
conservation plan and sufficient information on the heritage values of 
the property.

The boundaries of the conservation lot should be sufficient to protect 
the historic place and its surroundings. For example, a historic 
farm protected by a conservation lot should include all parts that 
contribute to the heritage value of the entire farm complex such as the 
homestead, woolshed, out-buildings and any significant vegetation 
area.
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Conservation lots transferable development right 3.2.	
(TDR)
Conservation lots can form part of a TDR regime for an entire district or area. This regime 
allows landowners to sell potential development interests from a particular piece of 
property under the protection of a conservation lot. Purchases would be other landowners 
who intend to increase the density of their land using the TDR bonus.18 This regime 
could be designed to preserve open-space rural and heritage landscapes and provide an 
incentive for landowners who are restricted to subdivide in a certain location.

Former Rodney District conservation lot TDR3.2.1	

The former Rodney District Council was one of the few local authorities in New 
Zealand that maintained a conservation lot TDR regime. In the Rodney District Plan 
(now managed by Auckland Council) conservation lots are a restricted discretionary 
activity under Rule 17.9.4(g) which provides for “the subdivision of a listed item 
for the purpose of ensuring the long term preservation of the item, where the sites 
created will not meet the site area and dimension requirements of the relevant 
zone.” These lots can become part of a TDR regime under the subdivision rules (Rule 
7.14.12.3). This scheme applies to any land that is covenanted or protected within the 
rural zone (except the countryside living zone) and is no larger than 20 hectares. The 
recipient sites must be with the countryside living town zone.

The former Rodney District’s TDR scheme has been operating for nine years since the 
introduction of the district plan. The scheme is currently under review as part of the 
preparation of the Auckland Unitary Plan. Key issues confronting the scheme include 
limited opportunity or space for use within the receiving areas (the countryside living 
zone), the need to transfer titles from a consented subdivision, and the requirement 
to ensure ongoing maintenance and conservation of land protected in donor areas. 
Further, while the scheme has been applied to natural heritage, there have been no 
applications for conservation lots and TDR involving historic heritage.

TDR schemes involving conservation lots require careful district-wide planning. The 
cumulative effects of land transfer need to be considered as part of an environmental 
compensation approach. International research on conservation lot TDR notes that the 
scheme requires strong land use regulations which closely controls the supply and 
demand of land in a district. Further, TDR schemes need to clearly identify bonus areas 
(sending areas) and recipient areas (receiving areas). There can be strong opposition 
from residents in the receiving areas which has the potential to erode political support for 
TDRs. There can also be substantial administrative costs involving complex land transfer 
transactions.19

18	 Jason Hanly-Forde, et al, Transfer of Development Rights Programs: Using the Market for Compensation and 
Preservation, Cornell University

19	 Jason Hanly-Forde, et al, Transfer of Development Rights Programs, Using the Market for Compensation and 
Preservation, Cornell University.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of conservation lots TDR

Costs The costs of conservation lots TDR to owners include: the expense of 
establishing the lot via subdivision; establishment of the covenant(s); 
ongoing care and maintenance, and costs relating to transfer of the 
development right.

The cost of conservation lots TDR to the community involves the cost of 
managing the TDR scheme and price of greater intensive subdivision 
of land in the recipient area (receiving area).

Benefits The benefits of conservation lots TDR to owners involve the potential 
to receiving a monetary incentive as a result of establishing a 
conservation lot.

The benefit of conservation lots TDR to the community is the potential 
long-term conservation of land in an area in return for accepting 
greater intensive subdivision an another area.

Transparency 
and clarity

Conservation lots TDR can be complex and difficult for the general 
public to comprehend.

Manageability Conservation lots TDR require intensive management and regulation 
by the territorial authority.

Legitimacy Conservation lots TDR may not receive political support as a result of 
opposition from landowners in recipient areas.

Comment The full environmental compensation implications of a proposed 
conservation lot TDR require consideration, including the cumulative 
effects on the environment.

Covenants are required to ensure that conservation lots are subject 
to continual care and maintenance. There is a risk that funds 
generated by conservation lots TDR are not invested into the care and 
maintenance of the conservation lot and are potentially subject to 
‘demolition by neglect’.

Demand for conservation lots TDR is associated with general demand 
for subdivision. The incentive may not be effective in areas of low 
subdivision demand.

Conservation lots TDR are generally more appropriate for rural 
heritage, especially archaeological sites

The range of covenants should be considered (i.e. open-space 
covenants and heritage covenants).

Establishment of a conservation lot and TDR should be informed by a 
conservation plan and sufficient information on the heritage values of 
the property.
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Waivers of zone provisions3.3.	
Waivers of zone provisions ensure that there is flexibility in the district plan for historic 
heritage in relation to matters such as undertaking a commercial activity in a residential 
zone, car parking requirements, loading, and site access and landscaping. The waiver for 
zone provisions should provide:

That Council can consider, as a discretionary activity, any application to alter, reduce, ▶▶
or waive any activity control or development control specified in any other section of 
the district plan.

The proposed waiver may include undertaking commercial activities in residential ▶▶
zones if the purpose of the commercial activity is to achieve the adaptive reuse of the 
listed heritage item and the adverse effects are minor.

The proposed waiver must be necessary to achieve the conservation and adaptive ▶▶
reuse of a listed heritage item.

Council will consider any adverse effects on the environment associated with the ▶▶
proposed waiver.

Waivers of zone provisions in New Zealand3.3.1	

Waivers of zone provisions are provided for in a number of district plans  
(Appendix 2). In the Rodney District Plan, Plan Change 144 introduced new provisions 
for the Helensville Town Centre Heritage Policy Area. The provisions include an 
amendment to Rule 21.10.2.2 which provides an exemption for heritage buildings 
from the on-site car parking requirements. In its reasoning, the plan states that:

“The Council recognises that the provision of required on-site car parking can 
be to the detriment of character buildings on sites that currently have little or 
no available off-street car parking. The priority in the Helensville Town Centre 
Heritage Policy Area is the preservation and enhancement of heritage value 
and character. Exemption for off-street car parking is considered appropriate to 
encourage the retention of buildings while allowing for change and adaptive use.”

The Hauraki District Plan (Rule 71.7) states that “notwithstanding any other 
provisions in the District Plan, Council may waive or reduce any bulk and location, 
number and location of parking spaces and landscaping standard which relates 
to a proposal to modify, add to or alter a Scheduled Feature, provided that in the 
opinion of Council, such action would: assist with the protection of the feature; 
and the amenities of neighbouring properties and/or the safe and efficient 
functioning of the street or road will not be significantly compromised.”

The Whakatane District Plan includes a ‘change of activity’ provision (Rule 
3.11.12.2). This rule states that “Council may consent to the redevelopment of 
Scheduled Heritage items not in conformity with the District Plan's performance 
standards where conformity with the zone standards and terms would change the 
intrinsic value and character of the heritage item and encourage the protection 
and preservation of the Scheduled Item.”
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The Christchurch Central Recovery Plan introduced substantial zone waiver 
provisions in July 2012 to facilitate the heritage recovery of the city. The rule (applying 
to the central city) means that in respect of any activity on any site involving historic 
heritage, applicants are not required to comply with a number of standards such 
as scale of activities, retailing, car parking space numbers, building setbacks and 
continuity.

Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of waivers of zone provisions

Costs The costs of waivers to owners include the expense of application and 
process under the RMA.

The costs of waivers to the community may involve some adverse 
environmental effects in relation to matters such as traffic, parking, 
noise, loading and access being relaxed or waived.

Benefits The benefits of waivers to the owners involve the potential for flexible 
rules to facilitate adaptive reuse of a historic place, especially in 
relation to commercial activity.

The benefits of waivers to the community is the potential long-term 
adaptive reuse of a historic place.

Transparency 
and clarity

Waivers are relatively simple and straightforward for owners, decision-
makers and the community.

Manageability Waivers require territorial authority management systems. The 
decision-making process should be informed by professional heritage 
advice.

Legitimacy Waivers generally enjoy a level of political support.

Comment The full environmental compensation implications of proposed 
waivers require consideration, including the cumulative effects on the 
environment.

Waivers are generally associated with demand for commercial 
development. The incentive may not be effective in areas of low 
development.

Waivers are generally limited to built heritage used for a commercial or 
public purpose.

Consent fees should not be charged for waiver of zone provision 
applications.

Local authorities should be informed by professional heritage advice.
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Specified permitted uses3.4.	
Specified permitted use rules are a similar method to waivers of zone provisions. However, 
instead of a general waiver, the rule specifies particular uses that will be allowed for listed 
heritage items as a permitted activity. Currently, district plans in New Zealand are limited 
to providing for repairs and maintenance of a listed heritage item as a permitted use. 
Some local authorities have certain permitted uses for zones.

Providing for specified permitted uses is an important method of encouraging sensitive 
adaptive reuse and could include activities such as:

Bed and Breakfast (B&B) accommodation.▶▶

Small-scale entertainment and wedding-related functions.▶▶

Social functions and public meetings.▶▶

Specialised small-scale retail activities (i.e. crafts, pottery, merchandising, Devonshire ▶▶
teas, cafe).

House museums and art galleries. ▶▶

As an example, the proposed Waipā District Plan (notified June 2012), encourages the 
ongoing protection of Waipā’s heritage items through the implementation of incentive 
rules relating to the reuse of such buildings. For this purpose, Policy 2.3.6.5 (which is 
implemented by rules) makes provision for medical centres, offices, restaurants, cafes and 
other eating places, and childcare and pre-school facilities to occur within buildings listed 
in the heritage schedule (Appendix N1). The transportation zone also contains relaxation 
of parking, loading and access requirements.

Specified permitted uses are also relevant to the Building Act. It is common in New 
Zealand for historic commercial centres to have active ground floor retail areas. However, 
often these commercial centres are characterised by vacant floor space above the ground 
level. The change of use provisions in the Building Act can be a significant disincentive to 
convert retail or office space for apartment accommodation (see section 3.9 of this guide). 
Allowing a specified accommodation use in a district plan could be part of an overall 
incentive strategy to promote adaptive reuse in a particular area or zone. 

Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of specified permitted use provisions

Costs The costs of specified permitted use provisions to owners include the 
expense of application and process under the RMA.

The costs of specified permitted use provisions to the community may 
involve some adverse environmental effects in relation to matters 
such as traffic, parking, noise, loading and access.

Benefits The benefits of specified permitted use provisions to the owners 
involve the potential for flexible rules to facilitate adaptive reuse of a 
historic place, especially in relation to commercial activity.

The benefit of specified permitted use provisions to the community is 
the potential long-term adaptive reuse of a historic place.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of specified permitted use provisions

Transparency 
and clarity

Specified permitted uses are relatively simple and straightforward for 
owners, decision-makers and the community.

Manageability Specified permitted uses require territorial authority management 
systems. The decision-making process should be informed by 
professional heritage advice.

Legitimacy Specified permitted uses generally enjoy a level of political support.

Comment The full environmental compensation implications of specified 
permitted uses require consideration, including the cumulative effects 
on the environment.

Specified permitted use provisions are generally associated with 
demand for commercial development. The incentive may not be 
effective in areas of low development.

Specified permitted use provisions are generally limited to built 
heritage used for a commercial purpose or a change of use. It is 
important to align any waivers of zone provisions with similar 
flexibility under the Building Act.
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Plot ratios or site intensity zonings3.5.	
A plot ratio is the measure of the total floor area of a building that is able to be constructed 
on any given site. Higher plot ratios will encourage larger and taller buildings. Most cities 
have the highest plot ratios in the CBD with lower plot ratios in suburban and industrial 
zones. Generally, higher plot ratios on heritage properties have the potential to promote 
more intensive development and adversely affect heritage values.

The Wellington City District Scheme in 1983 contained an additional floor space incentive 
which allowed owners to construct extra floor levels over the permitted height levels 
on the same site as a listed heritage item.20 This incentive was strongly criticised by 
community groups in allowing the Kirkaldies development on Lambton Quay which 
involved a large tower built over a preserved façade. With the introduction of the 
Wellington City District Plan under the RMA in the mid-1990s, the additional floor space 
incentive was removed.

The Auckland City Central Area District Plan contains the most detailed plot ratio zonings 
in New Zealand. These site intensity zonings are provided for in Planning Overlay Map 
5. The zonings show Basic Floor Area Ratio (BFAR) and Maximum Total Floor Area Ratio 
(MTFAR). The BFAR is the gross floor area allowed as a permitted activity. The total floor 
area allowed, plus the accumulation of any bonus floor area, cannot exceed the MTFAR.

The Auckland City Central Area is divided into 11 different site intensity zones which make 
up the precincts and quarters. As an example, the Karangahape Road Precinct has a site 
intensity ratio of BFAR 4:1 and MTFAR 6:1. The highest site intensity zone is the high-rise 
area to the west of Queen Street which has an BFAR 6:1 and MTFAR 13:1. 

There are specific site intensity zones for some heritage precincts in the Auckland City 
Central Area. The Britomart Precinct has its own site intensity map in the appendix of Part 
14.6 with two basic site intensity zones, Areas 1 and 2. Within Area 1, the MTFAR are the 
same or similar to the maximum provided for the western side of Queen Street (BFAR 6:1 
and MTFAR 13:1/11:1).

This measure is designed to “encourage tower height in exchange for reduced building 
bulk. This is a form of development which would not be compatible with the relatively low 
scale form of development proposed in Precinct Area 2.”21 Within most of Area 2 of the 
Precinct, the floor area ratio is limited to the gross floor area within the existing scheduled 
heritage buildings. It is commented in the district plan that the average total floor area 
ratio of approximately 6:1 within Precinct Area 2 “has been set in order to retain the 
Precinct’s strong heritage character and the sense of intimacy imparted by the heritage 
buildings.”22 Further, the absence of MTFAR for the existing heritage buildings enables 

“some flexibility for internal alterations within the inherent constraints of each heritage 
building.”23

20	 Robert McClean ‘Regulation and Incentives for Historic Heritage, Theoretical and Legislative Overview, 
Historic Heritage Research Paper No.6 (draft working paper), NZHPT, 22 February 2010.

21	 Rule 14.6.7.2, Part 14.6 Britomart Precinct, Auckland City Central Area Plan.

22	 Ibid.

23	 Ibid.
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The site intensity zonings of Auckland City Central Area District Plan are the foundation for 
the bonus floor area regime which is a form of TDR described below.

In July 2010, the Auckland Council notified Plan Modification No. 42 to the Central 
Area section of the District Plan. This plan change made some significant changes 
to the bonus floor area system of Auckland City. In particular, the plan reduced the 
number of bonus features and increases the bonus floor area provided for heritage 
floor space. The bonus floor area system is currently under review as part of the 
preparation of the new Auckland Unitary Plan.

The Christchurch City Plan included potential scope for a heritage floor space bonus by 
providing for the floor area of any retained heritage buildings to be excluded from the 
permitted plot ratio for the site up to a stated maximum for developments in certain 
zones.24

Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of plot ratios/site intensity zoning

Costs The costs of specified permitted use provisions to owners include the 
The costs to owners and developers of compliance with site intensity 
zoning requirements and forgone development opportunities.

The cost of site intensity zoning to the community involves the 
implementation and management of the site intensity zoning regime 
and any development opportunities that are restricted by the regime.

Benefits The benefits of site intensity zoning are certainty to the owner about 
the scope and potential for development on a particular site.

The benefits of site intensity zoning to the community which reduce 
the potential demand for adverse development of a heritage property 
and provide greater certainty over the form of urban development.

Transparency 
and clarity

Site intensity zoning can involve complex formulae that may make 
it difficult for the general public to understand and comprehend the 
intention behind the zoning.

Manageability Site intensity zoning requires intensive territorial authority 
management systems.

Legitimacy Site intensity zoning generally enjoys political support if there is a 
strong rationale for the regulation.

24	 Christchurch City Plan, Vol 3, Part 3 Business Zone, 7.1.6.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of plot ratios/site intensity zoning

Comment The full environmental effects associated with site intensity zoning 
requires consideration.

Site intensity zones are generally designed to manage demand for 
inner-city commercial development. The incentive may not be effective 
in areas of low development demand.

It is important that site intensity zones do not encourage the loss of 
significant interior heritage fabric by the maximisation of floor area 
ratios within heritage buildings.

Site intensity restrictions should be accompanied by bonus floor area 
incentives for heritage buildings.

Bonus floor area TDR3.6.	

Former Auckland City bonus floor area TDR3.6.1	

Site intensity regulation can be accompanied by bonus floor area ratios as a TDR. The 
Auckland City Central Area District Plan is the only district plan in New Zealand that 
maintains an active TDR system with regard to bonus floor area provisions. Bonus floor 
areas are available where a development incorporates a number of ‘public good’ features. 

The former Auckland City Council introduced TDR as a variation to its Third Review of the 
District Scheme in December 1987 under the Town and Country Planning Act 1977. The 
scheme was continued under the RMA 1991 and the Auckland City Central Area District 
Plan included a range of bonus floor area provisions involving public good features: 
accommodation, pre-school facilities, rest rooms, cycle parking, amenities, plaza, 
landscaping, works of art, heritage floor space and pedestrian facilities. The scheme 
was revamped by Plan Modification No.42 in 2010. This plan change amalgamated some 
activities and removed landscape and amenity areas from the bonus floor area provisions. 

Obtaining a heritage floor space bonus is a restricted discretionary activity and the use 
or transfer of a heritage floor space bonus is a restricted controlled activity. Prior to Plan 
Modification No.42, heritage floor space bonus was a restricted controlled activity.

The bonus floor area is available in locations set out in Planning Overlay Map 5 of 
the district plan comprising most of the core CBD of Auckland City. The heritage floor 
space bonus may be granted by Council in relation to buildings of heritage value listed 
in Appendix 1, Schedule D of Part 6 – Development Controls of the district plan. This 
schedule comprises most of the core CBD heritage buildings listed in the plan that are 
in private ownership. The list is mostly comprised of commercial buildings, but includes 
some apartments, former public buildings and churches. The heritage floor space bonus is 
designed for two primary matters:

Compensation for the loss of development potential that arises as a consequence of ▶▶
the building being scheduled for heritage purposes.
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Compensation for the cost of conservation.▶▶ 25

The sum of the bonus is calculated by a formula that includes:

Area of heritage floorplate.a.	

Development potential multiplier.b.	

Gross floor area of the scheduled building.c.	

Heritage schedule point ranking.d.	

The ‘development potential multiplier’ is an estimated average development potential 
based on the relevant development controls applicable to the area within which the 
heritage building is located. This multiplier and the point ranking is listed for each 
scheduled building in Appendix 1, Schedule D of Part 6. Essentially, schedule point 
ranking reflects the significance of the building. Greater heritage floor space bonuses are 
potentially available for the more significant buildings with higher development potential 
multipliers.

If consent is granted by Council, the calculated amount of heritage floor space bonus may 
be ‘sold’ by private agreement from a donor site to a recipient site(s) or used within the 
site of a scheduled building. The transfer of this bonus is a restricted controlled activity. 
Council usually require a conservation plan to be prepared for the donor heritage building. 
If the building is already subject to an approved conservation plan, the gross floor area of 
the heritage building is excluded from the floor area ratio calculations. Council maintains 
a register of heritage bonus floor space which includes:

The address and legal description of the donor site.▶▶

The address and legal description of the recipient site(s).▶▶

The area of heritage floor plate on which the scheduled building is situated and the ▶▶
amount of heritage floor space obtained from the floor plate.

The amount of bonus floor space transferred to the recipient site(s) or used within the ▶▶
site of scheduled building, the date of the transfer or use, and the residual floor area 
remaining after the transfer or use.26

Since the introduction of the heritage floor space bonus provisions, there have been 
18 granted applications (see Appendix 7). The bonus properties have included the 
Bluestone Store, Eden Hall, Civic Theatre, Town Hall, St Andrew’s Church, St Paul’s Church 
and St Mathews in the City. Council-owned buildings had a prominent role in the early 
development of the scheme, and by 2004 over 50 percent of the heritage floor space 
bonuses were owned by Council.27 As an example, Council held potentially 105,000 m² in 
the ownership of former Chief Post Office building. This building became the primary focus 
of the Britomart Project and some 31,882 m² of the bonus was sold for development. The 
transaction was criticised in the media over a number of years for lack of transparency and 

25	 Rule 6.7.2.5, Auckland City Central Area Plan.

26	 Ibid.

27	 ‘Transferable Development Rights’, Report to the Finance and Corporate Business Committee, Auckland City 
Council, 10 September 2004.
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for allowing development in excess of the standard building rules.28 As a result, during 
the review of the Central Area District Plan, the rule was changed so that Council could no 
longer obtain heritage floor space bonus from its own properties.

Since the early 1990s, the demand for heritage floor space bonus has declined. A key 
issue is that the heritage floor space bonus is just one of a number of other bonus 
elements in the district plan. This means that the heritage floor space bonus must 
compete with other bonus elements such as accommodation, plaza and works of art. Plan 
Modification No.42 sought to address this issue by removing landscape and amenity 
works from the scheme.

In addition, the demand for heritage floor space bonus is dependent on consent 
applications for new development. Consequently, the price of the heritage floor space 
bonus has dropped from a range of $230-$350 m² to approximately $50 m² (2004).29 As 
an example, in November 2001, St Matthews in the City was granted resource consent to 
restore the church and received a heritage floor space bonus of 28,229 m². A bonus of 
310 m² was transferred to the Auckland Drape Company Ltd site for an 11-apartment floor 
tower. The heritage floor space bonus was sold for $107/m² plus GST. St Matthew’s have 
retained a bonus of 27,919 m².30 By 2004, the church had sold a further lot of bonuses for 
$60/m² for the PriceWaterhouseCoopers Building on Quay Street. However, it was noted at 
the time that the building could have been permitted using the Light & Outlook bonus and 
the BFAR, without the need for the additional heritage floor space bonus from St Mathews 
in the City.31

George Farrant provides a summary of the advantages and disadvantages of TDRs 
associated with the Auckland City bonus floor area scheme:

	 Advantages:

Operates as an effective counter to the very real constraints of robust protection of ▶▶
small-scale heritage in a high-density area.

Compensates effectively for the acceptance of strong heritage controls, such as ▶▶
‘prohibited activity’ status for demolition of ‘Category A’ (highly-ranked) heritage 
properties in Auckland’s CBD.

Is a low-cost incentive solution.▶▶

Is normally an effective advocacy mechanism and a shield against claims of ▶▶
inequitable loss to an owner.

May be applicable to donor sites in larger local centres as well as central high-density ▶▶
areas.

28	 Ibid; NZ First Media Release, 17 March 2005, www.nzfirst.org.nz

29	 ‘Transferable Development Rights’, Report to the Finance and Corporate Business Committee, Auckland City 
Council, 10 September 2004.

30	 The Bob Dey Property Report, 7 November 2001, www.bdcentral.co.nz

31	 ‘Transferable Development Rights’, Report to the Finance and Corporate Business Committee, Auckland 
City Council, 10 September 2004. A further example involved two terrace houses on Airedale Street and the 
Bluestone Store in Durham Lane. These were awarded heritage floor space bonuses of 853 and 3,035 m² 
respectively. Part of this bonus (2,127 m²) was sold to the owners of the Durham Street West Parking Building 
in 2001. Most of this bonus was later transferred to another recipient site on Turner Street. The Bob Dey 
Property Report, 17 October 2001, www.bdcentral.co.nz
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May be usefully applicable to non-built heritage sites, such as ecological or ▶▶
archaeological.

	 Disadvantages:

TDRs are a commodity, and therefore their market value fluctuates, particularly if ▶▶
supply exceeds demand (or when uptake demand is low, such as at present).

Consideration needs to be given as to whether TDRs are contingent on a development ▶▶
proposal which offers conservation/restoration, or are able to be claimed in the 
absence of any development proposal.

TDR value will be depressed if other bonuses exist that deliver developer’s ▶▶
requirements for floor space, without the need to purchase TDRs.

Large heritage sites in public ownership can easily flood the TDR market and depress ▶▶
value and effectiveness.

Care needs to be exercised in having recipient sites beyond central areas due to public ▶▶
sensitivity about suburban intensification.

Can be difficult to monitor if a free-market TDR situation reigns, so issues arise about ▶▶
closer local authority control of the commodity, such as the authority possibly acting as 
‘banker’, controlling prices, and maintaining market stability.32

George Farrant also notes that the “transferred floor space must only be donated to a site 
that has the capacity to accept the extra area without breaking any other non-negotiable 
district plan rules, e.g. sunlight preservation height limits or view shaft protection.”33

The Auckland City bonus floor area TDR system is currently under review as part of 
the preparation of the new Auckland Unitary Plan.

As outlined in the associated research paper,34 TDR schemes have been attempted by 
other urban areas in New Zealand with limited success. In Australia, the most well-known 
TDR scheme is the City of Sydney which has a heritage floor space credit scheme. For 
this incentive, a credit is awarded following the completion of conservation work on a 
heritage property. Once the works have been completed to the Council’s satisfaction, the 
floor space can be sold/exchanged to enable additional floor space to be built in a new 
development.

32	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

33	 Ibid.

34	 Robert McClean ‘Regulation and Incentives for Historic Heritage, Theoretical and Legislative Overview, 
Historic Heritage Research Paper No.6 (draft working paper), NZHPT, 22 February 2010.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of bonus floor area TDR

Costs The costs to owners and developers includes compliance with site 
intensity zoning requirements, conservation of historic properties, 
including preparation of a conservation plan and the TDR process.

The cost of a bonus floor area TDR to the community includes the 
management of the TDR scheme and potential effects of excessive 
site intensity developments on recipient sites. The public may express 
concerns about recipient sites beyond the CBD in relation to suburban 
intensification.

Benefits The benefits of a bonus floor area TDR to the owner is the potential for 
an incentive to be obtained by the transfer of the bonus. It assists in 
the protection of small-scale heritage buildings in high-density areas.

The benefit of bonus floor area TDR to the community is the 
conservation of historic properties in the inner city. As the TDR does 
not involve a grant or other payment, it is a low-cost incentive option.

Transparency 
and clarity

Bonus floor area TDRs can involve complex formulae that may make 
it difficult for the general public to understand and comprehend the 
intention behind the scheme.

Manageability Bonus floor area TDRs requires intensive territorial authority 
management and monitoring systems.

Legitimacy Bonus floor area TDR may lack political support if there is public 
opposition to bonus-related development on recipient sites.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of bonus floor area TDR

Comment The full environmental compensation implications of a proposed 
bonus floor area TDR require consideration, including the cumulative 
effects on the environment. A total conservation benefit assessment 
is required to evaluate the overall benefit to the city with regard to 
restoration of the individual heritage building and the effect on the 
streetscape or townscape in terms of urban design.

Covenants are required to ensure that conservation lots are subject 
to continual care and maintenance. There is a risk that funds 
generated by bonus floor area TDRs are not invested into the care and 
maintenance of the property and are potentially subject to ‘demolition 
by neglect’.

Demand for bonus floor area TDRs is associated with general demand 
for property and development. The incentive may not be effective in 
times of recession. Owners of bonus floor area TDRs may find them 
difficult to sell.

Demand for a heritage-related TDRs may be affected by other bonuses 
that are available which may deliver the developer’s requirements for 
floor space

Large heritage sites in public ownership can ‘flood’ the TDR market 
and depress value and effectiveness.

Strong and robust heritage rules are required that regulate demolition, 
relocation, new buildings and roof-top additions.

Contributions3.7.	
The RMA provides for financial contributions, including bonds and reserve contributions, 
and the Local Government Act 2002 provides the regulatory basis for development 
contributions. Both contributions can be designed to encourage positive heritage 
outcomes.

Financial contributions3.7.1	

Secton 108 of the RMA provides that financial contributions may be made as part of 
conditions of resource consents. The term’ financial contribution’ means:

Money; ora.	

Land, including an esplanade reserve or esplanade strip (other than in relation to a b.	
subdivision consent), but excluding Maori land within the meaning of the Maori Land 
Act 1993 unless that Act provides otherwise; or

A combination of money and land.c.	 35

35	 Section 108(9), RMA 1991.
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A financial contribution must be imposed in accordance with the purposes specified 
in the plan or proposed plan (including the purpose of ensuring positive effects on the 
environment to offset any adverse effect), and the level of contribution is determined 
in the manner described in the plan or proposed plan.36 Land, in the form of reserve 
contributions, may also form part of subdivision consent conditions.

In addition, the RMA allows local authorities to require a bond as part of a consent 
condition. The purpose of a bond is to secure the ongoing performance of conditions 
relating to long-term effects, including alterations, removal of structures, remedial works, 
restoration, maintenance work and monitoring of long-term effects.37

Policies for financial contributions, including bonds and reserve contributions, in regional 
and district plans can provide protection for historic heritage. As a basic requirement, 
the regulatory provisions should provide the flexibility to waiver any required financial 
contribution in relation to a heritage-related application. Further, the plan should state 
that a monetary contribution will not be required where land is set aside in perpetuity, 
under a covenant, for the conservation of heritage values.

Financial contributions for historic heritage3.7.2	

Many district plans in New Zealand include historic heritage matters in financial 
contributions provisions (see Appendix 2). The most common is the provision that 
financial contributions will not be required when land is set aside as a conservation 
lot or reserve for the conservation of heritage values. 

Objectives and policies for financial contributions should refer to historic heritage 
matters. As an example, Policy RCP5 of the Hastings District Plan states “where a 
heritage site (such as an archaeological site or a wāhi tapu) has been set aside, 
either as a reserve, a conservation lot or consent notice as part of a subdivision, 
this will be taken into account when assessing any reserve contribution for the 
subdivision.”

The Far North District Plan (Rule 14.4.1) states that a financial contribution in the form 
of land will be preferred where that land has “important natural, amenity, heritage 
or cultural values that should be protected.” The plan further states that “where any 
person wishes to protect, conserve or restore a scheduled heritage resource, and in 
doing so is required to pay a financial contribution, consideration will be given to the 
reduction or waiving of that contribution” (Rule 14.6.3).

36	 Section 108(10), RMA 1991.

37	 Section 108A, RMA 1991.
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The Auckland City Isthmus District Plan provides environmental and heritage 
financial contributions (clause 4B.7.4) to remedy or mitigate the adverse effects 
of a development and use the financial contribution for the benefit of heritage or 
environmental features in the vicinity or elsewhere in the city. This policy means a 
contribution is required for all new development that is either land or cash (or any 
combination of the two). The amount of the contribution is based on a case-by-
case assessment. The Auckland City Central Area District Plan also provides for an 
exemption from financial contributions where a heritage property is the subject of an 
approved conservation plan (Rule 10.4.2). This provision is also provided for in the 
Auckland City Isthmus District Plan.

The Gisborne Combined Regional Land and District Plan waives financial 
contributions totally or in part for the adaptive reuse of an item and the waiving of 
reserve contributions either totally or in part (Rule 3.11.2).

Development contributions3.7.3	

‘Development contributions’ are provided for under subpart 5 of Part 8 of the Local 
Government Act 2002. They allow territorial authorities to compulsorily require those 
who create demand for new or enlarged community facilities to pay the capital costs 
of providing them. Community facilities are reserves, community infrastructure and 
network infrastructure (roads, transport, roads, wastewater, stormwater). Development 
contributions are managed under a development contributions policy as part of the Long 
Term Plan (LTP) and can give effect to the principles of the Local Government Act 2002 
outlined in section 14. Development contribution policies are also prepared under subpart 
3 which relates to financial management and strategy.

Development contributions can only be required when an individual development creates 
demand for new capital expenditure. For this reason, these contributions are not a uniform 
charge and cannot be adopted for maintenance costs. The Local Government Act 2002 
provides three statutory ‘triggers’ for requiring a development contribution for any given 
project:

It is a development within the meaning of section 197.1.	

The development, which either alone or in combination with other development will 2.	
have the effect of requiring expenditure on infrastructure (section 199).

The contribution is provided for in the Council’s development contribution policy 3.	
(section 198(2)).38

Historic heritage is a relevant matter with regard to development contributions. The 
justification for consideration and inclusion of historic heritage matters includes:

38	 Neil Construction Limited and others v North Shore City Council (unreported, High Court, Auckland, CIV 2005-
404-4690, 21 March 2007, Potter J), para 116.
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Historic heritage can provide for social, economic and cultural interests of people and ▶▶
communities and enhance the quality of the environment.

The development of historic heritage involving adaptive reuse of historic buildings is ▶▶
an important community outcome and has been identified in numerous community 
outcome strategies.

Historic areas, precincts and landscapes may form an identifiable part of the ▶▶
community.

Development in historic areas, involving the adaptive reuse of existing historic ▶▶
townscapes, provides a basis for urban renewal and can maximise the use of existing 
infrastructure and services.

On this basis, development contribution policies should provide a credit incentive for 
development that involves the adaptive reuse of historic areas and precincts. As stated in 
Local Government New Zealand’s guidance:

Broadly, credit should be given for any works or services provided by the developer 
which appropriately reduce the demand for works or services to be provided by 
the Council. One should reduce or exempt those special cases where the effects of 
development can be shown to be less than standard units of development or nil.39

The Wellington City Council has adopted an equivalent household units (EHU) credit 
approach which provides an incentive for infill residential subdivision, residential 
development of a CBD site, additional bedrooms to a one-bedroom household unit, 
additional household units and development within the Northern Growth Area. Auckland 
Council provides an exemption for all alterations and additions to existing residential 
dwellings.

This approach can be adopted for historic areas and precincts as specific catchment 
areas in a development contributions policy. Councils can consider the provision of an 
EHU credit for consent applications that involve the adaptive reuse of historic buildings, 
including earthquake strengthening and change of use applications under the Building 
Act.

Historic heritage can also form part of hypothecation (targeted) funding from development 
contributions.40 It is particularly important that development contribution policies ensure 
funding is targeted to establishing historic reserves and other heritage-related open 
space areas and maintaining them in the long term. Development contribution funding 
can also assist to upgrade and maintain existing historic public buildings and services, 
including earthquake strengthening. In Auckland City, the restoration and expansion of 
the Auckland Art Gallery was funded, in part, by development contributions.

39	 Local Government NZ, Best Practice Guide to Development Contributions, 2003, p 39.

40	 ‘Hypothecation refers’ to a tax or fund where a certain portion is tagged or allocated to a specific, usually 
a popular, cause. Theoretically, people will be willing to pay more in taxes if they believe a certain amount 
is going towards a cause they believe in. Report of the Local Government Rates Inquiry, Funding Local 
Government, August 2007, p 274.
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Note. Development contributions are currently under review by the Government – see the 
discussion paper on the Department of Internal Affairs website.41

Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of contributions

Costs The costs to developers involve financial charges and the provision of 
reserves.

 The cost of contributions to the community includes the management 
of contributions, monitoring and enforcement.

Benefits The benefits of contributions mean that development can be provided 
with an incentive to invest in existing historic townscapes to facilitate 
adaptive reuse.

They can be designed to benefit a particular historic area or precinct.

The benefits may also involve the establishment and maintenance of 
public space and facilities for historic.

Transparency 
and clarity

Contributions are transparent and have clarity for developers and the 
public.

Manageability The management framework for contributions is provided for in the 
RMA and Local Government Act 2002.

Legitimacy If supported by a strong rationale and research, contributions for 
historic heritage should obtain political support.

Comment The use of financial contributions for historic heritage under the RMA 
is well established and can result in substantial benefits.

While having potential, the use of development contributions for 
historic heritage is generally untested in New Zealand with the 
exception of community heritage projects that have benefited from 
development contribution funding.

Development contribution credits should not provide an incentive 
to demolition or relocation. They must be limited to adaptive reuse 
of historic buildings, involving appropriate alterations and additions 
(including earthquake strengthening) and change of use.

41	 Department of Internal Affairs, Development Contributions Review Discussion Paper, February 2013.
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Consent fees3.8.	
Section 36 of the RMA empowers local authorities to fix a range of charges for matters 
relating to plans, policies and consents. This power is exercised in accordance with 
section 150 of the Local Government Act 2002. This section means that fees may be 
prescribed by bylaw or using the special consultative procedures of the Act. 

A bylaw may provide for the refund, remission or waiver of a fee in specified situations 
or in situations determined by the local authority.42 Section 36(5) also allows, a local 
authority, in “any particular case and in its absolute discretion, to remit the whole or 
any part of any charge of a kind.” The Building Act contains similar powers for territorial 
authorities to impose fees or charges with respect to building consents.

Resource consent fee waivers for historic heritage is a relatively common form of incentive 
adopted in New Zealand. As outlined in Appendix 3, a large number of local authorities 
have some form of consent fee waiver policy for historic heritage. This policy is often 
included in the district plan or as part of Council’s general policy framework under the 
Local Government Act 2002. 

The resource consent fee waiver should provide an incentive to undertake changes to 
historic heritage and a disincentive to inappropriate changes such as relocation and 
demolition. The fee waiver should be designed, therefore, to apply to activities such as:

Repair and maintenance when this work requires a resource consent.▶▶

Earthquake strengthening.▶▶

Works to comply with the Building Act such as physical access and fire safety.▶▶

Creation of conservation lots by subdivision.▶▶

Works that comply with the provisions of a relevant conservation plan.▶▶

Alterations that are appropriate (including adaptive reuse) as assessed by a heritage ▶▶
professional.

In addition to a fee waiver, an increased fee could be charged for consents that involve 
demolition or destruction of listed historic items as a disincentive.

Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of fee waiver

Costs The costs to local authorities of the fee waiver.

Benefits The benefit of fee waivers is to provide an incentive for owners to carry 
out appropriate changes to historic buildings, including alterations, 
retrofit of buildings and earthquake strengthening.

Transparency 
and clarity

Fee waivers are transparent and have clarity for the public.

42	 Section 150(2), Local Government Act 2002.
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Evaluation of the efficiency and effectiveness of fee waiver

Manageability The management framework for fee waivers is provided for in the RMA, 
Building Act and Local Government Act 2002.

Legitimacy Fee waivers generally have political support.

Comment The use of fee waivers for historic heritage under the RMA is well 
established.

Fee waivers should not provide an incentive to demolition or 
relocation. They must be limited to appropriate changes to heritage 
buildings (including earthquake strengthening) and change of use.

Building Act 2004: alterations and change of use 3.9.	
The Building Act regulates all building work in New Zealand. Building work includes 
making changes to buildings such as alterations, additions, relocation and demolition.
Under section 112(1) a building consent authority must not grant a building consent for 
the alteration of an existing building, or part of an existing building, unless the building 
consent authority is satisfied that, after the alteration, the building will—

comply, as nearly as is reasonably practicable, with the provisions of the building code a.	
that relate to—

i.	 means of escape from fire; and

ii.	 access and facilities for persons with disabilities (if this is a requirement in terms of 
section 118); and

continue to comply with the other provisions of the building code to at least the same b.	
extent as before the alteration even if no other significant building work is being 
undertaken at the same time. All alterations to existing buildings must comply as 
nearly as is reasonably practicable with specific provisions of the building code.

The compliance test of ‘as nearly as is reasonably practicable’ means there is some 
flexibility in approaching alterations as a territorial authority may allow the alteration 
of an existing building, or part of an existing building, without the building complying 
with provisions of the building code. The territorial authority, however, must be satisfied 
that — (a) if the building were required to comply with the relevant provisions of the 
building code, the alteration would not take place; and (b) the alteration will result in 
improvements to attributes of the building that relate to—(i) means of escape from fire; 
or (ii) access and facilities for persons with disabilities. For this provision to apply, the 
territorial authority needs to be convinced that the fire escape and access improvements 
outweigh any detriment that is likely to arise as a result of the building not complying with 
the relevant provisions of the building code.

In addition to alterations, the Building Act regulates the change of use of buildings. Under 
section 114, in cases of change of use that involves the creation of new one or more 
household units, the territorial authority must be satisfied, on reasonable grounds, that 
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the building, in its new use, will comply, as nearly as is reasonably practicable, with the 
building code in all respects.43

Building Act-related provisions can present significant challenges for the adaptive reuse of 
heritage buildings. Common obstacles can involve situations such as:

Retrofit work for improving structural performance (earthquake strengthening) for ▶▶
individual heritage buildings and historic precincts.

The conversion of commercial buildings to residential or other uses.▶▶

The adaptation of buildings to provide for new physical access, and fire safety ▶▶
requirements.

Managing Building Act-related heritage buildings issues requires a strategic approach by 
local authorities. First, there must be strong connections between building consent staff 
and policy within councils. It is important that local authorities have a ‘united front’ when 
dealing with heritage buildings under the Building Act. 

Local authorities should use the full range of incentive-based tools for managing heritage-
related building issues. These tools will involve:

In-house training for Council staff on dealing with heritage building issues.▶▶

Public information, advice and guidance about managing changes to heritage buildings ▶▶
under the Building Act.

Use of heritage professionals to provide advice on heritage building projects.▶▶

Adoption of best practice alternative solutions to achieve heritage and safety ▶▶
objectives.

Preparation of conservation plans to guide adaptive reuse of individual buildings and ▶▶
groups of buildings.

Targeted funding assistance, especially for earthquake strengthening, fire safety and ▶▶
physical access-related work.

Project management approach for historic precincts and areas as ‘special development ▶▶
areas’ using a master or structure plan involving owners, building officials, and Council 
policy planners, incorporating earthquake-prone risk assessments.

The NZHPT has published a separate guide to the Building Act as part of the Sustainable 
Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series. This guide provides an explanation of 
matters such as heritage-related terms, project information memorandum and notification, 
building consents and general guidance for making changes to heritage buildings.44 The 
NZHPT has prepared further technical guidance for improving physical access and fire 
safety.

43	 It is noted that the provisions of the Building Act for waivers and alternative solutions only apply to new 
building work and building code compliance. For alterations and change of use, waivers and alternative 
solutions do not apply since the work does not require this compliance. Instead, alterations or change of use 
must comply to a level that is ‘as nearly as is reasonably practicable’.

44	 NZHPT, Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series, Guide No.6, ‘Building Act 2004’, 
August 2007.
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Non-regulatory incentives4.	

Private-public partnerships4.1.	
Private-public partnerships (PPPs) come in a wide variety of types and forms. In most PPPs 
there is some degree of shared responsibility for funding and management involving a 
collaboration of private interests and government.

PPPs for historic heritage include a range of non-profit trusts, organisations and corporate 
agencies. Overseas, PPPs are becoming a common approach for historic heritage, 
especially for the revitalisation or adaptive reuse of large abandoned historic buildings 
or economically depressed areas. As part of a review of European heritage initiatives 
commissioned by the Helsinki University of Technology, Donovan D. Rypkema provides a 
list the common denominators for successful heritage PPPs:

The heritage building is identified as a community asset regardless of who actually ▶▶
holds title to the property.

There is a core group who initiates the action which often comes from the non-▶▶
government organisation (NGO) sector.

There is an imaginative catalyst to move the redevelopment idea forward. This may ▶▶
come from the business community, local government, an NGO or elsewhere, but rarely 
from the current owner of the property (even if that owner is a level of government).

There is broad-based support for the project within the local community that spans ▶▶
horizontally sector and political interests.

There is always public sector participation, including from levels of government that are ▶▶
not directly involved as the formal public partner.

There are multiple sources of financing from traditional private sector, non-traditional ▶▶
and public institutions.

There is a commitment on all parties to be willing to be as flexible as possible in ▶▶
use, financing, timing and particulars of the transaction until a mutually acceptable 
and feasible alternative scenario is developed. This requires both compromise and 
patience from all partners. Even the most successful heritage PPPs tend to experience 
significant public scepticism during the process.45

Further information about heritage PPPs is available online in the Helsinki University of 
Technology study.46

In New Zealand there are many examples of heritage PPPs. One of the most high profile 
and successful projects is the Britomart Transport Centre in Auckland. While the project 
was highly controversial during the late 1990s, the Britomart Transport Centre was opened 

45	 Donovan D. Rypkema and Caroline Cheong, Public-Private Partnerships and Heritage: A Practitioner's Guide, 
Heritage Strategies International, January 2012. 
Economics and Built Heritage – Towards New European Initiatives, Centre for Urban and Regional Studies 
Publications, Helsinki University of Technology, 2008.

46	 http://lib.tkk.fi/Reports/2008/isbn9789512293971.pdf
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in 2003 as a result of substantial public and private investment and partnership, with the 
cornerstone achievement being the restoration of the Chief Post Office building.47

In provincial New Zealand, the most common PPPs for historic heritage is the ‘main 
street’ model. In this model, main streets and town centres are actively managed by the 
collaboration of business owners by the contribution of funds or targeted differential rates. 
These funds are used to promote and market the town centre and maintain a management 
structure by the employment of a town centre manager. The model is promoted by 
organisations such as members of the Town Centres Association of New Zealand and 
Towns and Cities New Zealand. The structure is also often facilitated and part-funded by 
local authorities.

The main street model has significant advantages for the management of historic town 
centres. Town centre managers provide an important link between business owners, 
Council and the community. Often these managers can facilitate funding applications for, 
and on behalf of, owners of historic commercial buildings. By promoting local business 
investment, town centre managers can make a significant contribution to the ongoing use 
and maintenance of historic commercial buildings.

Pride in Putaruru

Pride in Putaruru is a non-profit town centres association established by the 
community. It promotes the town centre of Putaruru in a large number of ways, 
including a website, blog-site and newsletter.48 By encouraging local business 
investment, Pride in Putaruru has made a valuable contribution to the long-term 
maintenance and use of historic commercial buildings in the town. The organisation 
is promoting further benefits to the heritage of Pataruru by the establishment of 
heritage trails, festivals and improving historic shop facades.

Pride in Putaruru employs two full-time staff (manager and assistant). Funding for 
it comes from business owners, the South Waikato District Council and community 
grant applications. The organisation has assisted with the development of a 
Putaruru Concept Plan which provides a shared vision for the future of the town. 

47	 http://www.britomart.co.nz/history1.html

48	 http://www.putaruru.co.nz/
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Heritage grants and loans4.2.	
Heritage grants take three main forms: entitlement grants, discretionary grants and 
performance grants. The Australian National Incentives Taskforce provides the following 
explanation of the three main types:

[Entitlement grants are] given to any owner whose property meets pre-set eligibility 
criteria. Equal benefits are paid to all, not discriminating between those managing 
their properties to a high standard and those that simply meet the criteria. 
Recipients are not generally required to spend the grant on conservation works.

Discretionary grants have flexible guidelines and applicants must compete for 
selection. Typically, a grant assessment committee or board determines the most 
worthy projects to be funded. 

Performance grants operate with strict criteria that define the types of conservation 
project that will be supported (e.g. structural repairs, external restoration).49

Heritage grants are the most common non-regulatory incentive offered in New Zealand, 
and most of these are discretionary-type grants. Heritage grants are provided by a 
large number of territorial authorities. Most funds are relatively small and individual 
grant amounts are often between $5,000 to $10,000. Some of the largest funds are the 
Auckland Council Built Heritage Protection Fund, Wellington City Council’s Built Heritage 
Incentive Fund and the Canterbury Earthquake Heritage Buildings Fund.

Some local authorities also provide performance grants for specific types of work. The 
most common in New Zealand are grants for façade enhancement or purchase of paint.

In addition to the territorial authority heritage grants, Bay of Plenty and Southland regional 
councils provide regional heritage grant schemes. The Southland Regional Heritage 
Development Fund is unique as it involves both Environment Southland and the three 
territorial authorities as a joint initiative.

A list of local authority heritage grants available in New Zealand is outlined in Appendix 4.

The only other specific heritage grant fund available for private owners of historic heritage, 
or groups who are not eligible to the Lotteries Board Heritage Grant Fund, is the National 
Heritage Preservation Heritage Incentive Fund managed for the Crown by the NZHPT. 
Individual grants cover 50 percent of conservation work (including repairs, earthquake 
strengthening and fire protection) to a maximum of $100,000. The fund is only available to 
private owners of Category 1 historic places (or those places that satisfy the requirements 
for Category 1), wāhi tapu or wāhi tapu areas registered under the Historic Places Act 
1993.50

While heritage grant schemes are the most widespread form of non-regulatory incentive 
for historic heritage in New Zealand, they can be affected by a number of issues, including:

49	 National Incentives Taskforce for the EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for 
Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 2004, pp16–18.

50	 http://www.historic.org.nz/en/ProtectingOurHeritage/FundingProtection.aspx
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As indicated in Appendix 4, grant assistance is not available in all parts of New ▶▶
Zealand. Generally, there are more grants available in the North Island, especially 
Northland, Auckland, Bay of Plenty and the Waikato. Elsewhere, assistance to owners 
is ‘patchy’. 

Information about available grants can be difficult to obtain. Some local authorities ▶▶
do not advertise the grants by not providing public information on websites or using 
information sheets and brochures.

Many owners of historic heritage are unwilling to apply for funding assistance. It is the ▶▶
common experience of some local authorities that applications for funding assistance 
fall short of expectations or anticipated demand. It appears that many owners do not 
bother applying if the amount of grant available is manifestly too low.

Many owners refuse to seek financial assistance because of perceived interference ▶▶
with property rights and wish basically to be ‘left alone’. Also they may not submit 
applications to avoid ‘paper work’ or associated conditions to funding assistance such 
as public access provisions or covenants.

Grants often do not provide solutions to situations of building abandonment ▶▶
(demolition by neglect) when owners either do not have other funds available for repair 
works or simply refuse to take care of a place.

Grants do not provide solutions to ‘orphaned buildings’ when owners cannot be ▶▶
identified or contacted.

Best practice guidance for the design and management of a local authority heritage grants 
scheme is outlined in Appendix 1.

As indicated in Appendix 1, funds should also be made available for emergency 
situations. This should be tagged as an ‘Emergency Heritage Contingency Fund’ to allow 
for “moderate, but urgent expenditure in the public interest to cope with or secure an 
unexpected situation involving an item of heritage interest.”51

Heritage loans4.2.1	

Loans can be in the form of direct loans or loan subsidies. Generally direct loans are made 
to “property owners at a lower interest rate that would be commercially available.”52 In 
the case of loan subsidies, the ‘loan finance is supplied by a commercial lender, while the 
interest rate ‘gap’ is funded by the organisation giving the loan. 

Heritage-related loans are uncommon in New Zealand, and only a few local authorities 
indicate that it may be possible for owners to obtain a low-interest loan to assist in the 
repair or restoration of a historic property.

51	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

52	 National Incentives Taskforce for the EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for 
Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 2004, p 18.
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George Farrant notes that heritage loans can provide larger ‘catalytic’ funding amounts, 
especially when an owner may not be eligible for traditional loan or grant sources.53 Other 
advantages of heritage loans may include:

Providing larger heritage outcomes and private investment than most heritage grants ▶▶
schemes.

Acting as a subsidy (1:1 or otherwise) to an owner’s own fundraising efforts.▶▶

Contributing towards a revolving heritage fund in the long term.▶▶

Stimulating goodwill of owners to conserve historic heritage.▶▶ 54

George Farrant also notes the disadvantages of heritage loans: they may involve an 
occasional risk of default, facilitating the opportunity for capital gains (when owners 
resell the building at a profit and capitalise on the heritage loan); involve relatively high 
administrative burden; and the real costs of the loan may be less transparent than a 
simple heritage grant.

Suspensory loan conditions can be adopted to reduce the risk of an owner obtaining 
significant capital gains arising from a loan. They can also encourage long-time owners to 
carry out restoration works and retain ownership on a long-term basis. Suspensory loans 
mean that the repayable amount is set at a sliding scale. The scale may vary according 
to the period of time following the grant, repayable amount, ownership and individual 
circumstances. For example, the repayable amount could be reduced to 50 percent after 
five years conditional on the property being retained by the owner.55 In this case, the “loan 
progressively becomes a grant while ownership remains unchanged.”56

53	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

54	 Ibid.

55	 Ibid.

56	 Ibid.
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Grants for earthquake-prone heritage buildings4.2.2	

The risk of heritage loss from earthquake damage is a major issue for New Zealand. 
Earthquake strengthening work (or improving structural performance) of heritage 
buildings not only improves public safety, but can create jobs and ensure the survival 
of historic heritage. 

The NZHPT’s research for the Canterbury Earthquakes Royal Commission shows 
that heritage grant schemes and other sources of funding had a major influence in 
facilitating earthquake strengthening of heritage buildings in Christchurch prior to 
September 2010.57 This resulted in the survival of some heritage buildings of national 
significance such as the Arts Centre, Canterbury Museum and Christ’s College. 

The Building Act requires territorial authorities to prepare earthquake-prone 
buildings policies. In some territorial authorities, this policy framework involves 
an active approach to the identification and regulation of earthquake-prone 
buildings.58 These provisions are currently under review following the release of the 
recommendations of the Canterbury Earthquakes Royal Commission.

In addition to research by the NZHPT, the Seismic Retrofit Solutions project at 
Auckland University has investigated issues relating to earthquake-prone buildings, 
including heritage.59 For example, Temitope Egbelakin, a former PhD student, 
researched incentives and motivators to enhance seismic retrofit implementation. 
Her research highlights the need for greater incentives for seismic retrofit in the form 
of a cost-sharing approach involving government and owners and the provision of 
low or no-interest loans.

The NZHPT advocates for improved incentives and assistance for owners of 
earthquake-prone heritage buildings. A new grants and loans scheme is required at 
a national level not unlike the current EECA ENERGYWISE funding scheme to improve 
energy efficiency. Another approach would be to allow the cost of strengthening to be 
claimed as a tax deductible expense in a similar manner to repairs and maintenance, 
particularly if the works do not improve the capital value of the property.

A grant, tax incentive and/or loans scheme for earthquake-prone heritage buildings 
would enable targeted assistance to be provided to owners which will create jobs, 
save lives, and preserve heritage.

57	 Robert McClean, Heritage Buildings, Earthquake Strengthening and Damage: The Canterbury Earthquakes 
September 2010, January 2012, Report for the Canterbury Earthquakes Royal Commission, 8 March 2012.

58	 For an overview, see Robert McClean, ‘Toward improved national and local action on earthquake-prone 
heritage buildings’ Historic Heritage Research Paper No.1, NZHPT, 3 March 2009.

59	 http://www.retrofitsolutions.org.nz/index.shtml
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Rates relief (including remission, postponement 4.3.	
and differential rating)
Rates relief is a property tax abatement. It can involve the “full or partial reduction, 
freezing, or deferment of property taxes or rates.”60 Rating is regulated under the Local 
Government (Rating) Act 2002 and the Local Government Act 2002. Rates relief can only 
be adopted if the local authority has provided for this incentive under a rates remission 
policy or rates postponement policy prepared under sections 109 and 110 of the Local 
Government Act 2002. Rates remission or rates postponement policies must state the 
objectives to be achieved and the conditions and criteria for remission or postponement.

An overview of the rating system and a discussion of key rating issues is provided in the 
Report of the Local Government Rates Inquiry, Funding Local Government, August 2007 
(the rates inquiry report).61

The rates inquiry report found that 57 local authorities (67 percent) provide rates remission 
for land protected for natural, historic or cultural conservation purposes.62 Most of these 
local authorities provide rates relief for heritage-related properties. A list of heritage-
related rates remission schemes currently available in New Zealand is outlined in 
Appendix 5.

It is often unclear, however, about the nature of the local authority rates policy for historic 
heritage and often there is a lack of certainty if the rates relief applies to urban built 
heritage as opposed to rural heritage properties protected by covenants. Perhaps, as a 
consequence of the degree of uncertainty about the application of rates relief to historic 
heritage, this incentive is not commonly implemented by local authorities to protect and 
maintain historic heritage.

In 2007, the Wellington City Council commissioned Graham Spargo Partnerships Ltd 
to examine financial and other means to manage built heritage in the city (the Spargo 
report).63 The report provides information on a range of incentives for historic heritage, 
especially rates-relief policies: 

Rates postponement means that the payment is not waived, but is delayed until a 
certain time or trigger event occurs. This event can be a change of use or a change 
of ownership. Rates postponement enables the money that is postponed to be 
‘clawed back’ once a trigger event occurs.64

[Rates remissions] A local authority may remit rates on any rating unit, to any 
extent and for any reason providing that it complies with the policy that has been 
developed by the council … A remissions policy can be framed to include criteria 

60	 Ibid, p 5.

61	 www.ratesinquiry.govt.nz

62	 Report of the Local Government Rates Inquiry, Funding Local Government, August 2007, p 207.

63	 Graham Spargo Partnerships Ltd, Built Heritage Management in Wellington City: Financial and Other Means 
to Appropriately Manage Built Heritage, November 2007.

64	 Rates postponement is often adopted in cases of financial hardship. “Postponed rates are registered as a 
statutory land charge on the title of the property. This means when the property is sold, the rates must be 
paid out of the proceeds before any other debts are settled.” Report of the Local Government Rates Inquiry, 
Funding Local Government, August 2007, p 275.

Page 261



Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit 45

that need to be met to qualify. For built heritage, this could include ensuring that 
appropriate and adequate maintenance of buildings is undertaken.

Differential rating has typically been used as a mechanism to distinguish the level 
of rates paid per dollar of property value by the commercial sector compared with 
the residential sector.65

[Targeted rates] provide funding to meet the cost of a particular function by a 
specific rate which may or may not be targeted to a particular category of property.66

George Farrant also notes that a ‘rates freeze’ can be adopted. For example, such a freeze 
could be applied at the time of protection of a heritage property or immediately before a 
development takes place.67

The Spargo report provides an assessment of the various rating tools to achieve positive 
heritage outcomes in terms of advantages and disadvantages. After considering 
the options, the report recommends that the Wellington City Council offers a rates 
postponement and rates write-off as a public good contribution to minor (less than 
$50,000) built heritage work delivering heritage outcomes and a commercial area rates 
remission policy which “enables reduced rates for contributing heritage buildings around 
the CBD in the defined ‘heritage areas’ where owners are maintaining buildings but 
otherwise leaving them unaltered.” Further, the Spargo report recommends a “residential 
areas rates remissions policy which enables rates for listed heritage buildings in 
residential zones where owners are maintaining buildings but otherwise leaving them 
unaltered.”68

The Dunedin City Council is one of the most active local authorities in providing rates relief 
for historic heritage. In addition to a general non-profit community rates relief scheme, 
Dunedin has a Targeted Rate Scheme for Earthquake Strengthening of Heritage Buildings. 
This allows building owners to obtain funding for earthquake strengthening of heritage 
buildings and to pay this back through a targeted rate on their property. Eligible building 
owners may obtain amounts of up to $50,000 to assist with earthquake strengthening. 
Larger amounts may be considered on a one-off basis. Additional assistance may also be 
available through the Dunedin Heritage Fund.

Also, the Dunedin City Council has rates relief available to heritage building reuse and 
strengthening projects. This is typically a 50 percent rebate on the general rate. For 
example, the owners of the NZ Loan and Mercantile Agency Co building in Thomas Burns 
Street were granted rates relief in July 2011. The 50 percent rates relief amounted to 
$5,244.27 for 2011–2012.69 In addition, the Council has established a heritage residential 
B&B rates category in June 2011. This is available for owners of heritage B&B who were 
paying commercial rates following assessments by Quotable Value (QV) in 2010.

65	 Differential rating can also be based on location, area, use or activities allowed for under the RMA.

66	 Ibid.

67	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

68	 Graham Spargo Partnerships Ltd, Built Heritage Management in Wellington City: Financial and Other Means 
to Appropriately Manage Built Heritage, November 2007. Note: Wellington City Council has yet to adopt the 
recommendations of the Spargo Report in relation to rating.

69	 Otago Daily Times, 19 July 2011.
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George Farrant provides a summary of the advantages and disadvantages of rates relief for 
historic heritage:

Advantages:

Is facilitated by existing legislation.▶▶

Recognises the maintenance burden to owners in a tangible way.▶▶

Is transparent and can be publicly debated.▶▶

Is highly visible to ratepayers via rates notices.▶▶

Gives the ability to ensure maintenance or ‘claw-back’ rates.▶▶

Disadvantages:

Costs to administer.▶▶

Costs to rating income.▶▶

Difficult to anticipate uptake levels and impact on rates income.▶▶

Needs to be clearly linked to actual maintenance costs and heritage outcomes. ▶▶ 70

Tax relief4.4.	
Tax-related incentives have proved to be a major influence for the preservation of historic 
heritage in the United States (see below). New Zealand does not provide a central 
government tax incentive scheme for historic heritage. 

Currently, the only environmental-related tax incentive is under the Income Tax Act 2004 
which provides a system of environmental restoration accounts that relate to expenditure 
by business to avoid, remedy or mitigate the detrimental effects of contaminant 
discharge.71 This system could be amended by the Government to provide for the repair 
and maintenance of historic heritage.

Tax deductible expenses 4.4.1	

In the past, owners of commercial properties could claim depreciation as set out under the 
Tax Administration Act 1994 and the Income Tax Act 2004. As from April 2011, owners will 
no longer be able to claim depreciation on buildings.72

The ability for owners of commercial properties to claim repairs and maintenance as an 
allowable deductible expense is available under tax law. Advice should be obtained from 
the Inland Revenue Department (IRD) or a Chartered Accountant on the types of repair and 
maintenance works that can be claimed as an allowable deductible expense. Generally, 

70	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

71	 Sections CB24B, EK 1–23, Schedule 6B, Income Tax Act 2004.

72	 While the ability to claim depreciation has been removed, IRD state that provisional depreciation rates will 
still be able to be set for ‘classes of buildings’. If the Commissioner for Inland Revenue issues a provisional 
rate for a class of building stating that it has an estimated ‘useful life’ of less than 50 years, owners of 
affected buildings will be able to claim depreciation deductions: IRD, Guide to the tax changes proposed in 
the Taxation (Budget Measures) Bill 2010, 20 May 2010.
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the incentive is limited to repairs and maintenance that are not capital expenditure and 
the maintenance of assets in same condition as when acquired. Substantial work, over 
and above maintenance for ‘wear and tear’, is not deductible.

Tax relief for historic heritage in the United States4.4.2	

Tax reforms in the United States have revolutionised the way that developers and 
private investors think about old buildings. Established in 1976, the Rehabilitation 
Tax Credit has revitalised countless communities and is internationally recognised 
for its success. The credit applies to costs incurred for the rehabilitation, renovation, 
restoration, and reconstruction of historic buildings. The percentage of costs taken 
as a credit is 10 percent for buildings placed in service before 1936, and 20 percent 
for certified historic structures. 

The credit is available to any person or entity that holds the title for an income-
producing property. Expenses that qualify for the credit include expenditure for 
structural components of a building such as: walls, partitions, floors, ceilings, tiling, 
windows and doors, air conditioning and heating systems, plumbing, electrical 
wiring, chimneys, stairs, and other components related to the operation or 
maintenance of the building. Soft costs such as architect or engineering fees also 
qualify for the credit.73

The United States Secretary of the Interior established 10 Standards for Rehabilitation 
which projects must meet to be eligible for the 20 percent Rehabilitation Tax credit. 
They are:

–	 A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that 
requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site 
and environment. 

–	 The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property 
shall be avoided. 

–	 Each property shall be recognised as a physical record of its time, place, and 
use. Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be 
undertaken. 

–	 Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 

–	 Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples  
of craftsmanship that characterise a historic property shall be preserved. 

73	 Heritage Canada Foundation Canada’s Endangered Places Report Card 19 February 2007.
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–	 Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the 
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 
feature shall match the old in design, colour, texture, and other visual qualities and, 
where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated 
by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 

–	 Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage 
to historic materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if 
appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 

–	 Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and 
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be 
undertaken. 

–	 New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not 
destroy historic materials that characterise the property. The new work shall be 
differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, 
and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its 
environment. 

–	 New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in 
such a manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the 
historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.74

In addition to the federal tax incentive, some 30 States of the United States have 
some form of heritage tax incentive programme. 75 

Public purchase and revolving acquisitions4.5.	
Many local authorities have purchased historic properties as key strategic assets for the 
community. Also, many of these properties have been adapted for public purposes such 
as meeting rooms, libraries and parks.

In addition to strategic asset purchase, unforeseen circumstances may arise when “the 
security of a heritage site or item may depend, after all else fails, on purchase by an entity 
with sufficient resources and conservation motives to do so.”76 Considering the significant 
capital expenditure involved, these circumstances will be exceptional and need to be 
assessed on a ‘case-by-case’ basis.

74	  United States National Park Service A Guide to the Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program for 
Income-Producing Properties  
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/tax/incentives/index.htm

75	 For an overview of State-level tax incentives, see  
http://www.preservationnation.org/resources/find-funding/additional-resources/taxincentives.pdf

76	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’ Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.
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Stoneycroft is located on the outskirts of Hastings, Hawke’s Bay. The property is registered 
as a Category 2 historic place under the Historic Places Act 1993 and protected by a 
heritage covenant and listing in the district plan.

Stoneycroft dates from 1875 and forms part of a historic property with 2.4 hectare grounds 
containing mature trees. In July 2005, the Hastings District Council purchased the property 
for community use with the aim of preserving the historic building and the notable trees 
on the property and fulfilling some of the reserve contributions for the development of 
the Lyndhurst subdivision. Since purchase, the Council have undertaken extensive repair 
and restoration of the building and the grounds. Following the completion of these works, 
Council consulted the community to determine a new future use for the property and the 
property is now the home to a new digital heritage centre for the Hawkes Bay.

Revolving funds4.5.1	

Revolving funds are a proven method of providing financial and community assistance for 
historic heritage in Australia and New Zealand. In this country, two successful revolving 
funds have operated in Christchurch (Christchurch Heritage Trust) and Invercargill 
(Troopers Memorial Corner Charitable Trust). Auckland Council has recently established a 
new revolving fund as part of the Auckland Built Heritage Protection Fund.

‘Revolving funds’ is a pool of capital created and reserved for a specific activity. The capital 
is used to purchase, restore, sell and reinvest for historic conservation purposes. Basically, 
the system involves:

Establishment of a community trust or incorporated society with financial resources.1.	

Acquisition of strategic historic proprieties by purchase or donation.2.	

Repair and restoration of properties.3.	

Protection via heritage covenants.4.	

Sale or lease of properties to generate further income for other purchases or 5.	
restoration projects.

As outlined by the Australian EPHC National Incentives Taskforce, revolving funds involve 
two main challenges:

Firstly, an initial capital injection is required to get the scheme up and running. 
This can be obtained through government funding (either from general revenue 
or other sources such as lotteries, bond issues, etc); donations or bequests 
(cash or property); and fund-raising or borrowings. The second challenge is that 
management of a revolving fund needs considerable expertise, including real 
estate, marketing, finance and heritage expertise.77

77	 National Incentives Taskforce for the EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for 
Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 2004, p 23.

Stoneycroft, Hastings

Photo, Alison Dangerfield 
NZHPT
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The three former miner’s cottages, Arrowtown4.5.2	

Arrowtown is an important heritage town and is a significant tourist destination 
in Central Otago. Research by the Arrowtown Promotion and Business Association 
indicates that more than 400,000 people from outside the Wakatipu region visit 
Arrowtown each year.78 The majority of the visitors are attracted by the historic 
streetscapes of the town.

Early miners cottages form a part of the Arrowtown streetscapes. The three former 
miner’s cottages at 59, 61 and 65 Buckingham Street, Arrowtown, were built between 
the early to mid-1870s out of rudimentary local materials or red beech timber and 
schist rock. The cottages were owned by property developer Eamon Cleary.79 He 
owned two of the cottages and their sections outright and a third cottage which 
stood on council leasehold land.80 Cleary allowed the buildings to fall into disrepair 
and had planned a large-scale accommodation complex behind the three buildings 
incorporating replicas of the historic cottages.81

After a public outcry about the state of the cottages, Queenstown Lakes District 
Council purchased the properties for $1.9 million – including 59, 61 and 65 
Buckingham Street, together with 6 Merioneth Street. The purchase was conducted 
on behalf of the Council by a local developer.82 After the purchase of the cottages, 
the Council called on members of the public to put their names forward as members 
of a new charitable trust, the Arrowtown Trust, responsible for the future of the 
buildings. Since its establishment, the trust has raised some $600,000 from 
applications to the NZ Lotteries Grant Board and other community funding sources 
for the restoration of the cottages. The restoration work was completed in October 
2011 and the cottages are now venues for a café, art gallery and office space.

78	 ‘Arrowtown charm, historic buildings visitor lure: study’, Queenstown Times, 6 March 2013.

79	 Mountain Scene: Queenstown, 1 February 2007, p 5.

80	 Southland Times, 9 February, 2007, p 1.

81	 The Dominion Post, 21 February 2007, p 11.

82	 Gisborne Herald, 10 February 2007, p 13.

65 Buckingham Street, Arrowtown. Photo, Jo Boyd, Riverlea Photography
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Insurance rebates4.6.	
Insurance is a system that provides recompense to owners in the event of loss or damage 
in order that repairs or reinstatement may be financed in whole or part. All heritage places 
should be covered by adequate insurance. The NZHPT provides guidance on insurance of 
heritage properties as part of the Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance 
Series.83

As with general properties, some insurance companies provide discounts or rebates if 
buildings are maintained to a high standard or safety measures are installed such as:

Fitting smoke detectors and sprinkler systems.▶▶

Upgrading electrical wiring systems.▶▶

Safeguarding your property from vandals.▶▶

Ensuring your property is occupied.▶▶

The NZHPT also advocates for discounts and rebates to recognise earthquake 
strengthening works.

For further information about insurance-related options and incentives, contact your 
insurance company, the Insurance Council of New Zealand or the Insurance Brokers 
Association of New Zealand.

Urban design, events and promotion4.7.	
The design of the urban environment has a huge influence on historic heritage. The 
planning of the public domain, in both residential and commercial areas, has the potential 
to either undermine the conservation of historic heritage or enable greater adaptive reuse 
and economic viability. Achieving positive urban design and historic heritage outcomes 
will require careful planning and management of aspects such as:

Public transport, traffic and car parking.▶▶

New buildings.▶▶

Parks and green spaces.▶▶

Pedestrian access and footpaths.▶▶

Cycle ways.▶▶

Street furniture.▶▶

Signage.▶▶

Many urban centres in New Zealand have positive examples whereby urban design 
initiatives have enabled historic heritage preservation and adaptive reuse. These 
examples include the Kerikeri Basin (construction of the Kerikeri bypass), Vulcan Lane 
and Britomart Transport Centre (Auckland), Emerson Street (Napier), Cuba Street, Blair 

83	 NZHPT, Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series, Guide No. 7, ‘Insurance and Heritage 
Properties’, August 2007.

Cuba Street Historic Area, 
Wellington 

www.cuba.co.nz 

Photo, NZHPT

 Art Deco Trust, Napier 
www.artdeconapier.com
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and Allen Streets (Wellington), Worcester Street (Christchurch) and Queenstown heritage 
precinct (Queenstown). These are a few of many other examples, where local authorities 
have aimed to achieve the right mix of traffic and pedestrian spaces in an urban 
landscaped environment that has facilitated the economic and cultural viability of historic 
heritage.84

Auckland’s shared streets initiative4.7.1	

Since 2010, Auckland Council has been developing shared streets within the 
Auckland CBD. Shared streets provide space for pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles to 
encourage ‘cohabitation’ and improved accessibility. Elliot and Darby streets were 
the first shared streets and recently Jean Batten Place and Fort Lane have become 
new shared spaces. The initiative has been overwhelmly successful in encouraging 
urban revitalisation and adaptive reuse of heritage buildings, including the former 
Jean Batten Departmental Building and the old Imperial Buildings resulting in new 
boutique retail, office and restaurant businesses. Ludo Campbell-Reid, Urban Design 
Champion for Auckland Council, reported that in February 2013 that pedestrian 
numbers in Fort Street were up by more than 50 percent on average during the week 
and increased consumer spending.85

84	 Further information about urban design and historic heritage is available from the Sustainable Management 
of Historic Heritage Guidance Series, Discussion Paper No.4.

85	 ‘Building the world’s most liveable city’, NZ Construction News, 1 February 2013.

Imperial Buildings, Fort Lane Shared Space. 
Photo, Idealog.co.nz
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In addition to urban design, historic heritage can be promoted by a wide range of 
initiatives, events and functions. The contribution of these events towards economic 
and cultural viability of historic heritage cannot be underestimated. As an example, the 
Hawke’s Bay Art Deco Trust commissioned an economic impact study in 2006 which 
revealed that Napier Art Deco tourism (based on the Napier Art Deco Walking Tours, shop 
and Art Deco Festival and related events) had a direct economic impact of $11 million. It 
had an indirect multiplier effect of $12 million, totalling $21 million p.a.86

Other more well-known heritage-related events and initiatives include:

Auckland Heritage Festival.▶▶

North Shore Heritage Festival.▶▶

Jackson Street Carnival (Petone).▶▶

Cuba Street Carnival (Wellington).▶▶

Wellington Walking Tours.▶▶

Christchurch Heritage Week.▶▶

Caroline Bay Carnival (Timaru).▶▶

Oamaru Victorian Heritage Celebrations.▶▶

The Dunedin Heritage Festival.▶▶

Invercargill Rural Heritage Day.▶▶

Other heritage incentives4.8.	
In addition to the regulatory and non-regulatory incentives outlined in this research paper, 
there are many other types of incentives. The most common are listed in Appendix 6 and 
include:

Provision of free technical advice and information.▶▶

Heritage awards.▶▶

Support for preparation of conservation plans.▶▶

Support for fencing and painting.▶▶

86	 http://www.artdeconapier.com/data/media/documents/HISTORY %20_3_.pdf
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A heritage credit scheme4.8.1	

The adoption of a heritage credit scheme has been promoted by the Heritage  
Chairs and Officials of Australia and New Zealand (HCOANZ). In a research report for 
HCOANZ in 2005, the Allen Consulting Group investigated the use of a heritage credit 
scheme.87 A type of heritage credit TDR has operated in the Sydney CBD for some 
years.

Heritage credits work on a ‘beneficiary-pays’ principle whereby owners who adopt 
practices or works that result in improved heritage outcomes would be awarded 
with ‘heritage credits’. The scheme could operate nationally or locally not unlike the 
United States Tax Relief scheme outlined earlier in this document. Heritage buildings 
that are maintained and repaired to a certain national standard could receive the 
‘credits’. The awarding of the credit could operate in a similar manner to the EECA 
Home Energy Rating Scheme (HERS) or other green star rating systems overseas.

Private individuals, companies or local governments could purchase the heritage 
credits from the owners. Alternatively, the heritage credits could entitle the 
owner to receive rates relief, tax incentives or eligibility to apply for grants. The 
Allen Consulting Group provide the example of a tourist operator who relies on 
the conservation of a particular historic area as a basis for running walking tours. 
This operator may be willing to purchase credits to “ensure maintenance of their 
business.”88

The heritage credit scheme aims to reward an owner for keeping a heritage building 
in good repair and maintenance. Unlike other incentives, the award is not triggered 
by a development-related application. The design of a heritage credit scheme could 
also recognise embodied energy and waste minimisation that is gained from building 
preservation. In other words, the credit could recognise the ‘green heritage’ values 
and associated public benefits. Private companies may purchase these credits in 
order to brand their company as both environmentally and culturally sustainable.89

87	 The Allen Consulting Group, Thoughts on the ‘When’ and ‘How’ of Government Historic Heritage Protection, 
Report for HCOANZ, October 2005, p 48.

88	  Ibid.

89	 Robert McClean, ‘Planning for heritage sustainability in New Zealand – A Safe Heritage Credit Scheme’, 
Presentation and paper for the Safe Buildings Conference, August 2011.
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Appendix 1.  
Best practice guidance for design and 
management of a local authority heritage grants 
scheme
The Office for the Community & Voluntary Sector has published good practice funding 
guidance for government agencies. The guidance covers issues relating to funding 
relationships, funding options, managing risk and monitoring and evaluation and is 
available on the good practice funding website: 

http://www.goodpracticefunding.govt.nz/index.html

The principles and processes recommended in the good practice funding guidance will 
be relevant for the design and management of local authority heritage grant schemes. 
For example, the guidance states that public entities should adopt principles for the 
management of public resources, including lawfulness, accountability, openness, value 
for money, fairness and integrity.

In 2004, the Environment Protection and Heritage Council of Australia (EPHC) undertook 
a review of incentives and policy tools relating to historic heritage.90 This review 
examined the full range of incentives and other policy tools available in both Australia 
and internationally, and evaluated the effectiveness of incentives. The EPHC review 
highlighted the importance of integration of incentive review processes with state of the 
environment reporting relating to the historic environment. Key questions in evaluating 
effectiveness developed by the EPHC were:

To what extent does an incentive induce conservation outcomes that would not have ▶▶
occurred in the absence of that incentive?

To what extent does an incentive provide equity for owners of heritage places?▶▶

How effective are heritage incentives in relation to other forms of government ▶▶
expenditure?

How effective is one form of incentive compared with another?▶▶ 91

Some of the findings of the EPHC review are outlined below.

90	 EPHC, Making Heritage Happen: Incentives and Policy Tools for Conserving our Historic Heritage, February 
2004.

91	 Ibid, p 34.
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Key findings Australian EPHC Review

Most of the grant, loan and tax schemes provided in Australia have been quite small, 
and have fallen well short of the amount required to make a significant impact on 
heritage conservation activity within a state or locality.

Over-subscription is the norm for grant and loan schemes in Australia.

[The] disproportion between applications and available funds masks the broader 
pool of applicants who do not even bother to apply, because the quantity of 
available funding is manifestly too low.

Over-subscription can lead to disenchantment, particularly given the paperwork 
involved in making applications.

For grant schemes targeted at State Registered places, “it suggested that a suitable 
minimum quantity would be $2.5 million in grants per annum per 1,000 places in the 
State, and an ratio of less than 3.1.”

In the case of loan schemes targeted at State Registered Places, it is suggested that 
“a suitable minimum quantity would be a minimum of $1 million in subsidised loans 
per annum per 1,000 places in the State Register, and an over-subscription ratio < 3.1”

No single financial incentive or other policy tool offers a ‘magic wand’ solution; 
rather, a combination of complementary tools produces the best results. Ideally, 
a comprehensive heritage program incorporates: strong financial incentives; 
advisory services for owners; a planning regime that is sympathetic to conservation 
outcomes, or is at least neutral; promotion of conservation outcomes through a 
system of ‘revolving’ acquisitions, donations, and restorations; and a strong focus on 
community promotion, information and demonstration.

Without a strong commitment by government, an incentive scheme or policy tool will 
tend to be a ‘token’ programme that raises public expectations only to disappoint 
them.92

92	 Ibid, pp 37-38 emphasis in original.
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NZHPT recommended approach for design and management of local authority heritage 
grant schemes

The following recommended approach is based on the National Heritage Preservation 
Incentive Fund Policy.93 A copy of the fund policy is available, on request, from the NZHPT. 
Information about the fund and a copy of the application forms are available from the 
NZHPT’s website: 
http://www.historic.org.nz/heritage/funding_nhpif.html

Fund planning and administration

The scope and type of heritage grant scheme should be carefully considered with 1.	
preliminary research being undertaken with regards to the need for the scheme and 
experience of other similar local authorities. The NZHPT should be contacted at the 
early stages of the project.

If Council is a registered charitable trust under the Charitable Trusts Act 1957, then it is 2.	
possible that the income that is received to fund grants could be tax-free at source.94 It 
is recommended that local authorities obtain advice from the IRD or a tax adviser on 
this matter.

Council should seek expert advice on any GST-matters relating to administration of the 3.	
fund. Applicants may or may not be GST-registered.

The fund should be managed by a dedicated staff member within Council. It is 4.	
preferable that they have some experience in historic heritage. The role of the 
dedicated staff member should include:

Preparation of the fund policy and application forms.▶▶

Establishment of the Heritage Fund Advisory Committee (the advisory committee) and ▶▶
liaison.

Seeking external advice from professionals with expertise in historic heritage.▶▶

Checking fund applications for sufficient information and eligibility.▶▶

Preparing fund applications for consideration by the advisory committee.▶▶

Preparing fund applications for approval by Council.▶▶

Preparing fund agreements for written signature by Council and applicants.▶▶

Seeking legal advice for fund applications and written agreements.▶▶

Monitoring funded works and progress.▶▶

Checking that work has been completed to sufficient standard and all paperwork is ▶▶
completed.

Preparing and obtaining authorisation for payment of fund to applicant.▶▶

93	 NZHPT, ‘National Heritage Preservation Incentive Fund: Incentive Fund Policy’, Approved by Minister for Arts, 
Culture and Heritage, 23 January 2007.

94	 George Farrant, ‘Incentives – The Auckland Experience’, Presentation for the National Workshop Heritage 
Incentives, Auckland, 10 August 2009.

Page 274



Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit 58

Generally, monitoring the fund and providing progress reports to Council.▶▶

Council can delegate funding decisions to a dedicated sub-committee.5.	

Council should establish an external advisory committee that consists of persons 6.	
experienced in historic heritage. The NZHPT is a member of a number of local authority 
heritage advisory committees and the NZHPT’s participation should be agreed upon 
with the relevant NZHPT regional or area manager.

The role of the advisory committee should include:7.	

Providing advice on applications to the fund in terms of eligibility criteria relating to ▶▶
proposed conservation work.

Considering applications and making recommendations to Council.▶▶

Providing advice if funded works have been completed to sufficient conservation ▶▶
standard.

Providing general advice to Council on administration of the fund.▶▶

Fund policy

The heritage grant scheme should be established by a clear policy approved by Council 8.	
(the fund policy).

The fund policy should be part of Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan and 9.	
related financial and reporting requirements of the Local Government Act 2002.

The fund policy should include critical information about the nature and type of the 10.	
scheme, including:

The purpose of the fund.▶▶

How the fund will be administered.▶▶

How much funds will be available for distribution.▶▶

What type of funds will be made available.▶▶

What are the eligibility criteria in terms of historic heritage and conservation works.▶▶

How the Council will receive applications (the policy should include an application ▶▶
form template).

How the Council will assess the applications (process and criteria for assessment).▶▶

What conditions will be required in relation to approved grants.▶▶

How the fund will be monitored and reported.▶▶

The approved fund policy, application forms and information about application 11.	
deadlines and decisions should be made available on Council’s website.
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Fund purpose

The purpose of the fund should be to encourage the conservation of historic heritage 12.	
in the region or district. The fund should complement any regulation adopted in the 
regional or district plan.

Administration of the fund

The delegation for the administration of the fund should be stated in the fund policy. 13.	
Normally, the funding decisions are delegated to a Council sub-committee or individual 
staff member. It is best practice for decisions to be informed by a specialist advisory 
group which includes professional expertise in historic heritage.

Funds available for distribution

The fund policy should outline the total amount of the fund allocated by Council on an 14.	
annual basis and the maximum total of individual grants.

The maximum total of individual grants should have flexibility to provide a small 15.	
number of large grants for substantial conservation (landmark) projects and a larger 
number of small grants for small-sized conservation projects.

Some funds may pay the full 100 percent costs of conservation works, others may limit 16.	
the contribution to a percentage of the total cost (e.g. 50 percent). This percentage 
amount should be explicit in the fund policy.

Funds should be made available for emergency situations. These funds should be 17.	
available, at short notice, to deal with situations such as emergency repairs following a 
storm or an unexpected discovery under construction works.

Type of fund

Normally, the type of fund will be a simple grant. Other types, however, such as loans 18.	
should be considered.

Eligibility criteria 

Since the purpose of most heritage fund schemes is to provide a ‘carrot’ to complement 19.	
the ‘stick’ of regulation, the fund should be limited to owners of properties that are:

Listed for protection in the regional and district plan.▶▶

Registered under the Historic Places Act 1993.▶▶

Recorded as archaeological sites as defined in the Historic Places Act 1993.▶▶

Subject to a protective covenant or heritage order.▶▶
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The definition of ‘owners’ should be clarified to include owners who hold a long-term 20.	
lease to the property under the Land Transfer Act 1952, tenure under the Crown Pastoral 
Land Act 1988 or other long term lease or concession. In these cases, eligibility should 
be decided upon a case-by-case basis considering:

The nature and history of occupation and lease.▶▶

Evidence of the commitment of the owner to occupy and maintain the property.▶▶

Any relevant covenant over the property.▶▶

While the eligibility criteria should exclude Council-owned properties, it should allow 21.	
Council to obtain funding assistance in special circumstances. It is often the case in 
situations of ‘demolition by neglect’ or ‘orphaned buildings’ that an owner may refuse 
to apply for funding or no record of ownership can be discovered. In these cases, 
Council may wish to apply for funding and carry out the conservation works without the 
owner’s participation.

Other places, that are not protected under the RMA or Historic Places Act 1993, 22.	
should be able to be considered for funding assistance as part of an ‘exceptional 
circumstances’ provision. For example, if a district plan only protects historic buildings, 
then other types of heritage, such as wahi tapu, will not be eligible for funding 
assistance.

The fund policy should provide clear guidance on the type of work that is eligible for 23.	
funding assistance. This should be limited to work that has a positive conservation 
outcome. It will normally involve:

Stabilisation, repair, maintenance and restoration to historic buildings and structures ▶▶
(e.g. earthquake strengthening, fire protection, roofing, repairs to masonry, joinery, 
plaster or glazing).

Conservation work relating to land or archaeological sites (e.g. site stabilisation, repair, ▶▶
vegetation management, fencing).

Conservation work relating to places and areas of significance to Maori (e.g. marae ▶▶
restoration, pou repair, urupa maintenance, landscaping).

Professional services (e.g. research, condition reports, conservation plans, ▶▶
archaeological assessments, cultural values assessments, management plans, 
supervision of work).

Interpretation and public education and information.▶▶

The fund policy should provide clear guidance on the types of work that are not eligible 24.	
for application to the fund. This type of work will involve construction of new buildings, 
alterations and additions, reconstruction, relocation, demolition, insurance and debt 
repayments.

The fund policy should state that heritage conservation projects that have already been 25.	
completed at the time of the fund application will not be eligible to apply to the fund. 
An exception, however, should be provided for so that situations such as urgent works 
can be considered on a case-by-case basis.
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Application process

The fund policy should state how the public can apply for funding and include matters 26.	
such as:

Public advertisement of the fund and any funding deadlines.▶▶

Application information requirements.▶▶

The type of information to be included in the application form.▶▶

Applicants may be asked to provide further information.▶▶

Applicants must agree that the information in the application and information ▶▶
subsequently generated will be made available if required under the Official 
Information Act 1982.

Applicants will be made aware of how Council will manage any private information with ▶▶
regard to the Privacy Act 1993.

How many applications for the same property will be allowed each year.▶▶

How unsuccessful applicants will be notified.▶▶

Further, the fund policy should state how funding will be granted. This will normally 27.	
involve a decision by Council which is conditional on a written agreement between 
Council and the applicant which outlines the details of the grant and the associated 
conditions.

Funding should only be paid when the agreed work has been completed, inspected 28.	
and approved.

Assessment of applications 

The fund policy should outline the process by which Council will assess the 29.	
applications. As stated above, the process should involve a technical advisory 
committee that includes professional heritage expertise. In some instances, the 
NZHPT is a member of technical advisory committees or local authority heritage grant 
schemes.

The fund policy should provide criteria that will guide Council’s decision-making. 30.	
The criteria should include matters relating to heritage significance, risk, urgency, 
conservation standards, public benefit and cost effectiveness.

Conditions of receipt of funding

All grants, and subsequent funding agreements, should include a number of standard 31.	
conditions that include:

That compliance with all applicable statutory requirements is the responsibility of the ▶▶
recipient.

That payment of approved grant money is conditional on work being completed to ▶▶
satisfaction of Council and meeting best practice conservation standards (as assessed 
by a heritage conservation professional).
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The property must be available for inspection of the conservation work.▶▶

That, wherever possible, acknowledgement of the funding given is provided by the ▶▶
erection of suitable signs and banners (supplied by Council).

The conservation work should normally be commenced and completed within a stated ▶▶
period of time (e.g. commenced within 12 months and completed within two years of 
Council approving the grant).

The recipient must agree to the public reporting of information such as: name of the ▶▶
recipient; name and address of the property and its heritage significance; funding 
allocation; and conservation work carried out.

That the Council retain power at its discretion to require repayment if information in the ▶▶
application proves to be false or if conditions are breeched.

Monitoring and reporting

The fund policy should state how Council will monitor all funded conservation work and 32.	
reporting processes.
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Council receives grant application

Application accepted

Council officer checks application for 
sufficient information and eligibility

Council should consult 
Heritage Fund Advisory 
Committee (or heritage 
professional) for advice with 
regard to eligibility as required

In the absence of an advisory 
committee, Council should 
seek advice from a 
professional with expertise in 
historic heritage

Council should seek legal 
advice in the preparation of 
the grant applications and 
written fund agreements

Council should seek advice 
from Heritage Fund Advisory 
Committee or heritage 
professional that work has 
been completed to sufficient 
conservation standard

The applicant should include 
photos of the work completed 
and attach invoices from 
contractors

The applicant pays the 
contractors following receiving 
the grant from Council

Council grants (or declines) application 
subject to conditions

Written fund agreement signed by 
Council and applicant

Council transfers grant into bank 
account of applicant

Work completed

Heritage Fund Advisory Committee 
considers application and makes 

recommendation to Council

Council officer prepares written 
agreement for signing between Council 

and applicant

Applicant undertakes conservation work 
subject to the conditions of the 

agreement

Applicant notifies Council that work has 
been completed and requests payment

Council staff check that work has been 
completed and all paperwork is correct

Recommended Process for Local Authority Heritage Grant Schemes
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Appendix 2.  
Summary of district plan regulatory incentives (excluding consent fee waivers)

District Plan Summary of incentive provisions for historic heritage Section

Far North Scale of activity (potential to increase to 100 percent).

Subdivision, development bonus (form of conservation lot and possible consent cost waiver).

Potential waiver of financial contribution.

12.5.6.2.1

12.5.6.3.1

14.6.3

Kaipara Within the Subdivision Rules in the Zone Chapters, there is provision of increased development rights 
where protection of heritage resources is offered by an applicant as part of a subdivision process.

Part B: Land Use

Whangarei Subdivision, environmental benefit. 73.3.2

Auckland Central Area Heritage floor space bonus, existing use and activity incentive, exemption from consent fees, exemption 
from subdivision and financial contribution requirements if conservation plan has been prepared. 
Currently under review as part of preparation for unitary plan.

10.4.2

10.9.3

6.7.2.5

6.7.5.7

Auckland Isthmus Transfer of development rights, existing use and activity incentive, exemption from consent fees, 
exemption from subdivision and financial contribution requirements if conservation plan has been 
prepared. Currently under review as part of preparation for unitary plan.

5C.4.2

Auckland Hauraki Gulf Conservation lots. Currently under review as part of preparation for unitary plan. 7.4.3

North Shore Potential to waiver any development control of other non-heritage rule provision. Currently under review 
as part of preparation for unitary plan.

11.4.1.1

Franklin Conservation lots, also note saying Council may consider relaxing other plan provisions. Currently under 
review as part of preparation for unitary plan.

22.11.4
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District Plan Summary of incentive provisions for historic heritage Section

Proposed Hauraki Relaxation or waiving parking requirements or bulk and location rules where this would encourage 
sustainable reuse and protection of heritage values.

Proposed Waipa Encourages the ongoing protection of Waipā’s heritage items through the implementation of incentive 
rules relating to the reuse of such buildings. Policy 2.3.6.5 Makes provision for medical centres, offices, 
restaurants, cafés and other eating places, and childcare and pre-school facilities to occur within 
buildings listed in Appendix N1 (includes rules). The transportation zone also contains relaxation of 
parking, loading and access requirements.

Policy 22.3.6.2/2.3.6.5 
plus rules

Matamata-Piako District 
Plan

Subdivision, conservation lots, waiver of car parking requirements. 6.1.3

Proposed South Waikato Any otherwise non-complying subdivision in the Rural zone or Rural Residential zone, if as a result of the 
subdivision a significant natural area or a significant archaeological site is to be protected in perpetuity 
by covenant or other legal means to the satisfaction of Council. One additional protection lot is allowed 
under this provision per significant natural area or significant archaeological site that is being protected 
(conditions apply).

10.3

Thames-Coromandel Subdivision, conservation lots. 752.3

Western Bay of Plenty 
(Operative 2012)

7.6.3 Building Act Flexibility
Council may consider more creative solutions to building consent issues through section 47 of the 
Building Act.

7.6.3

Whakatane Flexible zoning provisions, restoration. 4.1.14/4.1.8.4

Gisborne Economic incentives section (parking dispensations, waiver of financial and reserve contributions). 3.11.2

Hastings Subdivision, conservation lots.
Plan Change 47

15.1.8.2

Marlborough Sounds Subdivision, special purpose lots. 27.3.3.1.2
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District Plan Summary of incentive provisions for historic heritage Section

Christchurch The Christchurch Central Recovery Plan introduced substantial zone waiver provisions in July 2012 to 
facilitate the heritage recovery of the city. The rule (applying to the Central City) states that in respect of 
any activity on any site involving any heritage building, place or object, any activity in or upon the same 
site shall not be required to comply with any of the relevant standards specified below:
a.	 Scale of activities and residential coherence (Living Zones);
b.	 Retailing (Living Zones);
c.	 The following car parking and cycle parking standards in Vol.3, Part 13 Central City Zones: 2.4.1 (a) Car 

parking space numbers; 2.4.1 (c) Car parking space numbers; 2.6.1 Car parking space numbers.
d.	 The following standards in Vol.3, Part 3: 2.2.1 Building Setbacks and Continuity (Central City Business 

Zone); 3.4.5 Street Scene (Business 1 Zones within the Central City).
e.	 The following standards in Vol.3, Part 3 or Part 11, for alterations to heritage buildings only: 2.2.6, 

2.2.16 and 2.2.12 Verandas, Minimum Unit Size, Outdoor Living and Service spaces (Central City 
Business Zone, and 3.2 Business 1 Zones within the Central City); 1.3.4(h) Acoustic insulation (Central 
City Business and Business 1 Zones within the Central City);3.6.2 Gross Leasable Floor Area (Business 
1 Zones within the Central City)

Kaikoura Subdivision, allotment size flexibility. 13.12.11

Dunedin Council may reduce or waive any control in the district plan if they are certain the proposal will restore, 
protect or maintain a heritage building.
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Appendix 3.  
Summary of local authority resource consent fee waivers for historic heritage

Resource Consent Heritage Fee Waivers (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Far North District Fees may be waived for applications concerning heritage orders, plan changes to the schedule.

Whangarei District Possible resource consent application fee waiver.

Former Auckland, 
Manakau, North Short, 
Rodney, Waitakere and 
Franklin Districts

Consent fees waivers were provided under operative district plans. Under review as part of new unitary plan process.

Hamilton City Possible waiving of resource consent fees.

Matamata-Piako District Resource consent fees are waived for applications concerning heritage sites.

Otorohanga District Possible waiving of resource consent fees for resource consents which result in the protection, maintenance or upgrading of heritage 
resources.

Thames Coromandel 
District

Possible financial assistance for resource consents required under the district plan.

Waitomo District Possible waiver of resource consent fees.

Rotorua District No charge for applications for consents related to conservation, restoration and protection of heritage buildings and features listed in 
the district plan.
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Resource Consent Heritage Fee Waivers (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Gisborne District Waiving of resource consent fees for applications for additions or alterations to heritage buildings and structures or for changes of use 
provided that the change of use is for adaptive reuse that complies with the ICOMOS charter provisions and the resource consent is 
granted. Refund of consent application fees when an archaeological site survey is undertaken and an archaeological site is identified 
and mitigating measures, including legal protection of that site, are undertaken.

Wairoa District Possible waiver of application fees for use, development and subdivision activities that safeguard resources of value to the 
community.

New Plymouth District There is no processing fee payable for non-notified resource consent applications for alterations or additions to district plan listed 
heritage buildings or items. Charges will apply to any external and specialist inputs if required.

Horowhenua District Possible waiver of administration fees in the protection of heritage features.

Palmerston North Possible waiver of fees to both complement the rules contained within the plan and to encourage the retention of buildings of cultural 
heritage value in private ownership.

Wanganui District Where an activity would have been a permitted activity under the underlying zone, but requires resource consent under the above 
provisions, the Council will waive resource consent fees.

Kapiti Coast District Waiver of building consent fees for work which protects or enhances heritage values for the first $20,000 of building work and waiver 
resource consent fees where appropriate.

Masterton District Resource consent fees will be waived for applications for alterations to heritage items or for changes of use provided that the change 
is for adaptive reuse and the resource consent is granted. Refund of consent application fees where an archaeological site survey is 
undertaken and an archaeological site is identified and mitigating measures including legal protection of the site are undertaken.

Porirua City Possible waivers of fees.

Hutt City $3,000 is set aside to waive resource consent fees for alterations to heritage buildings.
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Resource Consent Heritage Fee Waivers (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Wellington City Wellington City Council will reimburse resource consent fees to owners of listed heritage items or items in listed heritage areas. Private 
owners and charitable trusts, including church organisations, are eligible. A decision to grant resource consent fee reimbursement 
is at the discretion of the Council’s Principal Heritage Advisor. Before granting reimbursement, heritage advisors may specify certain 
conditions. Applicants are required to agree in writing to these conditions and pay any reimbursed resource consent fees if the 
conditions are violated. The Council allocates $50,000 each financial year to heritage resource consent fee reimbursement. A cap of 
$2,500 is applied to each application.

Marlborough District Possible waiving of resource consent application fees.

Nelson City The Council introduced Zero Fees for non-notified resource consent applications to conserve and restore heritage buildings, places or 
objects. In the 2011/12 financial year resource consents to the value of $2,500 were waived under this policy.

Selywn District Historic Buildings, Places and Objects Fund: To help applicants meet the processing costs for resource consent applications related 
to the maintenance or restoration of cultural or historic buildings, and for projects involving the maintenance or restoration of cultural 
or historic sites or buildings. Maximum grant is $2,000 (plus GST) available to those requiring some sort of consent due to their item 
being a listed heritage item in the district plan.

Timaru District Possible waiving of resource consent application fees.

Mackenzie District Process resource consent applications relating to historic buildings free of charge.

Central Otago District Council recognises the public benefit in maintaining and enhancing heritage precincts by waiving application fees associated with 
resource consents for work within a heritage precinct that requires resource consent only because that activity is located within a 
heritage precinct.

Dunedin City Council waives resource consent fees for minor works on heritage items listed in the district plan.
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Appendix 4.  
Summary of local authority heritage-related grants

Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Far North District 
Council Community 
Fund

Heritage Assistance 
Fund replaced by 
general community fund 
from 1 July 2009).

Applications to fund projects which promote, maintain, improve, develop or undertake 
recreational and community amenities, facilities, programmes and services in the district, 
other than those normally considered in Council’s annual or long-term planning process.

Kaipara District 
Council Heritage 
Assistance Fund

$15,000 Up to $10,000 but 
individual grants are 
capped at 50 percent 
of the total cost of a 
project.

Funds could be used to support the structural review of these buildings and the 
identification of suitable means of improvement. The work to be undertaken is essential 
and appropriate to ensure preservation of the heritage resource.

Former Auckland 
City, Manukau, North 
Shore, Rodney and 
Waitakere heritage 
funds

Various – 
combined total is 
about $50,000

Various – most grants 
tend to be up to 
$10,000.

The former Auckland City, Manukau, North Shore, Rodney and Waitakere councils 
developed grant funds for historic heritage. These funds are now managed by Auckland 
Council. Information about the funds is available from the Auckland Council website.95 
There are also other sources of funding such as the local boards discretionary grants.

Auckland Council 
Built Heritage 
Protection Fund

$10.3m Established June 2011. $10.3 million in 2011/2012. $4.6 million per annum in following 
years. The primary role of this fund is to assist in purchase of heritage buildings at risk as a 
revolving initiative.

95	 http://www.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz/EN/newseventsculture/communityfundingsupport/grantsfunding/environmentheritage/Pages/home.aspx
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Waikato District 
Council Heritage 
Assistance Fund

Funding available 
on a three-yearly 
cycle.

The next heritage 
funding round is late 
February 2014.

To assist with the conservation, restoration and protection of valued heritage items within 
the Waikato District Council boundaries that are not Council owned.

Environment 
Bay of Plenty 
Regional Council 
Environmental 
Enhancement Fund

Up to 300,000 A single application 
should not exceed 10 
percent of the total 
available funding.

The fund's purpose is to assist regional organisations and community groups by providing 
financial and technical support for activities and projects whose primary purpose is to 
directly promote, enhance or protect:

the natural or historic (including cultural) character of;▶▶
public access to; and/or▶▶
public understanding.▶▶

More specifically, it focuses on projects that look at public access of, the public's 
understanding of, and the natural or historic character of the environment.

Napier City 
Council Art Deco 
Improvement Fund

Grants paid at a rate of 
$25 per linear metre per 
floor and applies only to 
walls facing the street.

Eligible for buildings either in the Art Deco Heritage District or those commercial, industrial 
or community purposes buildings outside the CBD which are significant examples of art 
deco. Also for buildings listed with the NZHPT and buildings listed under the district plan. 
The fund does not apply to residential buildings.

Hastings District 
Façade Enhancement 
Scheme

$16,000 The programme provides grant assistance to owners and tenants of heritage buildings 
in the CBD for the painting and enhancement of building façades of architectural and 
historical significance primarily within the CBD. However buildings along key traffic routes 
and within suburban commercial shopping areas can also be considered for a grant. The 
amount of grant is determined by the Urban Design & Parks Planner, and varies according 
to façade size, colour scheme costs and the profile and significance of the building.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

New Plymouth 
District Council 
Heritage Protection 
Fund

The Council 
contributes 
$25,000 per 
year towards 
its Heritage 
Protection Fund 
and unspent funds 
are carried over to 
successive years.

Provided the work in 
question meets the 
Council’s criteria for 
consideration, the 
amount of funding 
will be dependent on 
the importance of its 
building, the necessity, 
the availability of 
funds and applicant’s 
resources.

The Heritage Protection Fund was established by the Council to help private landowners 
manage, maintain and preserve the heritage values of their properties. It provides a partial 
contribution towards the cost of a specific heritage project or work. Applications can be 
made for any item identified in the heritage schedule of the district plan.

Wanganui City 
Building Assessment 
Assistance Fund

$29,000 Assistance is given as 
a dollar for dollar grant 
to a maximum grant 
of $1,500 for any one 
report.

The fund helps owner or purchaser to have preliminary expert reports done for a building 
so they know what is needed to comply with the Building Act. These reports may be Initial 
Evaluation (IEPs) Procedures for earthquake-prone buildings or cover fire safety and 
physical access. The Fund is not for detailed design or physical works but for assessing 
the condition of the building and scoping necessary works. Buildings in the Old Town 
Conservation Overlay Zone, the Central Commercial Zone and on (or potentially on) the 
District Plan Heritage list are eligible.

Manawatu District 
Council Heritage 
Improvements Fund

Fund was reduced from $50,000 for 2009/10, noting that fund currently has a positive 
balance (combines heritage incentive grants fund, heritage incentive planning grants fund, 
and earthquake risk building fund).
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Palmerston North 
Council Natural and 
Cultural Heritage 
Incentive Fund

Grants are 50 percent 
of the cost of approved 
works up to a maximum 
of: Commercial 
properties 10,000; 
Community properties 
(not subject to rates) 
10,000; residential 
properties $5,000; 
Conservation asset 
management plans 
$5,000.

The primary targets of the incentive fund are:
Heritage conservation work.▶▶
Heritage research, education and promotion initiatives.▶▶
Earthquake-prone heritage buildings.▶▶
Notable trees. ▶▶

Available for:
Owners of listed buildings, sites, objects or trees.▶▶
Rangitaane Iwi.▶▶
Non-profit incorporated heritage groups/organisations.▶▶
Specialist heritage places conservation/management bodies.▶▶

Tararua District 
Council Heritage 
Protection Reserve

$36,797 There is no specific 
amount for the size of 
any grant. A minimum 
of 50 percent of the 
project's total cost is 
required.

Applications can be made for any item identified in the Heritage Schedule of the 
District Plan including: historic buildings and places, historic churches, structures and 
monuments, archaeological sites and waahi tapu and registered historic areas. It may 
also apply to items that are not listed in the district plan if they meet the Heritage Advisory 
Group's criteria for significance.

Ruapehu District 
Council Heritage 
Grants Policy

An incentive for owners of heritage buildings listed in the District Plan Schedule of Heritage 
Buildings to maintain the buildings at a high standard. Note: to the NZHPT’s knowledge, 
there have been no grants made under the policy and no specific money is set aside in the 
annual planning process.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Hutt City Council 
Heritage Fund

$130,000 Maximum not 
documented.

Any applications over $15,000 will require a heritage report or advice from a suitably 
qualified heritage conservation professional. In all but exceptional circumstances, Hutt City 
Council will not pay more than 50 percent of the cost of conservation.

Kapiti Coast District 
Council Heritage 
Fund

$27,000 Up to $5,000. To be eligible the place must be: a registered heritage feature (registered in the Kāpiti 
Coast District Plan Heritage Register, the New Zealand Archaeological Association Site 
Recording Scheme, or the Historic Places Trust Register); or any other heritage feature 
(including trees, buildings, wahi tapu or wahi taonga, heritage objects, or archaeological, 
historic or geological sites). However, the place must meet the General Criteria listed in this 
document; and b) have a heritage management plan. 
With respect to (a) above, the site does not have to be listed in the District Plan Heritage 
Register at the time the funding is applied for. It is sufficient to agree to registration in the 
Register.

Masterton District 
Heritage Fund

Annual Rates Credit. Each property with an item listed in Appendix F.4A and F.4B of the Masterton District Plan 
will be given an annual credit of $50 to be used for work that enhances or maintains the 
heritage item. The credit will be held and recorded by the Council until such time as the 
owner requests the money for these works and the consent is granted.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Wellington City 
Council Built 
Heritage Incentive 
Fund

$329,000 Up to 25 percent of the 
cost of the work to a 
maximum of $80,000.
Funding for 
conservation reports, 
technical advice and 
for domestic fire 
protection systems will 
be generally up to a 
maximum of $10,000.

Criteria: The project relates to buildings and objects listed in the district plan.
The project enhances the heritage significance of the item concerned, and where elements 
of the item are protected by provisions of the District Plan (eg the exterior of a heritage 
place). The project must be for: 

stabilisation, repair or restoration of original heritage fabric relating to historic ▶▶
buildings, structures, or objects, or
professional services (ie, structural strengthening reports, maintenance reports, ▶▶
conservation plans), or
reimbursement of Council resource consent fees for approved conservation work ▶▶
requiring a resource consent (note: projects which have received funding for either 
items above cannot also obtain reimbursement of Council resource consent fees).

Nelson City Council 
Heritage Incentive 
Fund

Over $60,000 Grants of $1,000 
(+GST).

To be eligible, the building, object or site must be listed in the Nelson Resource 
Management Plan and it must not be owned by the Crown, Council, or its agencies.

The following types of projects are eligible for funding:
i. 	 stabilisation, repair or restoration of original heritage fabric relating to historic 

buildings or structures (e.g. repairs to masonry, joinery, plaster or glazing, earthquake 
strengthening or fire protection), provided the work is to the standard approved by the 
Council;

ii. 	 professional services (e.g. research, condition reports, conservation plans, heritage 
plans, conservation work specifications, management plans);

iii.	 the proposed work must have all necessary Council and NZHPT approvals. 

Tasman District 
Council Heritage 
Building Restoration 
Initiatives Fund

$5,000 Grants of up to $500. Available for specialised restoration work on buildings identified as having heritage values 
and listed in the Tasman Resource Management Plan. Eligible restoration works any of 
repiling, repainting, reroofing, replacing guttering, earthquake strengthening and fire 
protection.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Ashburton District 
Council Heritage 
Reserve Fund

$60,831 The maximum 
individual grant from 
this source shall be no 
greater than 50 percent 
of the cost of the 
approved project and 
in any event shall be no 
more than $7,000. 

Projects which relate to heritage buildings/items that are scheduled Category A in the 
Operative District Plan, Group A or Group B in the Proposed District Plan. 
Projects may be for specialised maintenance or may involve repairs to heritage buildings/ 
items that suffered damage in the Canterbury Earthquakes, such as replacing matching 
cladding or windows or other fittings in order to retain the heritage values of the building/ 
item.

Projects shall provide a full project plan (including the proposed work schedule) and 
financial statements (including quotes, other funding and the details of an EQC claim if 
applicable). Projects must be on private land (not owned by the Council) unless a heritage 
building/item on Council land is managed by a community group or organisation.

Christchurch City 
Council Heritage 
Incentive Grant Fund

383,000 (also 
a Character 
Maintenance 
Grant Fund of 
$45,310)

Grants of between $5,000 and $49,999 require a Limited Conservation Covenant to be 
registered on the property and grants of $50,000 or more require a Full Conservation 
Covenant to be registered on the property in perpetuity.

Canterbury 
Earthquake Heritage 
Building Fund

Up to 50percent 
total cost of repair or 
restoration project.

The fund was established with contributions from Council, NZHPT, Government and private 
donations. It is a special appeal that was launched to help fund the repair, restoration 
and strengthening of character and heritage buildings damaged during the Canterbury 
earthquakes. The purpose of the fund is to provide assistance to owners of heritage 
buildings to repair damage caused by the Canterbury earthquake of 4 September 2010, 
Christchurch earthquake of 22 February 2011, and aftershocks. Funding is targeted at 
the gap between insurance cover, and the actual cost of repairs and associated works 
including conservation works, structural upgrading and Building Code compliance works. 
The fund consists of contributions from territorial authorities, the NZHPT and donations. 
Any funds received will be matched by the government who have set aside up to 
$10 million.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Mackenzie District 
Council Heritage 
Protection Fund

$5,000 This is a contestable fund with applications to be called for during March each year. 
Any remaining funds may be allocated to individual applications throughout the year at 
the Council’s discretion. Available for: Buildings, items or places currently listed in the 
Heritage Items Schedule as Category X,Y or Z heritage items; Buildings, items or places 
which have been approved by Council to be included in the Heritage Items Schedule as 
Category X,Y or Z heritage items; Trees or groups of trees in the Protected Trees Schedule; 
Archaeological sites; and waahi tapu sites or areas as identified by the NZHPT. 

Each individual application will be eligible for a maximum grant of $2,500 or the following 
percentage of the sum required, whichever is the lesser:

Category X items 75 percent.▶▶
Category Y items 60 percent.▶▶
Category Z items 45 percent.▶▶
Protected Trees 50 percent.▶▶
Archaeological or waahi tapu sites 50 percent.▶▶

Selwyn District 
Council Heritage 
Fund

$15,000 A contestable fund 
distributed among 
successful applicants as 
grants (anywhere from 
$500–$7,500).

The purpose of the fund is to encourage and assist owners with work required to maintain 
and enhance heritage buildings in the district as well as that required on protected trees. 
Funds usually cover part of the work to be done with applicants making up the difference. 
The work must be completed in one calendar year. Payment is made upon receipt of the 
work being done.

Waimate District 
Council Heritage 
Fund

$5,000 Normally grants will be 
limited to $1,000.
Not more than 50 
percent of the total 
cost of a project can be 
granted from the fund.

Available to non-profit organisations that serve the social, educational, cultural or 
environmental well-being of the community.
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Local Authority Heritage Grants as at October 2012

Council Fund
Total size of fund 
(2012) Individual grant amount Scope

Hurunui Heritage 
Fund

$5,000 Available to assist owners in the preservation of historic heritage

Dunedin City Council 
Heritage Fund

$82,000 The majority of 
grants are between 
$5,000-$15,000, with 
occasional maximums 
up to $60,000.

Available to non-profit organisations that serve the social, educational, cultural or 
environmental well-being of the community.

Waitaki District 
Council Heritage 
Fund

$100,000 Grants up to $1,000. 
loans negotiable.

Eligible for owners of an historic building in the Waitaki District or those who own land 
upon which an historic site is located. Priority will be given to assist buildings that are 
owned by groups or organisations.

Gore, Invercargill & 
Southland District 
Councils – Southland 
Regional Heritage 
Development Fund – 
Venture Southland

$100,000 Grants will normally be 
limited to a maximum 
of $10,000 to provide 
seeding funds for 
heritage projects of 
regional significance. 
Amounts above this 
limit may be considered 
for large projects of 
outstanding merit.

The purpose of this fund is to provide grants for projects and initiatives which preserve, 
communicate and promote Southland’s heritage and are significant in a regional context .

Page 295



Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit 79

Appendix 5.  
Summary of local authority rates relief for historic heritage

Local Authority Heritage Rates Relief Schemes (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Far North District The Council may postpone or remit rates where an area is afforded permanent legal protection through a covenant or reserve 
status.

Whangarei District Possible rates relief.

Rodney District Remission on rates (100 percent), excluding water or sewerage rates.

Hamilton City Possible rates relief.

Matamata-Piako District Possible rates relief to owners of heritage buildings.

Otorohanga District Council will give consideration to rates relief on covenanted sites of heritage value.

South Waikato District Council will resolve, on a case-by-case basis, what amount of rates (excluding rates for refuse collection, sewage disposal 
and water supply), up to a maximum of 33 percent, qualify for a remission.

Taupo District Will consider rates relief for landowners to help encourage voluntary protection or enhancement of sites.

Waikato District A 100 percent remission of all rates may be applied to land protected for historic or cultural conservation purposes.

Waitomo District Possible rates relief.

Opotoki District Providing rates relief for voluntary protection of resources on private land where such protection is of benefit to the wider 
community and in keeping with Council policy.

Tauranga City Possible rates relief to assist heritage management.
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Local Authority Heritage Rates Relief Schemes (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Gisborne District Partial rates relief for properties or the affected parts thereof, provided the heritage value of the item is maintained and, in 
respect of archaeological sites, suitable protection measures such as covenants are taken.

Central Hawkes Bay 
District

The extent of the rates remission if approved is to be 100 percent.

Hastings District Land taken out of production and vested in a formal conservation covenant may be granted 100 percent remission of rates, 
with the exception of targeted rates for wastewater disposal, water supply and refuse collection.

Napier City Rates remission for land subject to a heritage covenant under the Historic Places Act 1993 or any other covenant or agreement 
entered into by the owner of the land with a public body for the preservation of existing features of land, or of buildings, 
where the conditions of the covenant or agreement are registered against the title to the land and are binding on the 
subsequent owner of the land.

Wairoa District Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis subject to a maximum of 50 percent of the 
rates owing.

Taranaki Regional Remit all or part of the rates owed by the ratepayer in respect of rating units provided the conditions of the policy have been 
met.

South Taranaki District Rates remission.

Stratford District Will provide rates remission of up to 100 percent of the rates on land with a heritage structure on it to all ratepayers who meet 
the objectives, conditions and criteria of the policy.

Horowhenua District Each application will be considered on its merits. If approved the value of the remission will be 100 percent in the case of 
Queen Elizabeth the Second National Trust covenants and 50 percent in other cases, of the general rates of that part of the 
rating unit covered by the application.

Manawatu District 100 percent of rates relief for listed Group A places and 50 percent for Category B places.
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Local Authority Heritage Rates Relief Schemes (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Palmerston North Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis subject to a maximum amount of 33 percent 
of rates assessed for that rating unit per year.

Ruapehu District Maximum of $500 to be granted for a residential heritage property listed in the district plan as discretionary rates relief. 
Maximum of $2,000 to be granted for a non-residential property listed in the district plan as discretionary rates relief.

Wanganui District Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis subject to a maximum amount of 33 percent 
of rates owing per year.

Hutt City Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis subject to a maximum amount of 50 percent 
of rates owing per year.

South Wairarapa Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis.

Upper Hutt City Allows Council to remit or postpone rates under selected criteria.

Marlborough District Possible rates remission.

Nelson City Council Owners of heritage buildings listed as either Group A or Group B in the Nelson Resource Management Plan, who commit to 
maintaining their buildings, are eligible for the remission.

Owners of buildings listed as Group A in the Nelson Resource Management Plan will be eligible for up to a 50 percent 
remission, and owners of buildings listed as Group B will be eligible for up to a 25 percent remission of their general rates 
based on land value. The remission does not include storm water, uniform annual general charges or waste water charges. 
Each application will be considered on its merits and provision of a remission in any three-year cycle does not set a precedent 
for similar remissions in future cycles. Rates remission will be made by passing a credit to the applicant’s rates assessment.

Tasman District Rates remission is available for owners of heritage buildings with a commitment to maintain their buildings in return.
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Local Authority Heritage Rates Relief Schemes (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Selwyn District Ratepayers who own rating units which have some feature or cultural, natural or historic heritage is voluntarily protected may 
qualify for remission of rates under this policy. Applications should be supported by documentary evidence of the protected 
status of the rating unit, for example, the copy of the covenant or other legal mechanism. In granting remissions under this 
policy, the Council may specify certain conditions before remission will be granted. Applicants will be required to agree in 
writing to these conditions and to pay any remitted rates if the conditions are violated.

Ashburton District There is a process regarding rates remission through the Rating Department.

Kaikoura District Rate remission will be made by passing a credit to the applicant’s rates assessment. 

Timaru District Rates remission available.

Waimate District Council will grant full remission of the general rate where application is made to Council and is satisfied that the owner of 
the land has voluntarily preserved or enhanced natural, historical or cultural features of the land. Council may also consider 
the extent to which public access to the land is provided by the landowner and commercial gain is derived by them. This 
remission will be funded from within the general rate urban, or general rate rural as appropriate.

Central Otago District Council will decide what amount of rates is to be remitted on a case-by-case basis, subject to a maximum of 30 percent of 
rates assessed in a year.

Clutha District Council will consider up to 100 percent of general rates.
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Local Authority Heritage Rates Relief Schemes (as at October 2012)

Council Summary

Dunedin City Available to non-profit organisations that serve the social, educational, recreational, cultural or environmental well-being of 
the community. Owners of heritage buildings undertaking major restorative works may be eligible for rates relief. Heritage 
rates relief aims to reward imaginative and/or productive reuse of heritage or townscape buildings. Rates relief is allocated 
from a contestable fund and the following considerations will guide decisions on who receives relief and the amount given:

The level of investment (there is a typical investment threshold of $100,000).▶▶
The significance of the building.▶▶
The type of building use.▶▶
The location of the building.▶▶

Dunedin also has a Targeted Rate Scheme for Earthquake Strengthening of Heritage Buildings. This allows building owners to 
obtain funding for earthquake strengthening of heritage buildings and pay this back through a targeted rate on their property. 
Eligible building owners may obtain amounts of up to $50,000 to assist with earthquake strengthening. Larger amounts may 
be considered on a one-off basis. Additional assistance may also be available through the Dunedin Heritage Fund.

In addition, Dunedin City Council has established a heritage residential B&B rates category in June 2011. This is available for 
owners of heritage B&B who were paying commercial rates following assessments by Quotable Value in 2010. 

Queenstown Lakes 
District 

The extent of any rates remission will be determined on a case-by-case basis.

Environment Southland Council officers will be delegated authority to remit 100 percent of rates on those portions of land which qualify.

Invercargill City Council will decide what amount of rates will be remitted on a case-by-case basis.

Southland District Council will grant a 50 percent remission of general rates. Where only part of a rating is affected, a separate rateable 
assessment will be required to be established for the area involved.
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Appendix 6.  
Summary of other types of incentives provided by local authorities

Other type of local authority incentives, as at October 2012

Council Summary

Waitomo District Possible assistance towards professional advice/information or the preparation of a conservation plan.

Gisborne District Annual plan provisions for: i) two hours of free advice from a heritage consultant for items scheduled in the Post European 
Contact Schedule in respect of conservation or maintenance, restoration of original architectural elements and shop fronts, 
adaptive reuse and colour schemes; ii) two hours of free advice from an archaeologist or other suitably qualified person 
for items scheduled in the archaeological site or waahi tapu schedule regarding the preparation of a conservation or 
management plan; iii) heritage paint fund available to owners of heritage buildings on the Central Business District Schedule; 
and iv) a fencing fund to facilitate the protection of significant archaeological sites.

Central Hawkes Bay 
District

Funding is available for the identification of historic sites that arise from any subdivision or resource consent applications.

Hastings District Subject to funding being available the Council will assist landowners to enhance the heritage nature of the building by the 
use of grants to upgrade and paint the facades of buildings above veranda height.

New Plymouth District Up to two hours of Council paid architectural advice and up to one hour of Council paid colour scheme advice by the Council’s 
advisors is available for buildings listed in the Councils Heritage Inventory, to promote design and colour compatible with the 
heritage values of the building.

Horowhenua District Possible offer of low-interest loans in the protection of heritage features.

Manawatu District There are low-interest loans for people who for some reason are ineligible for funding grants or rates remission.

Kāpiti District Financial contributions for fencing and a range of other protective measures.

Page 301



Sustainable Management of Historic Heritage Guidance Series | Incentives for Historic Heritage Toolkit 85

Other type of local authority incentives, as at October 2012

Council Summary

Hutt City Council to subsidise on a case-by-case basis basic consultant fees for conservation advice for heritage buildings. Council 
offers to provide free advice to owners of heritage buildings on how to conserve heritage buildings in accordance with Council 
policies and other statutory requirements.

Masterton District Fencing fund to protect significant archaeological sites. Applications will be considered according to: the level of threat and 
potential damage that could result if the site remained unfenced; and the significance of the archaeological site based on its 
uniqueness, representative nature, condition and importance to tangata whenua, the community and landowner.

Porirua City Possible low interest loans, free information and assistance.

Nelson City Heritage awards are being investigated.

Christchurch City Council continues to offer heritage advice at no charge to the building owner, recognising the importance of this as an 
incentive for heritage protection.

Otago Regional To provide for parking demand in the Business Resource Area through the provision of public car parking development except 
for on-site requirements associated with large traffic-generating activities. On-site requirements for parking may be relaxed 
where this will result in retention of a heritage item that would otherwise be lost.
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Other type of local authority incentives, as at October 2012

Council Summary

Dunedin City Awards for individuals or groups in recognition of restoration or protection of heritage items; Free advice on architecture 
and design to owners of heritage items; Repainting initiative: buildings identified as having heritage value with the Heritage 
Precinct are eligible for a financial contribution upon repainting. Initiatives are only granted where the repainting is in 
accordance with the principles outlined in the Council’s Renovation and Colour Guidelines. The contribution is calculated at 
$20 per lineal metre of building viewed from the street for every storey of the building. A contribution of $10 per lineal metre 
of verandah paint is also available. The Council may award greater contributions for the repainting of heritage buildings with 
unique characteristics such as ornate decoration. Free advice to help in planning heritage improvements. Promote pre-
application meetings to discuss options when undertaking work on a heritage building. Can bring together a heritage project 
team consisting of a Building Control Officer, Resource Consent Planner, and Heritage Planner to work with applicants during 
the consent process. Awards for individuals or groups in recognition of restoration or protection of heritage items. There are 
now awards for earthquake strengthening, heritage interior restoration, and re-use of a heritage building. Each receives a 
certificate, plaque and $1,500 prize. These are awarded at the Dunedin Heritage Re-use Awards in March annually. $70,000 
in the Warehouse Precinct Heritage Area for heritage reuse assistance in 2012/2013 only.

Invercargill City In order to promote quality development and redevelopment in the city centre the Council awards Civic Plaques to projects 
including those contained within the City Centre Heritage Precinct that comply with the guidelines and contribute to the 
vibrancy of the city.
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Appendix 7.  
Summary of Auckland City Central Area District 
Plan, heritage floor space bonuses granted and 
recipient sites (as at May 2009)
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RECEIVED 

 

31 MAR 2017 

BY . 	  

3 1 MAR 2017 
5   To: 

File:  	A l9  - 

  

  

   

Submission Form  ° 4 1 0 

 

Your name: 

' -civNeAc=■ 
	L.. 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone numbe : 

Your postal address: 

(1(1 L\(_ P)uc-c- 12-cc-c>k  

Town:  &A.../S /09 4, 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
rela)ing to your submission and the hearings?: 
Dtmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

AT 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

dOption 1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0  Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it  with  a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su division. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr.4zing. 

0 No 

Th9 two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

loWYes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

ErOptions 1, 2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

Cel:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

0  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

&/3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

‘A 	.e.-€ ■ 6\e_ 	Lv€__ ccks .  
CAC)   
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1111  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4  —  I  want Council to abandon the,  t  
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ ' 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

ilOption 1  —  I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  —  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  —  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  —  I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of  its  planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

C9/Option 1  — Yes,  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  —  I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

B/Option 1  — Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

Your name:  HCAb 	1)0(1,(N 	 Bulls Community Centre 

5( Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on  the site of  the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the  initial  estimates were made. 

Email address: \--okkvanCiv9VIC. 
Gc.hc-L4 rlz  • 
Preferred contact phone number: 

022 (-k6S7261  
Your postal address: Li IS 1-10klovr‘  et 

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your su mission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present  in  person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ary 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s 	division. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased  for 
grAzing. 
Bir Yes 	0 No 

Tie two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as  the  new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new  facility  behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

i.  

j. 

9. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

• Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 
What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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• 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is  this  your preference? 

1)11.4 	halt'I SS '1°•(\ 
t,  RD( 1-0  0 

0 
.10/€(64 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

0 (I:1 4 311, 43 (a 
Your postal address: 

Town:  6 kotA2 
How would you  prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to  your  submission and the hearings?: 
Li  Email 	u Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the  hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

0 present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option  1 - Yes,  I  support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 

rengthening the existing Town Hall or js 
emolishing it and replacing  it  with a n w 

Of i-toll .." 	- CA-1\-61, 	' act uilding.. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
frOlowinc, thron parcels of land? 

The area known  as the  Walton  Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1,  2  and 3  - Yes,  I  support the 
continuing  work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all  three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 
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!RAIICITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 7 I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the'Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

dOption 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if ne 	sary) 

(P'\ 
 -Ur\   

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, 
31 March 2017. 

I  -koors AI  k 
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30 March 2017 

Freepost 172050 
Ross McNeil 
Chief Executive 
Rangitikei District Council 
Private Bag 1102 
Marton 4741 

(-)11EU WED 
30 MAR 2017 

To.   '9"-  S   
File:  .t ñ-N(- 

17  03 .4i 
File ref: ROA 01 04 

PAT:KMW 

HAND DELIVERED AND SENT BY EMAIL: 
annualplanaranqitikei.qovt.nz  

0061  horizons 
regional council 

Private Bag 11025 
Manawatu Mail Centre 
Palmerston North 4442 

P 06 952 2800 
F 06 952 2929 

www.horizons.govt.nz  

Dear Ross 

ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 — HORIZONS REGIONAL COUNCIL SUBMISSION 

Thank you for the opportunity to engage with Rangitikei District Council (RDC) about 
the issues raised in the "What's changed, what's the plan for 2017/18...?" 
consultation document. Horizons values the ongoing opportunities to engage and 
cooperate with RDC through Accelerate>25 and on other matters, particularly around 
natural resource management. 

Horizons continues to support the RDC led initiative to find long term sustainable 
solutions to the flood risk for the Whangaehu community. Our staff will continue to 
provide assistance as RDC develops the strategy framework. 

We support RDC's preference to build a new bridge at Mangaweka as it is consistent 
with the Regional Land Transport Plan (RLTP). The bridge replacement will give 
effect to the strategic direction of the RLTP, in particular the Strategic Priority 3: Plan 
for and proactively respond to demographic change and impacts of land use change, 
and Strategic Priority 6: An appropriate network of tourism routes. We note that 
retaining the present structure for walking and cycling would support Strategic 
Priority 4: Increased focus on pedestrians and cycling. We note that there is a 
Horizons flow recording/flood warning station attached to the existing bridge, 
servicing the communities located downstream. We acknowledge that RDC and 
Manawatu District Council are including Horizons in the ongoing planning around the 
proposals, enabling us to ensure any implications on this facility and its operation are 
understood and managed. 

Horizons acknowledges that work to upgrade the Bulls, Marton and Ratana 
wastewater treatment plants will not be completed before the end of this financial 
year, and therefore we support the carrying forward of funding for these projects to 
ensure they will be resourced. We note that upgrades to wastewater treatment 
should, where possible, consider options for discharges to land, and that resource 
consent applications need to be full, comprehensive and timely. With regard to the 
Marton plant, we urge RDC to ensure that works are carried out to make sure the 
discharge complies with the conditions of the existing resource consent. 

We also acknowledge the carrying forward of funding for stormwater upgrades in 
Marton. Horizons' intention is to continue to work in collaboration with RDC and the 
community on effective ways of reducing flood risk to Marton over time. Please note 
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horizons 
regional council 

that from a One Plan implementation perspective, we are encouraging all territorial 
authorities in the Region to start planning for consenting of stormwater discharges 
where this is required. 

Horizons agrees that the new legislation governing Fire and Emergency New 
Zealand may impact on local civil defence capability. We will continue to work with 
territorial authorities in the Region to ensure that councils are able to keep meeting 
their obligations under the Civil Defence and Emergency Management Act 2002. 

Thank you for your ongoing support and commitment to the Enviroschools 
Programme. The programme aims to equip young people with the competencies 
they need to be leaders in sustainability resulting in long term behaviour change. As 
such there is a strong focus on themes such as living landscapes, water for life, 
energy use, ecological building and zero waste. We appreciate the opportunity to 
engage with your staff and to grow the relationships between RDC, Horizons and 
participating schools and centres, as well as the community. 

We take this opportunity to note that Horizons' Annual Plan consultation includes a 
proposal focused on the performance of detention dams in our flood control and 
drainage schemes. Almost all of these dams are around Marton and Hunterville. 
Having looked at the way we manage those dams, we've identified a need for some 
improvements in order to adequately manage the safety of those structures and 
provide for the programmed replacement of some key components such as 
spillways. The estimated cost of this proposal is $152,000, 80 percent of which will 
be shared across the five schemes responsible for the dams. We mention this 
because the project, if approved, will have a financial impact on ratepayers in those 
schemes, who are also your ratepayers. 

Horizons notes that the Ngati Rangi Treaty of Waitangi Settlement process is 
progressing quickly and could be resolved this year. As this settlement focuses on 
the entire Whangaehu catchment, there will be ongoing implications for RDC. We 
look forward to continuing working with RDC, Ngati Rangi and the Office of 
Treaty Settlements as the process unfolds and the framework for the ongoing 
partnership is established. 

Bruce Gordon, Horizons Chairperson, and  I  appreciated the opportunity to discuss 
the matters raised in our submission with your Council on 30 March 2017. If you 
wish to clarify or discuss anything further, please contact Matt Smith, Coordinator 
District Advice (email: matthew.smitha.horizons.govt.nz  or phone: (06) 9522 908) in 
the first instance. 

Yours sincerely 

Michadl McCartney 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE 
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RECEIVED, 
1 7 MAR 2017 

To: 	  

File:  	  

17 0168 Doc: 

Submission Form 
RECEIVED 

17 MAR 2017 
BY 	  

Your name: MIAPH 	611-kiN 

Email address:  nolo/Jr-pm  ryi4rtan  

Preferred contact phone number: 

az7  -  7   
Your postal address: 

I). 9c4-  ae 
111/9(2:7-cAl 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
GeEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick):  A. 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

'Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
EirYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gt;azing. 
dill  Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	12"No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

V/2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

A)/ hpoK  --fo   
i2t)6) 	Cetti E 

23 Page 315



O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

— I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

— I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

g. 

O Optian 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

I Upgrade 

O Cry:ion 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

Privacy Act 1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. 
The content on this form including your personal 
information and submission will he made available io 
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, 
31 March 2017. 
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To 	 
File'  1—  
Doc17... 

RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

e_G4--■••• 

Email address:  - ,tc_ci t.A.., 

 

Vv-t. 

 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town:  —5 L.,31s 

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

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Arepu writing this submission as: 
!It4n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

ifltion  1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale  of surplus 
properties in  Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
supdivision. 

	

gYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
graiing. 

	

'Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fiXnting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	MA0 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this  your  preference? 
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r-RilAitED 	 RECEIVED 
28 MAR 2017 

TO: 	J7-  -s   
FILE:  	1  

Submission Form 
Your name: \)Gov, 4\a , 2c 	 .  Bulls Community Centre 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

O2-3'9 cp  SS 
Your postal address: 

Town - 
•   

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision, 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3— Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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111* RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON  THE  ANNUAL PLAN  2017/18 

O Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park' 

O Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

(Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

El  Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

o Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El  Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

El  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

litA4 V.42  1-00.2._ 0  9ine-CIS-1)  

cLic>ua_  

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RE,IffIVE0) 
15 MAR 2017 

To 	.. 
File: ...  .  T/1  . 	..  
Doc:  	'''  01 . 5 ....... 	

.. 

Submission Form 

Your name: 	GI (N 42_ 

Preferred contact phone number: 
C)Q_ 

i 	4-   
Your postal address: 

P  
	 Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 

• • -1V1̂   Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I w t Council to abandon he 
proposed w Bulls Community Qs1re 
and r 	ew the available opti 	, Including 

own Hall or 
acing it with a new 

Email address: 

strengthening the existi 
demolishing it and r 
building. 

Town:  (w¼\5 k5  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your su mission and the hearings?: 

21 Email 	 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 

Van individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
e(Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
KYes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	pliNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

 

O 1: retai 
buifolin 

and -rgrib ing all three 

 

   

Position: 

 

le2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: reipifilp of th,53-4.-draFe an uilding a 
ne racility b hperthem 

Why is this your preference? 

  

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

 

     

   

irN   
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tz) 	 c 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

• Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

• Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

Ca.)River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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O dial in via skype from another location (please 
provide skype details) The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

es 
	0 No 

NM EL 
2 8 MAR ao17 

 

To: 	 
File: 	 

Doc: 	 

  

Submission Form 

Your name:  birile  6uy rOki\J 

Email address  jor6\e__:Bury  
\ndrnal-  •  N   

Preferred contact phone number: 

02718 W158_2. 
Your postal address: 

VO\Y 2oad  
\scn   

Town:  Plorr.f -cr\ N  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sul7ission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	"Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

Bulls Community Centre 

Option 1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s ud ivision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr9zing. 

	

r‘eYes 	CI No 

Marton Civic Centre 

Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

El  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

\c-=edS AG  
CYC, 	NiODk L- 
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REM 
3 1 MAR NV 

To: 
	3) 

File:  	 - A - 	- 4.. 

Submission Form 	Doc: 17  0 .3 .9 . 7 

Your name: 

Email address: 

    

   

   

    

rreL & 	at concl 
Preferred contact phone number: 

(cc.) 3389z5  
Your postal address: 

Aucare. 120,  

kpe /4-7(1.-2_ 
Town: -1bgt  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

4Email 	CI Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

o present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

1:1 dial in via skype from another location (please 
provide skype details) 

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community  Centre 

O Option 1 - Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
• Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	DNa 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
El Yes 	El No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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CI  Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

'dOption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

'fL( Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
r Ril/Pr hank r-PA npar RiiIIc Rricina 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Form 

REGtavED 
27144R 2gi7 

TO: ...... 	
.... . 

FILE:  ..1 
........ . ....... 

DOC:, ..... 	
.... Submissio 

Your name: 	&rin  

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

	a__Lt)1,,a4 Ao,d  
zo   

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub/mission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	PWLetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e- newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls  Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates  were  made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town .Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with  a  new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion  Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3—  Yes, I support the 
continuing  work  on redeveloping the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the  new  Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out  two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings  and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

23 Page 326
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O Option  4  -  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1  -  I  support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  -  I  support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2 -  I  do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do  you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other  issues  would  you like  Council 
to consider  as part  of  its planning for 
2017/18? (use  extra  pages  if  necessary) 

Taihape  Pool Upgrade 

I/Option  1  - Yes.  I  support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  -  I  think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option  1  - Yes,  I  support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31  March  2017. 
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ECM/ED 
- 9 MAR 2017 

To: 	  
File:   - 

Doc:.......  ..... 1.7 01 .08 -  

A.. 

_ 

' 8  MAR 2017 

Submission Form 

Your name:  er) 	,--yiextous   

Email address: 

cl eafr- 	4 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address:  64 3 
Allay-a ci---,ecr(,./a 

ce   
Town: 

How would would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	III/L4ter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls  Community Centre 

itK‘otion 1 - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

	

p es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
graz' g. 

	

es 	0 No 

The o car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

es 	12 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

• 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

[L14‘-retaining  part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

L C)( C-62%1   
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

• Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

V/Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

0/)ption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

6011,0 t4  SeS  
5 	 gy-x-St-  al- 

tc,  The -  
(10-6 

Priva 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, 
31 March 2017. 

What other other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

DO sc & cj &)/711  d 
da,/5-(y 6t  docy  ti  

/ 
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Submission Form 

En 
21 MAR 2017 

To:.. 	2  	.... 
File:  ...1 	 
Doc: 	1.7  ''''' 

Your name: 

jes5z Atkfti,lisov,  
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

01 7 31/4A-1- ci 1 3 
Your postal address: 

5 VQ-i\-)--LA  G1/4' nr   
Town:  6 u,11 s 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your apmission and the hearings?: 
O Email 1116  Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the 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 I  would like  to subscribe  to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for  the 
revised and expanded  new  Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of  the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the  initial  estimates  were  made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review  the  available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town  Hall  or 
demolishing it and replacing it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The  area  known as  the  Walton Street 
sybdivision. 

	

ail Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased for 

	

Yes 	0 No 

if T e  two  car parks  fronting  Criterion Street 

	

Yes 	El No 

Marton Civic Centre 

/Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out  two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all  three  buildings  and 
constructing a  new  facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part  of  the facades  and building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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ID Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

f T hape Memorial Park 

Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

El Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

1:1 Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Trape Pool Upgrade 

Di Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

El Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

1:1 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

Tflets 
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Your name: jessl ca Jambirecht 

RECEIVED 

To ..... 
File:.. 
Doc'   

24 MAR 2017 

.•).2•.1 

Submission Form 

Email address:  TeSS. /arythrechl-
hofnicuri. Cory\ 
Preferred contact phone number: 

(22'3 	768 
Your postal address: 

kAvrci   

Town:  3 cdts 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
N'mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Areyou writing this submission as: 
IBn individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

D2<;ption 1  —  Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option  2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties  in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

vThear ea known as the Walton Street 
u division. 

Yes 	0 No 

vThep ortion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
r 	ing. 

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks ronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and  3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is this  your  preference? 
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Submission Form 
riECENEk5  

15 MAR 2017 
Ps  

i -A 
To: 
File: 
Doc:  	1.  ......  0.132 

--- 

Your name: 	rY-vm 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

ic 

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes. do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

AI e 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

Option 1 -- Yes. I support Feta- it -or-ft; 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Cr 
Centre on the site of the former Criterloo 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made, 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

.1;1/fes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gwing. 

	

YeS 	0 No 

Thie two car parks fronting 1.1:;titerion Sireer 

	

4g.  Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I suppori the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new kilarton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing alt three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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2 9 M 

To .......... .......... , 
File: ........ 	

▪ 

............ 4t.  Doc: .............. 

7. 0325 

3 _o In 
Your postal address: 

 

vg gliciodoo 
D  

lfGati 

 

Town: 

 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

-  	revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

ID/Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Your name:  j14 	a  / lnii  

Email address:  j-  knot°  

Preferred contact phone number: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	1;10(etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su division. 
Di  Yes 	ENo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr5zing. 
2"Yes 	0 No 

TV  two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
rg  Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION  ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

o Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RISEIE 
27 MAR 2017 

To:  	Ps   
File: 	 

Doc: 	17 0210 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

" 

-  

Town: 
	\ ; 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
D Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

• Optionl — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
1;3 Yes 	DNo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
0 Yes 	O No 

The -iwo car parks fronting Criterion Street 
P lYes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 
/ . Ip Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 

continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

El 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
tz(pn c structing a new facility on the site 

retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

la - Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Your name: 

 

  

Email address: 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

i Option  1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 

5 	6-6  /22--Hotel,  incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

OY'ct. 	On- 

referre contact phone num er: 

la 3 z / 6. 1 
Your postal address: 

i (5 k 

Town:  Ku l/9  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relat ng to your submission and the hearings?: 
D'tmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar7you writing this submission as: 
‘6  an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

0  Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 

rY
division. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
9rAing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

yYe
T two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

s 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

0  Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

yc1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
uildings 

V(2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

3 :  retaining part of the facades and building a 
ew facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

t(l724 	LA k2k 1-26-7-0-7.0  

ta,4, A-av 	k7-4   
1344/1..V  /41-€7  44 	AlL   

pote_eil  'Jac  le__  i2,644-.  23 
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pot 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

dOption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

/&t1 	Ja-‘9,:li 	ci."1/  

tkiezotif   

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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,!) rad.Cohi Email address: 	jocj   

Your name:  JO 

Preferred contact phone number: 

'Ob 2S Sfr3 
Your postal address: 

13(k.  01 9  

nity Centre 

O Option 	es. I support retaining the 
updated budget of  $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre  on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when  the  initial  estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I want  Council  to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it  with  a  new 
building. 

Town: cum-eiCa Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
Irergmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to  speak to  your submission at 
the hearings being  held  on 20 April? If yes, do 
you  wish to (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the 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  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 	•' 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two  car parks fronting Criterion  Street 
O Yes 	0  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3—  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the  new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings  and 
constructing a  new  facility on  the  site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building  a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission Form 

Your name:  v 0  -  4one 

 

  

Email address: ke 'Joe ikarar e   
Preferred contact phone number: 

oco 14 07 13 c i 

Your postal address: 

  

  

Town: 

 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating  to  your  submission and  the hearings?: 
f4ifMail 	0  Letter 

Would you  like to  speak  to  your  submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please  tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this  submission  as: 
G4n  individual, or 
• on  behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I would like  to  subscribe  to  Council's 
e-news letter 

Bulls Community Centre 

Si/(ption 1  —  Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the  site  of the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for  inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

• Option 2  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town  Hall  or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of  the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as  the  Walton Street 
subdivision. 
Ge-Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently  leased  for 
grving. 
KWYes 	0 No 

Thytwo car parks fronting Criterion Street 
RMes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  —  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing  all  three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on  the  site 

• 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility  behind  them 

Why is this your preference? 
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' 4 4ILED  RECEIVED 

Submission Form 

28 MA,, ^-7 

TO  	 - 

Rm.   1 -1"/   

DOC: 17 	0.2.E2 

Your name:  J00 ae ke___Ljj 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you pre er to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

El yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Hay lock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	El No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
but 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in  this  Consultation 
Document?  (use  extra pages if 
necessary) 

I"Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 	 cytit0 fif 

oidh cove.1(0  

ED Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal]  t 

MIA ue-Feinal 6-t-0.6(s oodf or  
ramp and iov tn-Feyna &calor 
Eov vvhed Chow oce6s   

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

&I/Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Rangitikel 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, 
31 March 2017. 

24 
Page 345



	

Submission Form  .. 	10EIVED RECEW 3 1 MAR 2017 
Bulls Communihkqentre 

Your  namer-Soocr,z_ 3 1 MAR  .4  L' Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining 
To: ...  .  5-- .....  ;41dated  budget of $4.36 million for the 
	a 

- 	 .... 	 g 0  — 

 r ascl 

	

Na. 	and expanded new Bulls Community 
1  ....... 	ua on the site of the former Criterion 

Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inAation 
from  when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 

30c)c-rNe- 	 xkf,r-t ,  C.-C?  • r 

File: 
Dec: 	 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

■eOption 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

0 Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr zing. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

0 Yes 	dNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new  facility behind them 

4VOption  4 - I want Council to abandon the 

proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton  administration and library buildings 

Why is this your preference? 

The council does not know the full extent of 

costs and it will be much cheaper to strengthen 

the current building or build new on vacant land 

for which there are many options. 
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Taihape Memorial Park 

V"Option 1 - I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets • 
at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] There is ample room in 
the existing grandstand. Public toilet facilities 
could be added to the Bowls and Squash Clubs. 

O Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets • 
at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

4(Option 1 - Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

F'Option 1 - Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

iption 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
timp 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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t - Wi LED 
RECEIVED 

30 MAR 2017 
TO: 	  
FILE: „A,:  Af  - . 1  74-  

	

DOC: ..17  O31 
	

Your name: 	( 

Email address: 	 01(. .(vAvz.4.-  •  c   

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
re,lati g to your submission and the hearings?: 

mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar you writing this submission as: 
an individual. or 

0 on behalf of an organisation 

on behalf of an organisation please rovide 
deteCfs: 

Organisation: 

Positton: 

yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 
O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 

updated budget of $4.213 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Pulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 
Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
n Yes 	0. No 

Marton Civic Centre 
O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 

oontinuing work on redeveloping. the C;obbie.V 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams BLfiktings 
f;Broadwayii-ligh Street) as the new Marton 
Civic,  Centre. preferring (strike out two 

• 1: :'etaining and refurbishing all three 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a, new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site; and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marion administration and library buildings. 

TaihAPe Memorial Park 

P"Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and loeating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the othor viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
ed the ends of the netball courts 

i;illiernative proposal] 

Li Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
bloc:k on that site. 

Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable location 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilei 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal) 

ahape_Pool Upgrade 

t7Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

ID Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
F-"(,.,1 should be deferred until the funding gap 
is ,-.Nered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

o Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (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. 
31 March 2017. 
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The area known as th 
subdivision. 
O Yes 

alton Street 

The portion 
grazing. 
O Yes 

aylock Paris currently leased for 

O'No 

r-MAILED 
RECEIVED 

SubmissiOn Form 

30 MAR 2017 
'3> C TO: ....... 

FILE. 	  
ooc:  17  044w 

Your name:  

  

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 Yes0 support retaining the 
updated. budge of:$4,.$$ rnillio for the 
revised and exPanded new 	Community 
Centre on the site of th 	liner Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating - ijustment for inflation 
from when the in d estimates were made. 

   

Email address: tytoidvrie"& y¼CoIiJ  

Preferred contact phone number: 

  

    

oR 	13199 
Your postal address: 

R  

Town:, 	 If 7 	 
How would you prefer, to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
rsi4mail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to:speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wieh to (plea:se:tid): 

0 pmentin person* Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission .  as: 
CArt individualSor 
0 on behalf of an organisation 

if on behalf of an Organisation pleasebrovde 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

yes I would Rise to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

O Option 2 — ant Council to abandon the 
proposed ew pulls Community Centre 
and re ew the 'available options, including 
sir gthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing It with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in BUlls 

Should Council prOceed with -t 
following three parcels of la ? 

The two car parks fronting Ofiterion Street 
0 Yin 	0 1 1\lo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping:in obbleri 
Davenport/Abraham & William uildings 
Broadwayii-i10 Street) as e new Marton 

Civic Centre. prefe-rrino rise out tt.vo) 

O 1: retaining and re 4  rbishing siI three 
buiEdings 

O 2: dernol; ng all three buildings and 
corer arig al new facility on the site 

O 3 retaining cart of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

sale of the 
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0 Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park: 

11 Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
arvi iocating the new amenity blocks in one of 
tho other viable locations: 
Flea; the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
al the ends of the netball courts 

iiiiE=rnative proposal] 

Option 2 — I support derjvlishin_o the 
nrandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

D Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

. near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toiIo 

• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal) 

Talhape Pool Upgrade 

0 Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

riOption 2 - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
pool should be deferred until the funding gap 

c:overed by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

Ii Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 400,,ovz /-xt 
 

• g/v aav otid fev fiffive 
g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultatlon 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

P// 	/P/I a/kcal-1d al- 
varia'a ,r/1-6 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (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, 

Si 	ns lo 	t idd 	n Frida m ss o c se a m ay o 	Y. 

&eh' ,R6 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 	 31 March 2017. 
1, b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road  

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

ub 
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Submission Form 

ROME 
15 MAR 2017 

To:  	-P   
File: 	  

Doc: ....  17 	O12.7. 

Your name: 	cbk0  4nDecv 

    

Bulls Community Centre 

FOption 1 -- Yes. I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

CCM  - evised and expanded new Bulls ( _;orrirriunity 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion • 
Hotel. incorporating adjustment for inflation 

- from when the initial estimates were made 

Email address:  jov\ri . ctni„c0(  04A-4-1004 

Preferred contact phone number: 

     

       

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar e 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 I would like to subscribe to Councils 
e-Ilewsletter 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su 	ivision. 

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr. ing. 
7,'■ Yes 	0 No 

Th -  two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1. 2 and 3— Yes. I support th 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Iviarton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out twiTi) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
_ _ _ 

W2_66  1 sl-S 

D 	HLtdTh -Ave_ 

Bulls 
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Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

OS 3Z2 O?  
Your postal address: 

Pc 43e,s2 ks  

Town: 	 • 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your suby'rtsion and the hearings?: 
ID Emaill&tetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

CI present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are Lou writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

ID on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

ID yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

27Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
st.2 1(lAivision. 

Yes 	E] No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ing. 

Yes 	CI No 

The two car par s onting Criterion Street 
El Yes 	No 

Marton  Civic Centre 

El Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

Cl 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

111 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

CI 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Bulls Community Centre 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

'N'e5  
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Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

CI Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

o Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
C. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

IVED 
28 MAR 2017 

REEVED 
28 MAR 2017  

To:  J7- s   
File: 
Doc:  17 02 

Your name f-N G-4-4/ 	rN 

 

Bulls Community Centre 

  

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 

.fW::g 	 Akui, Nzrevised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Tcx2/9,24  
Your postal address: 

/0  

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
[E-Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Er/Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
EffeS 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
El-Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	lfo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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NOB 
31  MAR 2017 

To: 

File:  	  

Doc:....1.7 	0.4.0.3. 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

S 	MA Go 1-1   
Preferred contact phone number: 

0274 c49'9Vho 
Your postal address: 

Town: &A-4,  •   
How  would  you prefer to receive  correspondence 
relating to your submission and the  hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like  to  speak to your  submission at 
the hearings being held  on  20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to  (please tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton  at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this  submission  as: 

3.1 4.n  individual, or 

O on  behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an  organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls  Community Centre 

VO'ption 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on  the  site of the  former  Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment  for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing  it  and replacing it  with  a new 
building. 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the  sale  of  the 
following  three  parcels of land? 

The area known as  the  Walton Street 
sub  ivision. 

es 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ng. 

es 	O No 

Thei•wo  car  parks fronting Criterion Street 
ISkes 	0  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  —  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the  facades  and  building  a 
new  facility  behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Submission in support of building a new Community Centre in Bulls 

I support the building of the Bulls Community Centre as it will centralise all our services and deliver such 
services at an economical cost to the ratepayers going forward. 

I do not support any ongoing investigation into any other options. You have already spent $250k over 3 
years and any further investigations going over old ground could conceivably cost a further $250k leaving 
us $500 in the hole and you haven't been able to lay one brick on top of the other. I would find this 
intolerable. 

If the new Community Centre fails to go ahead, as Councillors', you should stop bending over to sectors 
of the Bulls Community. We need some economic realism brought into the picture and some 
consideration shown to ratepayers. If the services in Bulls cannot operate on a standalone basis and any 
upgrades to the facilities reach a tipping point in the value of that facility that make it uneconomical to 
proceed, the Council need to consider 'can we provide these services from Marton'. 

John Keay 
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Submission Form 

IREMEN - 11 
3 I MAR 2017 

D)S   To 
/ — Pre  -  ) File: 	 

Doe:  	 7 	04119 

Your name: 

--3-CA/NA" AA-Cli 0 
Email address: 

Ciavxstj' iVat-10 Sa"dt COrt-N 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Q. 3  

Mckito,  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
re ting to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

d Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

Town: 
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Gi Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

Ni -foi les rzt- C.2-ztev."1/40,1 ectik 

5;ka4s G-va,1,4:As  

  

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

24 
Page 360
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Submission Form 

RECEIVED 
2 MAR T'17 

TO: .... 	........  (11  

FILE: .. 
DOC: .... 	..... 

r\ 
Your name.

. 

 130?1,1t..,,,q  LA( 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would  you  prefer  to  receive  correspondence 
relating  to  your submission  and the  hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission  at 
the hearings  being held on 20 April? If yes,  do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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  I  would  like  to  subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  — Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for  the 
revised  and  expanded new Bulls  Community 
Centre on  the  site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when  the  initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it  and  replacing it with  a  new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following  three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased  for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car  parks  fronting Criterion  Street 
0  Yes 	0  No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham  &  Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new  Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out  two) 

O 1: retaining  and refurbishing  all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing  all  three buildings  and 
constructing a new facility on the  site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and  building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this  your preference? 
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O Option  4  —  I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial  Park 

117  Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near  the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used  as  toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

dOption 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

El Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in  one of  the other viable  locations: 
near the swimming  pool 

• on  the site  currently used  as toilets 
• at the ends of the  netball  courts 
[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is  covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Your name: 

Email address: 

•‘"V...A..‘"\z_ 
Preferred contact phone number: 

(oko - r•--a.cs,c3.7A.aZ 
Your postal address: 

(ThAhAex--t.cl-N &k   

Town:  

O Option 2 — I want C 
proposed new 
and revie 	e avail 
stre ening the 
emolishing it a 

building. 

• .  c to abandon th 
• munity Ce 

• optior: , including 
• -• wn Hall or 

cing it with a new 

Proposed  sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

WLE 
15 MAR 2017 

To:   P3   
File:  ..I 
Doc: 15`.F 

Submission Form 

I Community Centre 

Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

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

RiEmail 	fleretter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Arey.ou writing this submission as: 

Wan individual, or 

O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub 	ision. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gra 	g. 

	

es 	0 No 

The two car parks Iponting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	Bl\lo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

Er"2:-C—lemolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

  

rt o 	cad 	cf.; 
ind the 

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

El 3: r 
ne 	cility 

Why is this your preference? 

g ex" A c- s-is:2\-  

--16 eLkex-  - cc\At 	Cc-ce-x_)  
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

• Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

• Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

1:1 Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 

/ b.Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

6  River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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REOVE_O Submission Form  I 
Bulls Community Centre 

3  1 MAR Z817 
To:  	 .3)3  

  

Your name: 

  

File:  
O Option 1 - Yes, I support retabiRgt 

updated budget of $4.36 million for thth .  
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inAation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

■eOption 2 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

420-  

   

;   

  

Email address: 

   

   

\ 	 Yr  CC)  k4"1 

 

       

Preferred contact phone number: 

  

   

0'2-)  45- 2_ _S- S5 I 

   

      

Your postal address: 

   

 

[ 	(----r)(-0 k1LR.4:3 0  

  

    

R 0 2_ 
Town: 	01/4 ,  ..1r0   

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

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

	

0 Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for grizing.  

	

Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

0 Yes 	dNo 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

. "Option 4 - I want Council to abandon the 

proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings 

Why is this your preference? 

The council does not know the full extent of 

costs and it will be much cheaper to strengthen 

the current building or build new on vacant land 

for which there are many options. 
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Taihape Memorial Park 

4/Option 1 - I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets • 
at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] There is ample room in 
the existing grandstand. Public toilet facilities 
could be added to the Bowls and Squash Clubs. 

O Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets • 
at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

4?/Option 1 - Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 - Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

qlOption 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. Mangaweka has a Hall that could 

provide public toilet facilities more simply and 
cost effectively. Toilets for other locations need 
to be assessed in terms of maintenance and 
seasonal use. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in  this  Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you  like  Council 
to consider as part of  its  planning for 
2017118? (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, 
31 March 2017. 

24 
Page 366



E 

  

YE 
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I 	2 1 MAR 2017 

IN- P- -  

Doc: 17 	TI74 
Submission Form 

Your name:  

Email address: 
	Ni A- 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Bulls Community Centre 

IVOption 1  — Yes, I support  retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on  the  site  of  the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

(9b 3.)-7 .,;7 6  
Your postal address: 

'  CKjc A,J c 
fV cfr- 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it with  a new 
building. 

Town: 

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

Would you like  to  speak to your  submission  at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please  tick): 

O present in person  in  Marton at the 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: 

El yes I would like  to  subscribe  to  Council's 
e-newsletter 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the  sale  of  the 
following three  parcels  of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub 	ision. 

	

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased  for 
ra 

	

es 	El No 

ThVwo car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

p'Ves 	ID No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street)  as  the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining  and  refurbishing all  three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

e3:  retaining part  of  the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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D Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

• Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

D Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Submission Form 

MEAD 
31 MAR 2017 

To: 	  
File:  	 fk? 	  

	

...17  035.6 	 

Your name: 

Email address: 

tc_k Q1'1 	 
U 	ke-p 	e_T-r 1 ,   

Preferred corttact phone number: 

662 3 2- '2- I 1 55' 0 
Your postal address: 

2?) 7) 0," e_ 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating  to  your submission and the hearings?: 
EEmail 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the  hearings being held on 20 April?  If  yes,  do 
you wish to (please tick): 

ID present in person in Marton at the 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:  

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining  the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre  on  the  site  of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from  when the initial estimates were made. 

11 'Option 2  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening  the  existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
cKes 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	N6lo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1,2 and  3  —  Yes  I  upport the 
continuing work on redev Doing  the  Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham &  illiams  Buildings 
(Broadway/High Str t) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, pref ring (strike out two) 

+L. ,N-CkCkDdi 

pee u .so 

 

O 1: retaining a 
buildings 

refurbishing all three 

  

Position: O 2:  de ishing all three buildings and 

  

  

co tructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

O yes  I  would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 
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O Option 4  —  I,want copncil to abandon the 
proposed redevelo ent of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abra m and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, 	d undertake necessary 
earthquaj.istrengthening of the present 
Marton dministration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I sup rt retaining the grandstand 
and locating Jk6 new amenity blocks in one of 
the othery44ble locations: 

• near t 	swimming pool 
• on e site currently used as toilets 
• a the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locatin he new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I su..ort demolishing the 
grandstand  .  d locating the new amenity 
blocks in o e of the other viable locations: 
near the wimming pool 
on th= site currently used as toilets 

• at t e ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

[33  ■ -.)ption 1 —  Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

CI Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

tOption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

I=1 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Rk_c_c)AS of -ILF 	titi(-1-vt\  

or\ 13641_   

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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Attachmen_ 	Submission by Justine Pickering, 23 Daniell St, Bulls. 

Why is this your preference? 

Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the proposed new Bulls Community Centre: 

I feel that Bulls does not need a new Community Centre, especially with a Bus depot attached. I feel 

that the Bus depot should remain where it is — it is much safer for the buses to stop over there. 

1. There will not be enough parking in Criterion St for daytime use of the new hall. This will 

affect shops in the shopping area as it will mean that cars will park in the main streets, 

limiting parking for potential customers of the shops. If the current hall can seat 300 (I can't 

find the exact number) this means there are a lot of car parks required (where will they all 

park especially if the two current Criterion St off-road parks are sold). If the bus depot is 

situated on Criterion St, this will also restrict the amount of car parking available. 

2. If people are walking from the new development back to the older High St shops, and there 

are buses parked on the side of the road, this will make it more dangerous for people, 

especially children, to cross Criterion St. 

3. Currently it is very difficult for pedestrians to cross Bridge St, because of the amount of 

traffic and the width of the road, and by locating the new centre on the east side of Bridge 

St, it will make it difficult for pedestrians to go anywhere except back towards the BP service 

station development. 

4. A suggestion — don't put a new community centre on Criterion St, remove current parking 

near the Bridge St intersection to allow for better traffic flow (especially to allow trucks to 

turn more safely) and then that parking can be moved to Criterion St. Alternatively, divert 

trucks from the north (High St) down Criterion St. 

Re: Proposed sole of surplus properties in Bulls 

1. I disagree with the two car parks fronting Criterion St being sold —they will be needed to 

provide parking for the community centre if it is built as there will not be sufficient parking 

on-site. Currently local shopkeepers are encouraged to park in these areas rather than on 

High St, in order to leave the High St roadside parking available for customers. The car park 

at the back of the Medical Centre is not only used by patients so why would the Medical 

Centre wish to own it? (As suggested at the recent public meeting.) People who know about 

the walk way through to High St also use it when visiting the library or any of the shops. Also, 

the Bowling Club members or visitors use this car park, as well as road side parking in 

Criterion St. 

2. I agree with the Walton Street subdivision area being sold, providing that the Redoubt area 

is retained and fenced and made so that no public access is available without specific 

permission — see the attached printout from the NZ Historic Places Trust for its location. 

3. I disagree with the portion of Haylock Park currently leased, being sold. This land was bought 

and gifted to people of Bulls by my father, Owen Haylock, so that children from the west side 

of Bulls did not have to cross the main road in order to use the Recreation grounds. If this 

land is not wanted by the Council, the leased area can be returned to the family. We can 

look into developing it if the Council wants more residential sections made available in Bulls. 
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RECEIVED -- 

- . ';CEIVED  
31 MAR 2017 

 

31 MAR 2017 

 

To: 
Fife:  	 - 	-  

, 	8`ec  	17 	040"/ Submission Form 

 

 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address:  \ 

"(Aa62_   

Town:  

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

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 —Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 

om when the initial estimates were made. 

Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	ONo 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
• Yes 	El No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	D No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

rvls,V 
Why is thiswour preference? 

\\u  
cv,\   

Gc,43  
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Option 4  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

El Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

El Option 1 —  Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

D Option 1 — Yes. I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid -sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park. Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2— I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

le\p/ 

rAto,e,  	 

ECIOr4 LOCCtk-  ()‘' n   

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 pad 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. 
infonnation or submissions. 

Submissions close at midday on Friday, 
31 March 2017. 
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15 MAR 2017 

 

To: 

File: 	  
Doc: 	V7 	0153 

Submission Form 

 

v 
15 MAR 2017 

Your name: Vs. 	cc  

Email address: address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

6 t- 

Town: 

Bu,j Is Community Centre 

Option 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	EEK:etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
an individual, or 

CI on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sOdivision. 
El Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grjazing. 
re Yes 	0 No 

(Act (1  

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O :  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

7.-  2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

i)Z 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Te two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

11-1- t 	0 
Marton Civic Centre' 

Why is this your preference? 

•-•\-‘) r\ 	tO 	e 
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ir  Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g 
h. 

0 Option 2 — I do no :pport the provision of 
addition 9i pus oile s in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

.5 k dk 
	

9P-"- 

S 
C 	 st 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

T hape Pool Upgrade 

Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toi tts 

Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

&TS f22.-0 

CI Cs,. OL 	SA_ Vs_ 	 T 	 J 	Vir"-St 
eAlks2.1--  5 	,e___ 	cece___t 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

S CS  

‘`- &64-3 d- C2.-V.P\ L, 
Privacy Act 1993 	 pso 	*4\1/ 
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, 
31 March 2017. 

r-1  

j— s  

+o e- 

0-1 
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To: 	  
File:   I — AP-1 _ - 

Doc: 17  	
 

0380 

RECEIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

E3 

VE5 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

k.+UY4c 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

EVOption 1  — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing  it  with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
suibdivision. 
ze  Yes 	0 No 

The portion  of  Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	2/No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options  1,  2 and 3  —  Yes,  I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on  the  site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4— I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

▪ Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

0. 

h. 

ID Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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 Ran gitikei 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RIMED 
3 0 MAR 2017 

To:  as   
File:  l 	AP- 
D": 	

 .7 ..0.3 .1 .6 

Submission Form 

Your name:  Ka(er‘ 19  leXCII■def   

Email address:  'dal" 9 4,) Mad. (Onl 

Preferred contact phone number: 

02,7 S5  R2  155 
Your postal address: 

4/9á'4. "einotine, i9ve  	 
gosin   

Town:  Palmerston  i\-)6(11-\   
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

El present in person in  Marton at the  Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
%.1-an  individual. or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

tIOption 1  —  Yes,  I  support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option  2  — I  want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
sub ivision. 

	

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	El<lo 

The/two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

101"Ves 	ID No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2  and  3  -  Yes,  I  support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out Iwo) 

El 1:  retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

0 . 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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Submission Form 

Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sul›-nission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	r"Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Areifou writing this submission as: 
{Van individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
f m when the initial estimates were made. 

Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as tJie Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	t:/lo 

Th two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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Email address:  ofIrceokyi:::;tkal 

rVZ-- 
Preferred bdntact phone number: 

741. 

Submission Form  vo 

Your name:  fcaterN C\bee-V1  

OZF 
Your postal address: 

n 
Town:  &A-3  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your sub9-lission and the hearings?: 
O Email ener 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

CI present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Vies  I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

IKY6r,tion 1  —  Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
su division. 

	

Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	No 

Th94wo car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

lA'es 	D No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2  and 3  —  Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part  of the facades  and building a 
new facility behind  them 

Why  is  this your preference? 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon thq 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbl 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams building , 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

To 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

qxr, 4e 4.01 	 1-4  

Q 5‘‘ IM 	of.,o 

, 

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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5.1.•  

ED 
Submission Form File: 

Doc; ... 

To : ............ ̀5! 	 .... .. ... 
413._ 

.17  ...... 

Your name: 

tv-k 	\ V VLC3,L/   

Email address: 

Vev-\ 	, 	A-10\• _Co 1..)7_, 

Preferred contact phone number: 

3  2:7S<*-12_, 
Your postal address: 

Town: \We 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relying to your submission and the hearings?: 
oVEmail 	El Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Ar 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

24' Bu  s Community Centre 1   

Option 1  - Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2  - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The rea known as the Walton Street 
s 	division. 

Yes 	ID No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
gr 	ing. 

Yes 	12 No 

Th two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
Yes 	0 No 

Ma on Civic Centre 

Options 1, 2 and 3-  Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1:  retaining and refur 	mg all three 
buildings 

O 2:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of th -  -cades and building a 
new facility behi 	em 

Why is this your preference? 
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CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

Option 4  — I  want  Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

T hape Memorial Park 
Option 1  — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pol 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3  — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

aihape Pool Upgrade ,I   
Option 1  — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2  — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

oilets 
Option 1  — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

0  Option 2  — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (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, 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEIVED &MAILED 
2 TMAR 2017 

TO: ...... 
, 

Subittn. 	VI  Form 
Your name: 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone umber: 

Your postal address: 

2' 	ojf1xr 	  

	

tzo3( 	 
Town:--retA  k 	4 —7 ci 3   
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	Vf_etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
I314n individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
O Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3— Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 RANCITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

O Option 4 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial  Park 

114ation 1 - I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

flOption 1 - Yes. I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 - I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 - Yes. I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25.000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

9. 

Ii. 

0 Option 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues  would you like  Council 
to consider as part  of its planning  for 
2017/18? (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, 
31  March  2017. 

24 
Page 388



RECEED 
21 MAR 2017 

To: 	  

File: 	. 
Doc-  17O2I3" -  

Submission Form 

Your name: 

Koke-v■ 14/1L'av  
Email address: 

JOAAJZA 0A-nAaAQ • cgDwk 
Preferred contact phohi number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: -r-ottA,A  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Bulls Community Centre 

ez  Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
supdivision. 

	

VYes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
griazing. 
Cgil 

	

Yes 	ENo 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 

	

I/2f Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
co structing a new facility on the site 

3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

..e.ke 	j.t<Ale  
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4 RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

0 Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

/Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 
[alternative proposal] 

LI Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

0 Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

ID Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to S200,000). 

/Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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1 5 MAR 2017 
To: 
File: (—A r  —1 --(f.  
Doc: 17 	01.46 

VE), 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

cril)  
Email address: 

\s (.0   
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

Town: 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
12Email 	0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

• present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

Bulls Community Centre 

"Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
ED/les 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grzing. 
rWYes 	DNa 

Thie two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
U:Yes 	ONo 

Marton Civic Centre 

Options 1, 2 and 3 - Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

1:,re tishing all three 
buildings 

12: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

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

76  3: r 
—riew facilityrn 	them  

de-s- and building a • : 	• 

Why is this your preference? 
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4 — I want Council to abandon the 
propose redevelopment of the Cobblr/ 

nport &braha 	d Willie "s—buildings, 
_ell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

— I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

— I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

— I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

g. 

h. 

2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

oth 	 Council 
. 	 ng for 
7/18? 

lograde 

O Op:c - — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O - 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papalcai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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. 

Su1rvissions close at midday on F 
2017. 
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Submission Form 

RECENE 
15 MAR 2017 

To: 
File:   —Pelf   
DOC: ...  1 	0130, 

Your name: 	 UN) SO r--1 

Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

()cc,  Z -a9   
Ut postal ad ices: 

V-v-N 

Bulls Community Centre 

ption 1 -- Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Con - imunitv 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

ci 

c3, 	1-1-141 69 'properties in Bulls 
Proposed sale of surplus 

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	0 Letter 

Town: COY NrI-e VGA-10 v-----, 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes. do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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 I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	E3 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Cirtenon Street 
0 Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3— Yes. I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
Broadway/High Street) as the new kia.rton 

Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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KM En 
2 1 MAR 2017  

S 14, To: 

 

 

File: 	 019.1' 
 

Doc: 

Submission Form 

Your name: 

(.2.60.1 

Email address:address: 

L2.41 	ok.c-so 
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

t7 	tA-vci 	S   

Town:  

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submis 	n and the hearings?: 
O Email 	etter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes. do 
you wish to (please tick): 

I=1 present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

• yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e- newsletter 

Bulls9.pmunity Centre 

ption 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale oi surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area 	wn as the Walton Street 
sub 	sion. 

es 	1:1 No 

The portion f Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazi 	. 

es 	1=1 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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O Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings. 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

O Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

O Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal]  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

g. 

h. 

0 Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

p—O ption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

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, 
31 March 2017. 
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EL-MAILED 
RECEIVED 

Submission oForm 
30 MAR 2 017 

TO:  	 .))  

AO- i••"" FILE: 	 

Your name: ei4/4., Op-NE 

Email address: 

kcv 	 e ffe.  
Preferred contact phone number: 

7--1 77S 67 
Your postal address: 

2-i Till rT 

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

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

0 present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

Are you writing this submission as: 
2/an individual, or 

on behalf of an organisation 

;f on behalf of an organisation 1:,, lecise :, rov!tie 

Organisation: 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option I — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.8f3 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Pulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing U with a new 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council prOceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O 'Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	O'No 

The two car pelts fronting Criterion Street 
O ypo. 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping, the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham 8; Williams Bt.fildings 
tBroadwayil-ligh Street) as the new Marton 
Civic; Centre. preferring (strike out two 

• 1: l'istaintng and refurbishing au three 
bultdings 

Position: 	 E.: 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing e new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 

LI yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
e-newsletter 
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ID Option 4 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

riVOption 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
anti ioGating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pol 
en the site currently used as toilets 
al the ends of the netball courts 

iilterna.tive proposal] 

[71 Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

Option 3 — I support dernoli:iThing the 
(,.pandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable location 
near the swimming pol 
on the site currently used as toliel!, 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal) 

inthape Pool  Upgrade 

IVOption 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

ID Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 

(_,c.,vered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

EVOption 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

CO Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017118? (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. 
31 March 2017. 
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RECEP 
28 MAR 2lnr 

BY: 

RECEVEL Submission Form 

Town: Proposed sale  of  surplus 
properties in  Bulls 

Your name: .  

K --rIE Simms 
Email address: 

Preferred contact phone number: 

oa- i 	att 	kst_E ckci 
Your postal address: 

	  R.\ oc,--e• 

2 8 MAR 20.17 

To:  	 

Bull  Community  CentreLe:
:

,Tri  

Option 1 - Yes I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former C'iterion 
Hotel. incorpoiating adjustment for inflation 

r or-r-■ when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options. including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demo ( - ing it and replacing it with a new 

How would you prefer tc receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 
LI Email 	aVetter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April'? If yes. co  
you wish to please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the 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: 

Position: 

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

Should  Council proceed with the sale of the 
following  threp oa.rook  of 19nd? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
s.Jc: 	sion. 

es 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased tot 
gra3,ing. 
IWYes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
El Yes 

Marton Civic  Centre 

O Options 1,  2 and  3 -- Yes. I support the 
continuing work on recle\,elopina the Cobble , / 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre. preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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E- MAILEDRECEIVED 

Submission Form 

2 9 MAR 2017 

TO: 	 
FILE:   I   
DOC: 

Your name:  LA 	 (BCt I   

Email address: 	re;t0hvQ.c-ni,-. 

Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

0 Go Chr) 	S1-624z   

Town: HDR._   

How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your subjnission and the hearings?: 
O Email /Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

O present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

O yes I would like to subscribe to Council's 
a-newsletter 

Bulls Community Centre 

O Option 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

O Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
0 Yes 	0 No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 
O Yes 	0 No 

The two car parks fronting Criterion Street 
ID Yes 	0 No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

El 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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thiL  RANGITIKEI DISTRICT COUNCIL 
CONSULTATION ON THE ANNUAL PLAN 2017/18 

• Option 4 - I want Council to abandon the 
proposed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell the site, and undertake necessary 
earthquake strengthening of the present 
Marton administration and library buildings. 

Taihape Memorial Park 

D Option 1 — I support retaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

/Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 
on the site currently used as toilets 
at the ends of the netball courts 

[alternative proposal] 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Department of Conservation) 

[alternative suggestions] 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

O Option 2 — I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any comment on other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

4-of (-yc -}k) hs kf•  Q  	 

1-3) CK  • 	  

What other issues would you like Council 
to consider as part of its planning for 
2017/18? (use extra pages if necessary) 

Taihape Pool Upgrade 

2/Option 1 — Yes, I support funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

O Option 2 — I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council. 

Toilets 

El Option 1 — Yes, I support the provision 
of new toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a. Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

Privacy Act 1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. 
The content on this fonn 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, 
31 March 2017. 
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EC 	E[ . 

Submission Form 

30 MAR 2017 
To: 	  

File: 	  
Doc .  17 	034G 

KCLI 42-  
Ke_-cf 

Email address: 

kesr6).Kineci-a  
Preferred contact phone number: 

Your postal address: 

r(Dr> 
- pkA  

LL,S  
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your supmission and the hearings?: 
O Email 	''Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 
you wish to (please tick): 

1:1 present in person in Marton at the Council 
Chamber 

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

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

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

41 
 B Ils Community Centre 

Option  1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

Option 2  —  I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 

'Yes 	El No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for 
grazing. 

0 No 

The two car parksponting Criterion Street 
• Yes 	LlIt No 

Marton Civic Centre 

O Options 1, 2 and 3  — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

O 1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

N/72:  demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3:  retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why  is  this your preference? 

Your name: 

Town: 

procDe rc  
on o(d buclain9sj c,‘J  
leirn per m42_0 Sur&  •  
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Your name: Vttis   

Email address:  Ke\Se.A.49(0S 

OrYTh   
Preferred contact phone number: 

100Watl .  

  

E-MAILED  RECEIVED 
31 MAR 2017 

33  TO: 
FILE: 	  

file 

Submission Form 

Bulls Community Centre 

ciK2lfption 1 — Yes, I support retaining the 
updated budget of $4.36 million for the 
revised and expanded new Bulls Community 
Centre on the site of the former Criterion 
Hotel, incorporating adjustment for inflation 
from when the initial estimates were made. 

021 t  	 
Your postal address: 

a.k hack_ 
How would you prefer to receive correspondence 
relating to your submission and the hearings?: 

0 Letter 

Would you like to speak to your submission at 

you wish to (please tick): 
the hearings being held on 20 April? If yes, do 

	The area known as the Walton Street 
subdivision. 
O Yes 	Et/No 

The portion of Haylock Park currently leased for O present in person in Marton at the Council 	grazing. Chamber 	 0 Yes 
O dial in via skype from another location (please 

provide skype details) 
	 The two car parks onting Criterion Street 

0 Yes 	No 
Are you writing this submission as: 	 Marton Civic Centre 
O an individual, or 
O on behalf of an organisation 

If on behalf of an organisation, please provide 
details: 

Organisation: 

Position: 

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

Town: 

0 Option 2 — I want Council to abandon the 
proposed new Bulls Community Centre 
and review the available options, including 
strengthening the existing Town Hall or 
demolishing it and replacing it with a new 
building. 

Proposed sale of surplus 
properties in Bulls 

Should Council proceed with the sale of the 
following three parcels of land? 

O Options 1, 2 and 3 — Yes, I support the 
continuing work on redeveloping the Cobbler/ 
Davenport/Abraham & Williams Buildings 
(Broadway/High Street) as the new Marton 
Civic Centre, preferring (strike out two) 

E(1: retaining and refurbishing all three 
buildings 

O 2: demolishing all three buildings and 
constructing a new facility on the site 

O 3: retaining part of the facades and building a 
new facility behind them 

Why is this your preference? 
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1 	4 - I want Council to abandon the 
f3: - ..osed redevelopment of the Cobbler/ 
Da-.(e.ilport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell 	site, and undertake necessary 

strengthening of the present 
Marton •;t iniara /on:.nd library buildings. 

suppo,': i - e,•::aining the grandstand 
acid locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
:le other viable locations: 

near the swimming pool 
- on the site currently used as toilets 

ends cH -.e netball courts 

E Option 2 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

EJ Option 3 - I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 

near the swimming pool 

on the site currently used as toilets 

at the 	of 	netball courts 

- 	. I support funding the upgrade 
of tt Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external it:. rhcg 
applications (up to $200,000). 

 I 	2- I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Poc, Hould be deferred until the funding gap 
is co-ered by sources other than Council. 

- Yes, I suppor the provision 
of ne.- toilets in MangE. ,...'eka village and 
Couricii setting asidl .i '.':25,000 to support an 
application to the Gove;, -,ment's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a, Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 

c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
C: z.:7E,i,nent of CLIservation) 

I. 

h. 

Option 2 - I do not support the provision of 
additional public toilets in the District at this 
time. 

Do you have any c 
matters noted in 	nsulta 
Documen 	 ages i, 
necessar 

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 wilt 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, 
in: natic: or submissions. 
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- I want Council to abandon the 
r3development of the Cobbler/ 

Davenport/Abraham and Williams buildings, 
sell 	, and undertake necessary 
earthq:Ja::e strengthening of the present 

)n 	d library buildings. 

Option - i — I upport : - Aaining the grandstand 
and locating the new amenity blocks in one of 
the other viable locations: 

• near the swimming pool 
• on the site currently used as toilets 

ie ends of he netball courts 

d. Bruce Park (with approval from the 
Conservation) 

C. 

r. 

h. 

2 —I do not support the provision of 
a 	Lionel public toilets in the District at this 

Do you have any corn; Art c. other 
matters noted in this Consultation 
Document? (use extra pages if 
necessary) 

D Option 2 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
block on that site. 

O Option 3 — I support demolishing the 
grandstand and locating the new amenity 
blocks in one of the other viable locations: 
near the swimming pool 

▪ on the site currently used as toilets 
• at the ends of the netball courts 

      

— Yes, I su,)port funding the upgrade 
of the Taihape Pool during 2017 after the 
swimming season has ended, using reserves 
to cover any shortfall from external funding 
applications (up to $200,000). 

0 Option 2 I think the upgrade of the Taihape 
Pool should be deferred until the funding gap 
is covered by sources other than Council, 

— Yes, I support the provision 
of ne'. toilets in Mangaweka village and 
Council setting aside $25,000 to support an 
application to the Government's Mid-sized 
Tourism Infrastructure Fund for portaloos at 
the following 4 locations: 

a, Papakai Park, Taihape 
b. Swimming spot off Toe Toe Road 
c. River bank area near Bulls Bridge  

1993 
Please note that submissions are public information. 
The cont2nt 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 Rangitike.i District Council, 46 High 
Street, Marton. You have the right to access and correct 
any personal information included in any reports, 
informLion or submissions. 
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